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What can we as a society do when regularly disproved ideas 
are promoted by the science community as facts? If we care 
about our future rights to challenge falsehood then we need to stay on 

top of this. A 
Smithsonian 
traveling 
propaganda 
program is 
now infiltrat-
ing U.S. pub-
lic libraries 
(see Dullum 
p. 11). This 
follows on the 
heels of the 
already-
proved crafty 
Next Genera-
tion Science 
Standards 
recently im-
posed on U.S. 
public schools. 
Each agenda 
is using false 
statements 
of fact, rhe-
torical tricks, 
and suppres-
sion to push 
their ideas. 
Surely, the 
subjects of 
human ori-
gins and pre-
history de-
serve better. 

U.S. students are 
taught that Devonian-
age organisms such as 
in the Left Column (rec. 
direct from fms. by the 
author) “evolved.” Com-
pare with living organ-
isms in Right Column. 
Even Darwin knew that 
fossils were the bane of 
his theory. Debunking 
Evolutionary Propa-

ganda, Part 18: Devo-
nian (see Feliks p. 17). 

The site of Vela 

Spila on the Croa-
tian island of Kor-
cula broke a main-
stream taboo by 

adding more mod-
ern capabilities to 
Paleolithic people. 
The cave has pro-
duced decorated 
pottery dated c. 

17,500 BP 
—the exact same 
time period as the 

famous painted 
horses and bulls of 
Lascaux Cave in 

France. It is more 
evidence that Paleo-
lithic people were 

not our inferiors as 
portrayed by main-
stream science but 
just as intelligent as 
people living today 
(see Tenodi p. 20). 

The Neolithic 

7,000-year old 

“Keyhole” tombs 

of Harrat Khaybar, 
Western Saudi Arabia, 

feature precise 
straight lines in isos-
celes triangles with 

circles at the apexes. 
However, from the air 
dramatic similarities 
between these and 

the recently excavated 
Gobekli Tepe site at 
12,000 years old can 
be seen. What con-
nection might there 
be between these two 
cultures—one Paleo-
lithic and one Neo-

lithic? It is becoming 
increasingly clear—as 
French historian, Jean 
Perrot noted—that 
any demarcation 

line between Paleo-
lithic and Neolithic is 
purely imaginary (see 

Campbell p. 8). 

Do you believe everything 

you see or hear on melo-
dramatic PBS documentaries 
or in traveling Smithsonian 
evolution exhibits? Exposing 
theories falsely presented as 
fact is crucial to science. This 
is especially true when rele-
vant evidence is being ig-
nored (see Dullum p. 11). 

A hiker in Dinosaur National Monu-

ment posted a rock art photo on Face-
book, naming it, Goat and a Circus 

Elephant. Computer enhancements by 
rock art preservationist, Ray Urbaniak, 
reveal longer tusks and long sweeping 
horns more reminiscent of mammoths 
and extinct pronghorn sheep (p. 16). 

Dragos Gheor-

ghiu, PhD, 
pyrotechnics 

expert, anthro-
pologist, artist and 
Professor, Bucha-
rest Univ., Roma-
nia, proposes 
Göbekli Tepe 

artisans meticu-
lously docu-
mented their 
local environ-

ments (p. 13). 

Megaliths in Delhi, India 

Captain Raghubir S. Thakur—
MA History, and 
former Consult-
ant Security and 
Land Manage-

ment—continues 
his exposé of 

rock art in Delhi. 
Part 3 features 
previously un-
described megalithic standing 
stones including ‘human-like.’ 
Although megaliths are difficult 
to date, research in Europe has 
been pushing them farther and 
farther back in time (p. 2). 
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tion has 
been done 
single-
handedly 
these past 
three years 
in areas 
owned 
either pri-
vately or by 
the govern-
ment. I’ve 
explored 
them like a 
keen health 
-conscious 
person on 
a walk.  

The photo-
graphs I 
provide tell 
an interest-
ing story in 
and of 
them-
selves. At 
most places 
photogra-
phy created 
a stir. At 
times it 
was permitted as for a nature 
lover or as someone simply 
fascinated with rock forms. 
At no time was any cueing 
given to people about ancient 
art or matters of antiquity so 
as not to steer any local peo-
ple who might have informa-
tion about them. Reactions to 
our interest around the main 
locality at Dhaula Kuan were 
interesting. Some of the peo-
ple made casual remarks why 
are we taking pictures of the 
standing stones? This is be-
cause, so far, the world has 
not been aware of the pres-
ence of rock art in Delhi.  

After having documented 
about ten sites I approached 
the Archaeological Survey of 
India—the concerned author-
ity—to publish a report on 
the Delhi discoveries in their 
Annual Review. It was ig-

Introduction 

Very recently, in the course 
of searching out and discov-

ering previously 
unrecorded petro-
glyphic rock art in 
the Delhi-Aravallis-
mountain system 
of northern India  
(Fig. 1), I have 
discovered a large 
number of menhirs 
or standing stones 
which have also 
been recognized 

and recorded for the first 
time (e.g., see Fig. 2).  

As mentioned in Part 1 and 
Part 2, nearly four dozen 
rock art sites have been dis-
covered and explored featur-
ing several hundred petro-

glyphs. A few possi-
ble Paleolithic stone 
tools have also been 
discovered. Here, I 
provide an overview 
of the important 
topic of the mega-
liths, menhirs, or 
standing stones 
(different names for 
large stone prehis-
toric monuments) 
from the Dhaula 
Kuan area, a very 
well-known landmark 
in Delhi. These men-
hirs—the number of 
which is  estimated 

to be only a beginning—total 
over 30 so far. In addition to 
the examples I give in this 
article, I have discovered the 
presence of menhirs from 
Archaeological Park at Me-
hrauli (one only), Subroto Park 
in Cantonment zone (two), 
Nehru Park in Chanakyapuri 
area (five), and Kamla Nehru 
Ridge in Old Delhi (three).   

So far, detailed scientific study 
of the rock art I have discov-
ered has been neglected even 
though I have attempted to 
elicit interest. Their explora-

nored. 
Toward 
the end of 
2013, I 
approached 
for financial 
assistance 
to make a 
project-
oriented 
exploration 
to place 
Delhi on 
the map of 
‘rock art’ 
sites. The 
response 
was very 
cold. That 
gentle-
man—an 
eminent 
and leading 
rock art 
expert/
scholar—
said: 
“Thakur, 
what is so 
difficult 
about lo-
cating rock 

art in Delhi? If I send so-and-
so he will scan the whole 
Delhi-Aravallis in just four 
days.” That posturing en-
couraged me to continue on 
my own, like in a turtle-race, 
but no rabbit to compete with.  

Prior menhirs background 

A.C.L. Carlleyle joined the 
Archaeological Survey Office of 
India in 1871 as Assistant to 
then Director General of ASI, 
Alexander Cunningham. He 
began his exploration in Agra 
in 1871 at the pre-medieval 
site of an ancient city. During 
his tour in Rajputana in 1871–
73, Carlleyle surveyed a large 
area covering sites in Agra hills 
and in Rajputana—most of it 
in today’s Rajasthan. He was 
the first in the Agra hills and 
Rajputana regions to identify 

Megaliths in Delhi-Aravallis-System, India 

 Part 3 of the Delhi-Aravallis series 

  By Raghubir S. Thakur MA (History), Rock art researcher/preservationist 

> Cont. on page 3 

“Some  

of the 

people 

made 

casual 

re-

marks 

why 

are we 

taking 

pictures 

of the 

standing 

stones? 

This is 

because 

the world 

has not 

been 

aware of 

the pres-

ence of 

rock art 

in Delhi.” 

Fig. 2. The most stunning previously-
unrecorded standing stone I discovered 
in the Delhi-Aravallis region. It is in a 

forestry-maintained park of Aravallis in 
old city North Delhi District. It is the 

only menhir I have discovered so far that 
has a clearly anthropomorphic or human-
like profile. Its ambiance is that of a robust 
human standing. An intriguing possibility 
is that this menhir may be in its original 
archaic position. It stands c. 6 1/2' (2m) tall 
above ground level. Its surface shows some 
patination—as if just beginning—which could 
be instrumental in establishing its antiquity.  

Fig. 1. The Aravallis mountain 
range and Delhi region in north-

ern India where previously 
unrecorded rock art petroglyphs 

have been discovered. 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2016.pdf#page=4
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/january-february2016.pdf#page=5
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XI & XII). These are the 
nearest southern megaliths 
in a region southeast to 

south-west, from the Delhi 
megaliths. 

[Eds. note: Due to space and 
time constraints, Thakur’s 
much more detailed overview 
of the discovery history of 
menhirs in regions outside the 
Delhi region will need to wait 
for a later publication. How-
ever, they include (from Tha-
kur’s text): Leh Valley, Burza-
hom and Gufkral in Srinagar, 
Almora (U.K.). Jharkhand, 
State of Bihar, ‘Ashoka Hatu’ in 
Silli Block, Ranchi District, the 
Vindhyan Range and Gangetic 
region; Koldihwa, Belan, Tons, 
Seoti, Chundarighat, 
Samalipur, Pawari, Ayodhya, 
and Gorma valley, all of the 
Allahabad region; and more 
than 7,000 megaliths in Bihar.] 

Geological Context 

The Delhi-Aravallis sys-
tem has much topog-
raphical relief. The Ara-
vallis system starts  
about 6.5 km northeast  
of the central part of 
Delhi, from Yamuna bank 
at Wazirabad, and ex-
tends to the southern 
periphery of the city 
where the hill ridges are 
higher and more rugged. 
In the south of Delhi ex-
tending from east to 
west, the rock outcrops 
are discontinuous. The 
same is true for the cen-
tral ridge of the Delhi-
Aravallis system. The rock 
outcrops are set in a 
younger matrix of sedi-
ment deposited by an-
cient lakes, ponds, drain-
ages and channels, some 
of which still hold water, 
particularly during the 
monsoon season. Delhi 
can be warm, humid, dry, 
and cool depending on 
the time of year.  

The outcrops are mostly 
reddish in color and con-
sist mainly of granite, a 

resistant rock, and sand-
stone. The granite fractures 
both vertically and horizon-
tally and forms rough blocks 
and slips. When encoun-

and excavate a large number 
of megalithic burials. This 
region covers Agra hills, sites 

in Alwar, Dausa districts and 
Viratnagar (a.k.a. Bairat) in 
Jaipur District, eastern Ra-
jasthan, (1878: 13-15, 33-9. 
Pl. II. 88-9, 100-1, 104-8. Pls. 

tered in a forest reserve, 
the whole area looks natu-
ral and not, as it actually 
is, maintained by man. En-
closure walls have been 
raised in places to protect 
from vandals and other 
intended threats.     

In the recent past moderate 
pasture was grazed by 
flocks of sheep and goats 
herded by Gujar boys. The 
highest point of the range 
near Bhati—1045 feet 
above MSL and 360 feet 
above the Yamuna railway 
bridge at Delhi. The breadth 
of ridges and hills varies 
greatly. The villagers still 
move up the hills to graze 
their cattle, goats and sheep. 
Wildlife is non-existent, but 
here and there hares, par-
tridges and peacocks are 
seen in the scrub jungles. 
Delhi always had predomi-
nance of scrub jungles. 

Delhi-Aravallis megaliths 

As concerns the largest 
solitary standing stones, 
there is one menhir at the 
Dhaula Kuan site (Fig. 3) 
which is similar in size, in 
fact, a little taller than the 
anthropomorphic or human-
like menhir featured on 
page one. The author is 
standing next to the stone 
to give a sense of scale. It 
is about 2.2m tall.  

One of the more unusually-
shaped menhirs at the 
Dhaula Kuan site can be 
seen in Fig. 4. It is almost 
as tall as the human-like 
menhir being just under 2m. 
The gentleman standing next 
to the stone for scale is lead-
ing physical anthropologist 
and palaeonthropologist, Dr 
Anek Ram Sankhyan, of the 
Anthropological Survey of 
India and President of the 
Palaeo Research Society.  

There is another unique 
menhir that deserves special 
mention in this overview. It 
is situated in the popular 
Archaeological Park near 
Qutab metro station. It is 

“It is 

well 

known 

that 

men-

hirs 

when 

in a 

group 

are 

gener-

ally in 

circu-

lar, 

oval, 

henge, 

or 

horse-

shoe 

forma-

tions. 

How-

ever, 

this is 

not so 

with 

the 

men-

hirs at 

Dhaula 

Kuan.” 

Megaliths in Delhi-Aravallis-System (cont.) 

> Cont. on page 4 

Fig. 3. Another large solitary menhir or stand-
ing stone at the Dhaula Kuan site, New Delhi. 
The location is that of a former ancient lake. 

Fig. 4. One of the more unusual menhirs at 
the Dhaula Kuan site. Standing next to the 

menhir to give a sense of scale at 5'6" is physi-
cal anthropologist and paleoanthropologist, Dr. 
Anek R. Sankhyan (Anthropological Survey of 

India, Ministry of Culture, and President of 
the Palaeo Research Society). Notice also a 
children’s playground in the background.  
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might name this group Poly-
lithic Menhirs.  

At another location there are 
seven menhirs arranged in a 
semi-circular formation. Finally, 
in this large stones overview, 
there is a  group of 11 men-
hirs that  are arranged in more 
conventional rows (Fig. 6).  

Discussion 

In order to maintain continu-
ity in my research wherever 
I could I decided to manage 
alone. In general, after explor-
ing more than 100 parks and 
forest preserves (including 
some privately owned) I had 
managed to discover these 
sites within about two years. I 
revisited the sites selectively for 
photography before request-
ing friends to have on the 
spot discussions and sharing 
of expertise of anthropologists 
and paleontologists. That stage 
has taken around another year.      

Dating of the sites is yet to be 
determined. It should be stated 
up front that standing stones 
tend to be difficult to date. 
However, the traditional view 
is that they were constructed 
as part of larger ‘megalithic 
cultures' during many differ-
ent periods across prehistory.  

Conclusion 

Finally, I would like to name 
a few of the other types of 
megalithic monuments found 
in Indian context. They are: 
Dolmenoid Cist/dolmen; 
Topical; Hood Stone; Multi-
ple Hood Stone; Cairn Circle; 
Stone Alignment; Urn Burial; 
Port Hole Cist Burial; Tran-
septed Cist; and Sarcopha-
gus in Dolmenoid Cist. 
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Megaliths in Delhi-Aravallis-System (cont.) 

Fig. 6. A group of 11 menhirs at 
Dhaula Kuan arranged in ‘stone 

alignment,’ forming rows.  

Fig. 5. Top: Two of the taller group men-
hirs at the Dhaula Kuan site. They are 

separated by c. 3m or just under 10'. The 
area is that of a former ancient lake locally 

called ‘Jheel.’ The menhir seen in front 
showing its west face is c. 2m tall accompa-
nied by a smaller one about 1/4 the height. 
Bottom: The other large menhir visible in 
the top picture with its three accompanying 
stones. The primary menhir is 1.7m tall.  
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“They 

sampled 

the cal-

cite that 

had been 

depos-

ited both 

before 

and after 

the sta-

lagmites 

were 

broken 

off to 

form the 

struc-

tures 

and ob-

tained an 

age of 

roughly 

176,000 

+/- 2000 

years.” 

“They” used stalagmites to build deep-cave 

 structures  
  By Virginia Steen-McIntyre, PhD, Volcanic ash specialist 

Three hundred yards in 
from the entrance of 
Bruniquel Cave in south-
western France “they”  

built a couple 
of circular 
structures and 
a series of four 
round piles up to 
15 inches high 
out of stalagmite 
fragments 
(dripstone 
‘icicles’ that de-
velop upwards 
from the floor of 

a cave over time due to 
evaporation of mineral-rich 
water: “when the -mites go 
up, the -tites come 
down!”).   

Discovered by cavers in 
1990 when they had 
cleared away ancient rock-
fall debris that blocked the 
entrance to Bruniquel cave, 
they first tried to date the 
structures using a fragment 
of burned bone from inside 
the larger circle. They 
ended up with a “greater 
than” date—greater than 
47,600 years, the limits of 
the 14C dating method at 
the time.  

In 2013, a team of archae-
ologists led by Jacques 
Jaubert, University of Bor-
deaux went back to the 
cave for a closer look. This 
time they dated seven sta-
lagmites from the two ring 
structures using the ura-
nium-series dating method. 
They sampled the calcite 
that had been deposited 
both before and after the 
stalagmites were broken off 
to form the structures and 
obtained an age of roughly 

176,000 +/- 2000 years. 

This more specific date was 
a shock. Building such 
structures where they are 
found (and, BTW, if gath-
ered together the stalag-
mites they used would 
have weighed 2.4 tons) 
obviously required some 
type of social fabric, team-
work, the use of fire (for 
light, at least), and some 
way to communicate ab-
stract ideas.  

Who were they?  

They were not Homo 
sapiens, at least according 
to modern popular thought 
because our ancestors sup-
posedly did not arrive in 
the area until a relatively 
recent c. 36,000 years ago. 
According to the establish-
ment, that leaves only one 
answer: the Neanderthals. 

“They must have been 
made by Neanderthals,” 
according to William Rendu, 
an archaeologist with the 
French National Center for 
Scientific Research, 
“because they were built 
during a time when only 
Neanderthals were present 
in Europe.” 

Oh? How do we know that 
only Neanderthals were 
present? All kinds of inter-
esting things are coming to 
light at deep levels of 
caves, as has been high-
lighted in recent issues of 
the Pleistocene Coalition 
News. Rather than an 
“either-or” way of thinking, 
that the French seem to 
like, try “multiple working 
hypothesis” and keep an 

open mind to all sorts of 
ideas as new information 
comes in. 

 

 

VIRGINIA STEEN-MCINTYRE, PhD, 
is a volcanic ash specialist; 
founding member of the Pleis-
tocene Coalition; and copy 
editor, author, and scientific 
consultant for Pleistocene Coa-
lition News. She began her 
lifelong association with the 
Hueyatlaco early man site in 
Mexico in 1966. Her story of 
suppression, now well-known in 
the science community, was 
first brought to public attention 
in Michael Cremo’s and Richard 
Thompson’s classic tome, For-
bidden Archeology, which was 
followed by a central appear-
ance in the NBC special, Myste-
rious Origins of Man in 1996, 
hosted by Charleton Heston. 
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Homo floresiensis is morpho-
logically similar to Homo erec-
tus, which is also known to 
have reached the island, but 
was larger. Scientists suggest 
the hobbit is the result of 
island dwarfism, where a hu-
man population which arrived 
there shrunk over the genera-
tions, the result of evolution-
ary selection [of course, there 
are plenty of small people 
living on vast stretches of 

mainland, as 
well]. Ele-
phants have 
been known 
to undergo 
island dwarf-
ism over time, 
but “this is the 
only example 
we have of 
island dwarf-
ing of a hu-
man lineage,” 
says Dr. Cio-
chon, a Uni-
versity of 
Iowa paleoan-
thropologist 
who was not 
involved in the 
study. –VSM 

Kevin Lynch 
reports that 
after much 
community 
effort the early 
20th Century 
amateur ar-
chaeologist, 
James Reid 
Moir—who 
challenged the 
mainstream 
regarding the 
antiquity of 
man in the 
U.K.—has been 
honored with 

a descriptive plaque. It is next 
to what has been named the 
“Reid Moir Oak,” in Ipswich, 
Suffolk, U.K. Lynch, along with 
Richard Dullum, have published 
many articles in PCN about 
Reid Moir’s contributions. They 
can all be accessed for free at: 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/
index.htm#Dullum_and_Lynch 

Homo floresiensis ex-
tinct earlier than thought 

–Virginia Steen-McIntyre 

It has been nicknamed “the 
hobbit.” Discovered over a 
decade ago on the island of 

Flores in Indonesia, 
this diminutive 
‘species’ of human, 
Homo floresiensis, 
only 3.5-feet tall, was 
thought to have lived 
as recently as 
perhaps 13,000–
11,000 years 
ago. This would 

have made it the last 
remaining human species 
to exist other than our 
ancestor Homo sapiens. 

But new data from Liang 
Bua cave on Flores have 
revised those dates 
downward to between 
60,000 and 100,000 
years old. The problem? 
Cut-and-fill of the sur-
rounding sediments. 
Some of the sediments 
had eroded and had been 
replaced by younger lay-
ers, making it seem that 
the fossil-bearing beds 
were younger than they 
actually were. “The initial 
excavations were sam-
pling very small areas,” 
according to study author 
Matthew W. Tocheri, a 
researcher at the Smith-
sonian’s Human Origins 
Program. “You don’t get 
to see the full picture.” 

Over the last decade 
more pieces of the puz-
zle have come to light. 
Working slowly and cau-
tiously, using the evi-
dence of stratigraphy, 
radiocarbon dating, thermolu-
minescence, uranium-series 
dating, and argon-argon 
dating, researchers have 
determined that the skeletal 
remains were embedded in 
deposits between 60,000 and 
100,000 years old and that the 
stone artifacts associated with 
them were between 50,000 
and 190,000 years old. 

Member news and other info 

Upcoming Calico report 

–Tom Baldwin 

After a long hiatus, I finally 
revisited the Calico Early Man 
Site to see how things are 
being managed by its new 
director and regular partici-
pants. Before moving from 
southern California to Utah 
over ten years ago I was a 
regular participant in the 
excavations there for about 
20 years beginning when Dr. 
Louis Leakey was its Direc-
tor. I will provide a report on 
some of my observations in 
the next issue of PCN. 

Sensationalized PBS 
programming employs 
techniques similar to 

Sesame Street 

In Four Arguments for the 
Elimination of Television, 
Jerry Mander (PCN #17, 
May-June 2012; and HTML), 
I explained the psychological 
techniques used by Sesame 
Street producers to mesmer-
ize U.S. children and, in ef-
fect, take away years of 
what could have been self-
motivated play, creative or 
scientific exploration, or time 
spent outside with friends 
exploring the real world. One 
of the decisions I made dur-
ing the past ten years which 
I have never regretted is in part 
a result of having read Mander’s 
book. That was getting rid of the 
control mechanism which is 24-
hr. TV. After reading Four Ar-
guments I have always been 
aware to one degree or an-
other how this medium is 
used to intellectually control its 
audience. They want to grab you 
and never let go. I do not miss 
this effect in the least. Whenever 
visiting someone’s home where 
a TV is on in the background, 
or sitting in a waiting area some-
where in a similar circumstance, 
I am quickly reminded that it is 
still the same only more so.  

Occasionally, one of my 
friends who is aware that I 
watch DVDs and VHS tapes (as 

“The 

skeletal 

remains 

were 

embed-

ded in 

deposits 

between 

60,000 

and 

100,000 

years old 

and ... the 

stone arti-

facts as-
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with them 

were be-
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50,000 

and 

190,000 

years 

old.” 
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Pleistocene civilizations: 
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Controversial legacy 
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Member news and other info (cont.) 

One reason for this trait is 
suppression such as PCN 
was formed to fight. If chil-
dren were to be taught how 
to think for themselves they 
would be very difficult to dupe 
with so-called “scientific” 
theories about human ori-
gins. Teach them “not” to 
check into claims for them-
selves while aggressively 
forcing them into believing 
that there is no conflicting 
evidence and they’ll believe 
anything you tell them. 

“Governments have always 
tried to brainwash children 
not only by what was taught, 
but also, and more subtly, 
by what was omitted.” 

–Frank Breslin. Why Public Schools 
Don’t Teach Critical Thinking, Part 1. 
Huffpost Education. August 7, 2015 

Even mainstream science 
students seem aware our sys-
tem has been compromised: 

“The best way to understand 
science and math is to go 
out and do it on your own.” 

–Meghan Shea, Intel ISEF 2011 
and INTEL STS 2013 Finalist 

"Take risks and be bold. Of-
ten the most risky projects 
turn out to be the greatest." 

–Annika Urban, Broadcom Mas-
ters 2014 

“If you have an idea, even if 
it sounds crazy, don't limit 
yourself to the textbook.” 

–Ashwin Datta, INTEL ISEF 2015 
Finalist 

The above are examples of 
our new ‘Mr. Smiths Go to 
Washington’—inspired young 
scientists. However, once 
more students are under the 
thumb of the NGSS and 
other degradations of U.S. 
education they will lack the 
objectivity or fortitude to 
question axioms. They will 
naturally resist conflicting 
evidence believing they were 
given all the facts originally. 
Without critical thinking in 
place “before” NGSS educa-
tion begins these students 
won’t stand a chance. 

one can go through literally 
dozens at a time in five-minute 
snippets over days, weeks, or 
months), provides me with the 
latest hoopla put out by the 
PBS evolution community. The 
pre-committed talking down to 
uninformed audiences glued to 
the screen is very noticeable. 
So also is the sensationalist 
nature of these programs. 
Blatant false statements of 
fact stick out like a sore thumb 
when your core education on 
such topics as human origins 
has come from personal re-
search rather than TV. That is 
because self-directed research 
will also bring up conflicting 
evidence which PBS programs 
exclude in order to proclaim 
their views as “fact.” None of 
these types of programs can be 
trusted as science. By contrast, 
normal science PBS programs 
such as popular physics pro-
grams or the many superbly-
made historical programs do 
not use false statements of fact. 
In these days of institutions and 
governments forcing origins 
ideas on the public keep in mind 
that PBS shows involving an-
thropology, biology, or pale-
ontology must be increasingly 
viewed skeptically. This problem 
of propaganda is not only on 
PBS but also in K–12 and Uni-
versity education and has now 
even infiltrated the U.S. Public 
Library System (see Dullum 
p. 12 this issue). Since few are 
aware how low-grade science 
could be embraced I thought 
to offer a few mainstream 
quotations to give perspective:  

Mainstream quotes on 
lack of critical thinking 
in modern U.S. schools 

“The many fractious factions 
in the American education 
wars fight over standardized tests 
… and whether we are dumber than 
India and China or much, much 
dumber than India and China. But 
they all agree on a single criti-
cism of public schooling in the 
United States: Not enough 
critical thinking is being 
taught in our classrooms. 

–Newsweek online. 8-14-15 

“Scientists will persist 
with efforts to figure out 
what the earliest mem-
bers of the human genus, 
Homo, looked like and 
when they first evolved.”  

–Eva Emerson, Editor in Chief, 
Science News, Jan. 9, 2016 

As mentioned in PCN #40, 
evolutionists are fixated on 
the physical appearances of 
early people because they 
presume evolution and focus 
on that rather than on their 
cultural capabilities. If you 
don’t know very much about 
a person it is easy to focus on 
their appearance. Mainstream 
science’s concern for the 
cultural products of very early 
people is minimal. There is 
little discussion of the impli-
cations of potential cultural 
artifacts because few are 
taught in university how to 
recognize such products in 
the archaeological record. 
It’s much easier to measure 
the sizes or volumes of skulls 
and then call them different 
species. And while it may take 
more training, it’s the very 
same thing with genetics. 
It’s easy to say they had this 
or that gene. Genetics is just 
another way to keep the focus 
on physical appearances. What 
really matters in recognizing 
our ancestors is what they did 
and not what they looked like. 
This is what I meant in an 
earlier writing by ‘culture 
trumps genetics.’ However, 
even though it has already 
been shown that Homo erec-
tus, Neanderthals, and mod-
ern Homo sapiens all produced 
the same types of cultural 
products the mainstream 
through Legislation is keeping 
the focus on appearances. The 
public doesn’t know this be-
cause the science community 
is committed to its ‘necessary’ 
half-way-there ape-men. If 
the “ape-men” are shown to 
have been just as intelligent as 
modern people then more and 
more people will be compelled 
to reconsider what they’re 
being taught as fact by the 
science community. –jf 

“They all 

agree on 

a single 

criticism 

of public 

schooling 

in the 

United 

States:  

Not 

enough 

critical 

thinking 

is being 

taught in 

our class-

rooms.” 

–Newsweek 
online. August 
14, 2015 
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of publi-
cation 
but it 
was a bit 
of a 
shock to 
learn 
that 
Google’s 
aerial 
images 
were inadequate for ar-
chaeological surveys of over 
80% of the area. This lack 
and the fact that Saudi Ara-
bia had lagged behind the 
rest of the region since the 
‘60s and ‘70s made for a 
vast potential of discoveries. 
With Al-Saeed’s relentless 
trekkers those discoveries 

were not long in coming and 
in quantity equal to their 
quality. 

Prior to the 1970’s–80’s few 
Arabian archaeological sites 
were known to those outside 
the country. That changed 
with the discovery of Shu-
way-mas, one of the four 
greatest collections of rock 
art of the ancient world. It 

Back in 2009, I was in-
vited to give an interview 
regarding my research 
into the buried wall phe-

nomenon in Rockwall, 
Texas. The interviewers 
had been pursuing re-
search of their own and 
wished to compare 
notes. One of them had 
been born in Saudi Ara-
bia and the interview 

took place on her adopted 
parents’ farm. The interview 
concluded just prior to her 
return to Saudi Arabia for a 
temporary teaching assign-
ment there. A few weeks 
later she sent me a link to 
an article she had read on 
the flight over in an Aramco 
magazine 
provided by 
the airline. 
My friend 
said she 
thought it 
was some-
thing that 
might inter-
est me. 
Indeed it 
did.  

The article 
was by 
David L. 
Kennedy, an 
Australian 
professor of 
history who 
had been 
active in 
aerial ar-
chaeology 
for over 25 
years at the 
time. Kennedy’s co-author 
Abdullah Al-Saeed is a Ri-
yadh-based neurologist, 
whose Desert Team of pas-
sionate explorers has 
mapped the ground truth of 
endless kilometers of Ara-
bia’s Empty Quarter (the 
largest contiguous sand de-
sert in the world) Google 
Earth had only been estab-
lished four years at the time 

was noted at the time by the 
Saudi Deputy Minister of An-
tiquities and Museums that 
the area contained great num-
bers of “kites” (Figs. 1–2), 
mounds, tails and enclosures” 
that deserved further study. 
Some of the stone walled 
structures’ shapes reminded 
the discoverers of the toy 

kites of 
their child-
hood and 
the term 
stuck.  

Seen from 
the air 
these 
structures 
are easily 
recognized 
and the 
first to do 
so were 
pilots from 
WWI and 
WWII. 
From the 
ground 
these pat-
terns are 
not so 
apparent 
as the 
elements 

have taken their toll on many 
of the low dry-stone walls.  

These cryptic structures are 
not limited to Saudi Arabia 
and Al-Saeed’s Desert Team 
located another similar one 
in Jordan at Harrat Harrah. 
Fortunately Harrat Harrah 
has been well studied. Brit-

> Cont. on page 9 

Gobekli legacy 
  By David Campbell 

“Prior to 

the 

1970’s–

80’s few 

Arabian 

archaeo-

logical 

sites were 

known to 

those out-

side the 

country. 

That 

changed 

with the 

discovery 

of Shu-

way-mas, 

one of the 

four great-

est collec-

tions of 

rock art of 

the an-

cient 

world.” 

Fig. 1. In the Google Earth image above can be seen examples of “kites” 
near a highway in the Harrat Khaybar region in Western Saudi Arabia. 

Harrat means a lava flow.  

Fig. 2. A ‘kite’ viewed from ground level. Photo; Dr. Ab-
dullah Al-Saeed and the “Desert Team.” 
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indeed. Later studies re-
vealed the oldest of the walls 
were constructed around 
7,000 BCE.  The sheer di-
mensions of these construc-
tions call into question al-
most everything that was 
previously thought to be true 
of the people of that age. 
How high the walls were 
built originally can only be 
guessed but at present few 
stand higher than half a me-
ter. The main body of the 
kites form enclosures in ex-
cess of 328 feet across. The 
length of the tails is fre-
quently hundreds of meters 
long and sometimes as long 
as 1.8 miles. For what pur-
pose did nomadic hunter-
gatherers of that time ex-
pend such prodigious en-
ergy? With the repetition of 
motifs that can only be dis-
cerned from the air, the 
kites, barbed arrows and 
keyholes remind one of the 
geoglyphs of the Nazca Plain 
in South America. However, 
the Arabian structures are 
millennia older and more 
geometric than naturalistic 
design. Functionally, Al-
Saeed thinks that they origi-
nally served as traps for wild 
onagers, oryx and gazelles. 
Kennedy and most other 
archaeologists agree. At that 
time domestication of live-
stock was limited to regional 
pockets outside of Arabia. 
For that reason those few 
advocating the use of the 
structures for animal hus-
bandry find little support. 

Although examples of kites 
have been found as widely 
dispersed as Scandinavia 
and Uzbekistan, two designs 
are so far unique to Harrat 
Khaybar: the “Gate” (Fig. 3) 
and the “Keyhole” (Fig. 4). 
The keyhole design features 
precise straight lines in an 
isosceles triangle with a cir-
cle at the apex. Why the 
need of such precision if only 
for an animal trap?  

Based upon discoveries in 
Jordan, Kennedy states that 

ish pilots flying from Egypt 
to India in the 1920’s no-

ticed the odd patterns 
throughout sparsely popu-

lated areas. Upon asking the 
Bedouin the origin of these 

enigmatic stone works, they 
replied that they were “the 
works of the Old Men”. Old 

Gobekli legacy (cont.) 
the keyholes are tombs 
(e.g., Fig. 5). Furthermore, 
due to the sheer number of 
these, the landscape of Har-
rat Khaybar forms a vast 
necropolis. No comment is 
made on the individuals in 
these tombs but inference is 
made that the ones in Jor-
dan are Late Neolithic to 
Early Bronze Age. Since 
these structures have been 
put to one use or another all 
the way up into the 19th 
Century, the questions of 
who the original builders 
were and the original pur-
pose remains obscure.  

The last of the mysterious 
structures of Harrat Khaybar 
are the “wheels” that Ken-
nedy conjectures are also 
funerary in nature (see Figs. 
6–8 on the following page). 
Structures of this type have 
been found from Romania to 
Wyoming dating to widely 
varying times and whether 
of superficial appearance or 
common intent cannot be 
known at present. 

Since Melaart’s discovery of 
Catalhoyuk in the ‘50s all 
previous assumptions re-
garding the rise of civiliza-
tions have been severely 
challenged. In the decades 
that followed the excavations 
of Nevali Cori, Cayonu and 
Gobekli Tepe would demand 
an almost total revision of 
the requirements for civiliza-
tion to occur. Fixed settle-
ments had been common in 
Central and Eastern Europe 
25,000 years ago. Ceramics 
in the form of figurines had 
been known at Dolni 
Vestonice in Moravia 23,000 
years ago (many of which 
were apparently ritually de-
stroyed in kiln or temple 
fires). Still when climate 
urged mammoths north-
ward, nomadic Paleolithic life 
reasserted itself. At various 
intervals these periods of 
sedentary life coupled with 
reliable abundant resources 

> Cont. on page 10 

Fig. 5. A keyhole tomb from the ground. 

Fig. 4. The “Keyholes” from above 

Fig. 3. The “Gates.” 
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would repeat. Yet, while de-
pending upon the definition 
we favor and whether or not 
we include what may be signs 
or remnants, until the very 
end of the Pleistocene there 
is no clear evidence at pre-
sent that any civilization per 
se arose prior to that time.  

The excitement stirred by 
the Anatolian discoveries 
was rooted in the idea that 
the beginnings of civilization 
had been pushed back thou-
sands of years. Yet it could 
be that what we are seeing 
is not a beginning but an 
ending. What preceded 
Gobekli’s accomplished 
megalithic structure may 
have been an order of mag-
nitude more sophisticated. 
Even at Gobekli we see a 
decline before burial and 
abandonment. Two and a 
half millennia later we see 
echoes in the pillars of 
Nevali Cori and the domesti-
cation of emmer. Inhabitants 
of Catalhoyuk would depict 
their hunting of aurochs and 
red deer on the walls of their 
pueblo style apartments in 
much the same manner Ice 
Age hunters had done on 
cave walls in France and 
Spain. At Harrat Khaybar 
people would combine the 
practicality of animal traps 
with the sacred spaces of 
tombs and monumental ge-
ometry. Was this an attempt 
to recreate dimly remem-
bered “works of the Old 
Men” before they became 
“the Old Men” themselves? 
At this point we cannot know 
why the builders of Gobekli 
suddenly decided to bury it 
intact and abandon it. The 
same seems to have oc-
curred with many of the tem-
ple mounds in North America.  
In the ruins of those that 
followed we see evidence of 
animal and human sacrifice, 
hints of abominable rites and 
the tortured bones of those 
who spent their short lives 
laboring in the fields of their 
lords. Could it be that certain 

 

Gobekli legacy (cont.) 
clear-headed individuals drew 
up short and had second 
thoughts on this civilization 
thing? For once, did these 
clearer heads prevail, bury 
their mistakes and return to 
their green mansions?  

As French historian, Jean 
Perrot noted, there is no 
clear line of demarcation 
between the Paleolithic and 
Neolithic in the classic sense 
of the terms. Personally, I 
find the overlapping periods 
on both sides of that vague 
imaginary line to be more 
and more fascinating as time 
goes by. 

 

Credits and references 

Photographs courtesy of Google 
Earth 

Content on Harrat Khaybar and 
Jordan was derived from David 
L. Kennedy’s article in Aramco 
World magazine, Vol. 60, 4 July/
August 2009. 

Dr. Abdullah Al-Saeed and his 
Desert Team have continued to 
explore and document archaeo-
logical and natural sites in the 
deserts of Saudi Arabia and 
neighboring countries. Visit 
www.alsahra.org for more infor-
mation. Text is primarily Arabic 
with some English captions. 
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Fig. 6. Jordan wheels. Photo Google Earth. 

Fig. 7. Harrat Khaybar wheel, much simpler 
and perhaps much older. Photo Google Earth. 

Fig. 8. Seen from above one cannot but see a similar-
ity between the design of the keyhole tombs (at right) 

to that of the excavated structure at Gobekli Tepe 
constructed some 3,000 years earlier. Again one must 
ask if there is a relationship between the two in terms 
of the builder’s intent, cultural continuity, or progres-
sion. It is as difficult to make a case for such a rela-
tionship as it to make a connection to the Medicine 
Wheels of North America or the geoglyphs of Nazca, 
Peru. To the contrary, we see a long decline from the 
monolithic carved work of Gobekli to the unadorned 
dry stone walls of Harrat Khaybar. From the rudi-

ments of agriculture and pastoralism found millennia 
earlier on the Anatolian plateau we see a regression 
to a nomadic hunting society little different than that 
of the Paleolithic aside from the massive stone works.  

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/#anarchaeology
http://www.anarchaeology.com/
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She turned out to be a su-
preme sweetie! 

My question 
was an un-
answered 
one I had 
asked an-
other 
Smithsonian 
Curator ear-
lier this 
year, Dr. 
Doug 
Owsley, a 
leading—if 
not the 
best—bone 
expert, by 
giving him 
the Carol V. 
Ward paper 
from 2013 
PNAS, 
where she 
discovered a 
human 3rd 
metacarpal that matched 
modern human, in 1.42 mil-
lion-year old. volcanic tuff—
securely dated: 

“How can you exclude 
that a modern human 
left the bone?” 

I never got a reply from 
Owsley; so I decided to ask 
this curator, whose own 
long-time digs neighbored 
Carol’s (it turned out!), on 
my question card! 

I sat through the uninterest-
ing lecture to see if my 
question would be read at 
the end, and lo and behold, 
it was the first one asked, 
thanks to my unknown li-
brarian friend!  

Dr. Potts answered that he 
was familiar with the paper 
and the bone and the finder 

I wasn’t sure if anyone in 
the Coalition knew about 
the above-named pro-
gram which visits twenty 

library centers in 
the U.S. It includes a 
series of lectures, a 
number of skull exhib-
its featuring hominids 
from Australopithecus 
afarensis to modern 
humans (a.k.a., Homo 
sapiens), and several 
‘interactive’ push-

button kiosks, some with 
video scenes of recon-
structed hominids going 
about their hypothesized 
activities—with very modern-
looking feet and hands. 

I attended the introductory 
lecture on May 9, at the 
Springfield-Greene County 
Library Center (in Mis-
souri), barely getting a seat; 
it was packed with a local 
and university crowd of 
around 300. The librarians 
and volunteers handed pro-
grams/brochures of the 
month-long series event, 
with dates and speakers.  

This speaker was Dr. Rick 
Potts, paleoanthropologist 
and curator of the traveling 
exhibit.  

As I was to find out later, he 
had been excavating in 
southern Kenya for 14 years, 
a place called Olorgesalie, at 
the bottom of the Rift Valley, 
looking for Homo erectus. 

Well, I took my program and 
question card (it would be 
collected from the audience 
at the end of the talk), sat 
down immediately, put down 
my question, and handed it 
back to the librarian with a 
very eager look on my face. 

as well. His answer was two-
part: 1.) The bone was more 

‘robust’ than modern human, 
and 2.) Many Homo erectus 
finds had been made in the 
area. To get a sense of how 
this answer fits in with the 
actual physical evidence, the 
reader of this article can see 
a comparison of the bones 
themselves in Fig. 1 as pub-
lished in the open-access 
journal PNAS. As one can 
see, the discovered fossil 3rd 
metacarpal, practically 
matches the modern human.  

I believe these are totally 
inadequate reasons to ex-
clude modern humans from 
having left the bone at that 
time; so I rose (from where I 
was sitting way in the back), 
said “Inadequate,” and left. I 
wasn’t trying to be huffy or 
anything like that: I had just 
been through a grueling day 

“My ques-

tion was 

an unan-

swered 

one I had 

asked an-

other 

Smith-

sonian 

Curator 

earlier 

this 

year.” 

Smithsonian challenged at traveling exhibit 

 “Exploring Human Origins” 
    

  By Richard Dullum 

> Cont. on page 12 

Fig. 1.  Starting at the left: (A) chimp, Australo-
pithecus afarensis, A. sediba, Neandertal (popular 

name for what has been variably named Homo 
neanderthalensis or Homo sapiens neanderthalen-

sis), and Homo sapiens. (B) is the discovered 
fossil 3rd metacarpal, practically matching that of 

the modern human. Comparison figure; PNAS. 
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Actually, the Carol Ward 
discovery will be fatal to 
evolution when and if a 
Homo erectus hand is dis-
covered with no styloid on 
its 3rd metacarpal!! How will 
the mainstream explain 
modern man living alongside 
his supposed ancestor? From 
the expense of this traveling 
evolution show I saw, I 
would have to say that the 
Smithsonian must have set 
aside several million dollars 
for it. Some few people have 
decided to promote a theory 
that’s full of holes, and itself 
can’t stand up to scientific 
scrutiny. The minute critical 
thinking compels a question 
of the theory, evolution 
starts to unravel. The study 
of the history of the evolu-
tionary doctrine we have 
today shows how Darwinian 
evolution depends on ex-
cluding a body of scientific 
evidence that is larger than 
its own.  

We have seen from numer-
ous evidences discovered 
one hundred years ago in 
England by J.R. Moir and 
also from recent researches 
conducted by the main-
stream universities and mu-
seums at the locations Moir 
excavated and found million-
year-old man, that Homo 
sapiens in Africa at 1.42 
million years old gives those 
people 420,000 years to 
make it to Britain and stick 
their feet in the Cromerian 
estuarine muck of Happis-
burgh, where, by the pier, in 
plain view lay more than 50 
human footprints recorded 
before they were covered 
and eroded in 2014. The 
muck is dated to at least 
900,000 years old and could 
be older. It now must be 
accepted that modern hu-
mans in Britain before the 
first Ice Age glaciation took 
place, cannot be ruled out, 
since we have the discovery 
of what appears to be a 
modern human hand bone 
from 1.42 million years ago. 

in the Operating Room, noth-
ing to eat or drink for hours, 
and just couldn’t see myself 
battling my way up front to 
get into a counterpoint with 
Dr. Potts. 

I did, however, introduce a 
biology teacher sitting next 
to me to the PC, he seemed 
to be very interested. 

My message here is that the 
Science establishment is out 
and about, with their stake-
holders driving their mes-
sage with the blessing and 
enforcement of the Public 
Schools of the U.S. 
“Evolution” is the official story. 

Fans of exploring human 
origins and the above ques-
tion need to be aware that 
no hand skeleton of Homo 
erectus exists with which to 
compare to modern humans. 
Also, osteological principles 
(osteology is the study of 
bones), especially that of 
“form follows function” 
would predict a somewhat 
more robust hand for an 
ancient human that lived in 
the wild, that made hand 
tools from rocks, and basi-
cally used its hands for 
every manner of work imag-
inable to survive. The com-
paratively more gracile bone 
discovered by Ward at 1.42 
million years old does not 
match this expectation. 

Those same fans should 
know that in order for the 
Smithsonian version of evo-
lution to work, much evi-
dence for modern humans 
existing millions of years into 
the past has to be excluded. 
The body of work that con-
firms this is Forbidden Ar-
cheology, by Michael Cremo 
and the late Richard Thomp-
son, citing hundreds of re-
ports from professional sci-
entists in the field that con-
tradict the view that we 
evolved from ape-like ances-
tors, such as promoted in 
the Smithsonian’s touring 
program. 

Thus, evidence exists, well-
known to the mainstream 
which could solidly contradict 
the view that modern man 
evolved from an ape-like 
Homo erectus practically 
right next door to this pro-
fessor’s digs, and he men-
tions nothing about how new 
evidence is always ‘popping 
up’ like this. 

 

Addendum 

Those adherents of evolution 
might give a thought: What 
would the selective pressure 
be to keep a modern hand, 
without the capacity to use 
it, or that post-cranial evolu-
tionary development leads 
brain evolution? Is it a mat-
ter of, “Where the feet go 
the head soon follows”? The 
feet get modern, then the 
hands, THEN THE BRAIN?! 

Does this scenario really 
make sense? 
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Holocene 
the pas-
sage from 
Natufian to 
Neolithic 
revealed a 
comparable 
world in 
change 
(Puciennik 
2008: 29) 
generating 
a new 
symbolism 
(Cauvin 
1997) pro-
duced from 
the fusion 
of Paleo-
lithic with 
new ele-
ments that 
will herald 
a period of 
sedentism. 

Göbekli 
Tepe be-
longs to 
this period 
of change 
and syn-
thesis and represents a hy-
brid between Natufian and 
the Pre-Pottery Neolithic 
(PPN) since it displays an-
cient traits in the iconogra-
phy and new ones in the 
architectural ensembles. The 
site presents itself as a vast 
architectural composition 
made of round and elliptical 
enclosures suggesting being 
the skeuomorphic in stone of 
a round tents camp. The T-
shapes of the stone pillars, 
as well as the cup-marks on 
their upper surfaces, suggest 
that the enclosures were 
covered with transversal 
wood beams, creating a cir-
cular area of shadow during 
daytime. It seems that 
Göbekli Tepe was not a resi-
dential location since there 

The present paper is in-
tended to be a continua-
tion of Chris Hardaker’s 
and Vesna Tenodi’s articles 
about the Göbekli Tepe site 
in Issue #40 of Pleistocene 

Coalition News. This site 
is a fascinating example of 
monumental architecture 
created by hunter-
gatherers whose symbolism 
belongs both to the Pleis-
tocene and Holocene. 

Although the monument is 
assigned to the first mani-
festations of the Neolithic 
in the Near East (Schmidt 

2011: 41), being dated at 
the end of the Natufian (c. 
12,000–10,200 BC), it situ-
ates itself on a transitional 

phase. 
This 
phase 
exhib-
its 
Paleo-
lithic 
and 
Epi-
paleo-
lithic 
traits 
com-
bined 
with 
novel 
Neo-
lithic 
ideas. 
All of 
these 

are contained within the 
complex imagery carved and 
sculpted on its architectural 
structures. 

The passage from Pleistocene 
to Holocene represented a 
“radical change in the struc-
ture of thinking, in which 
humans developed an en-
tirely different view of their 
relationship to nature” (Otte 
2009: 538). In the Near East 

were no 
traces of 
habitation 
around it, 
possibly 
function-
ing as a 
seasonal 
site, a sort 
of sym-
bolical 
attractor 
for the 
nomadic 
popula-
tions from 
the region, 
a center 
with cultic 
value (see 
Dietrich 
and No-
troff 2015: 
87) whose 
presence 
announces 
the emer-
gence of 
sedentism. 

I tried 
elsewhere 

(Gheorghiu 2015) to inter-
pret in general Göbekli 
Tepe’s iconography, assert-
ing the importance of water 
for the hunter-gatherers of 
the Near East prehistoric 
societies; in the present arti-
cle I will focus the discourse 
only on the iconography 
from Enclosure D, the best 
preserved and the most 
decorated. 

The T-shaped pillars are po-
sitioned in a radial way in-
side the enclosure, with the 
exception of two of them 
that are positioned in the 
center (see Fig. 1). Exclud-
ing these two which have 
anthropomorphic elements 
all pillars feature on three 

“Excluding 

these two 

which have 

anthropo-

morphic ele-

ments all pil-

lars feature 

on three lat-

eral sides a 

simple or 

complex zo-

omorphic 

composition 

of verte-

brates and 

inverte-

brates.” 

Göbekli Tepe: A hunter-gatherers’ architectural 

 world map 

  By Dragos Gheorghiu, Experimental archaeologist, professor, and land-artist  

> Cont. on page 14 

Fig. 1. Location and numbering of the T-
shaped pillars in Göbekli Tepe’s Enclosure D. 
They are arranged in a radial manner except 

for the two in the center. 

Fig. 2. Sample arrangement from  En-
closure A rather than D on Pillar 2. It 

shows an example of how each animal 
might be related to its specific habitat, 
e.g., it could be seen as a landscape, 
with grassland, slopes and riverbeds.  
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scape, with grassland, 
slopes and riverbeds. Such 
coherent significance of the 
spatial organization of the 
images could help to inter-
pret some intriguing ele-
ments like chevron-shaped 
patterns, 
“snakes,” 
“ants” or 
“spiders.”  

In this per-
spective, 
the chevron 
patterns that 
are in rela-
tionship 
with aquatic 
animals on 
Pillar 33 
(Fig. 3), 
from the 
south-
western 
part of the 
enclosure, 
could signify 
the waves 
created by 
the flow of 
water pass-
ing by reeds, 
or produced 
by a school 
of fish 
swimming 
near the 
surface or 
fish congre-
gations during spring spawn-
ing. In the same context of 
significance, the snake-like 
animals with protruding heads 
and swimming in groups could 
represent fish of genus Silurus 
(for example, the catfish Silu-
rus triostegus which lives only 
in the Tigris and Euphrates 
basins), or snake-like fish from 
the family of Anguillidae, like 
Anguilla anguilla, or the Meso-
potamian spiny eel Mastacem-
belus mastacembelus. The 
wavelike movement of these 
species is realistically repre-
sented and signifies a visual 
character inherited from Paleo-
lithic art, to cite only the im-
ages of horses, rhinos or lions 
in movement from the Chau-
vet Cave (Clottes 2008: 38ff). 

lateral sides a simple or 
complex zoomorphic compo-
sition of vertebrates and 
invertebrates. My toposemi-

otic ap-
proach to 
the under-
standing of 
the iconog-
raphy con-
sisted of the 
identification 
of the spe-
cies and, 
subse-
quently, of 
the definite 
part of the 
landscape 
specific for 
each animal 
(Gheorghiu 
2015). 

One can 
observe a 
statistical 
logic of the 
positioning 
of animals in 
a composi-
tion, starting 
from up to 

down as follows: large mam-
mals (carnivorous or her-
bivorous), medium-size and 

small mam-
mals and 
aquatic ani-
mals (fish 
and water-
fowl). For 
example, in 
Enclosure A, 
on Pillar 2 
(Fig. 2 on 
prior page), 
the succeed-
ing animals 
are sculpted 
in bas-relief, 
from up to 
down: a 
bovid, a 
canid (fox or 
jackal) and a 
crane. If 
each animal 
is related to 

its specific habitat then Pillar 
2’s zoomorphic composition 
could be imagined as a land-

Another image that could 
receive a new meaning in this 
context of interpretation is the 
“spider,” positioned walking in 
the opposite direction as the 
fish on Pillar 33 (again, Fig. 3), 
which, if interpreted broadly, 

could be 
identified 
as the na-
tive species 
of narrow-
clawed cray-
fish (Astacus 
leptodacty-
lus). (The 
undifferenti-
ated shape 
between 
chelae and 
feet could be 
explained by 
the fact the 
chelae of 
the Astacus 
females 
remain 
“isometric 
throughout 
their life.” 
When the 
water tem-
perature is 
high, the 
young cray-
fish with no 
developed 
chelae, 
spawn, 
therefore 

the offspring of the animal are 
an index for the summer hot 
days” (Gheorghiu 2015: 69).  

Pillar 33 could therefore evoke 
a riverine landscape, with 
flowing water, populated by 
waterfowl, fish and crayfish. 
In the South-western part of 
the enclosure, Pillar 38 dis-
playing a canid, a wild boar, 
and a crane (Fig. 4), could 
evoke a swampy landscape.  
Flooded landscapes with float-
ing drowned mammals con-
sumed by water animals could 
be inferred in the south-
eastern part of the enclosure 
in the iconography of Pillar 20 
(a catfish in front of a bovid 
lying on one side) (Fig. 5) 

Göbekli Tepe: Architectural  world map (cont.) 

> Cont. on page 15 

Fig. 4. In the South-western part of the 
Enclosure D, Pillar 38, displays a canid, 
a wild boar, and a crane. These might 

evoke a swampy landscape. 

Fig. 5. Flooded landscapes with float-
ing drowned mammals consumed by 
water animals could be inferred in the 
south-eastern part of the enclosure in 
the iconography of Pillar 20 (a catfish 
in front of a bovid lying on one side). 

Fig. 3. The chevron patterns on Pillar 33 
may be representations of water in 

association with aquatic animals. While 
there is room for interpretation, it could 

evoke a riverine landscape, flowing 
water, waterfowl, fish, and crayfish.  
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and in the Northern part on 
Pillar 43 (a crayfish in front 
of a felid lying on one side). 
A flooded landscape could 
also be evoked on the north-
eastern part on Pillar 30 by a 
group of fish swimming along 
a small mammal lying on one 
side (Fig. 6). Another scene 
on the northern side of the 
enclosure, on Pillar 43, mixing 
vertebrates and invertebrates, 
a headless human body and 
flying vultures, could suggest 
too a flooded landscape. 

To summarize, if we transform 
the zoomorphic imagery into a 
topomorphic one, then Enclo-
sure D could evoke an aquatic 
landscape with riverbanks, 
marshlands, and flooded fields. 
In the topomorphic perspective 
this monumental imagery of 
the architectural space would 
represent an image of the 
surrounding world, and would 
receive a cosmic dimension. 

Consequently, and taking 
into account the emergent 
anthropomorphic symbolism 
of the Neolithic (see Cauvin 
1997: 102 ff.), the two cen-
tral T-shaped pillars that 
display human features, with 
analogies in Early Neolithic 
cultic buildings (Hauptmann 
2011: 95), could be seen as 
images of divinities that con-
trol the world around. 

I suggest that Göbekli Tepe 
should be approached as a 
monumental semiotic encod-
ing of the surrounding world, 
analogous to the Paleolithic 
painted caves. 

 

 
Acknowledgements 

 

I would like to thank John Feliks 
for the kind invitation to present 
my research in PCN. 
 
Line drawings by Iulia Chera 
 

References cited 

Cauvin, J., 1997, Naissance des 
divinités. Naissance de 
l’agriculture. La révolution des 
symboles au néolithique, Paris, 
Flammarion. 

Istanbul, Archaeology and Art 
Publications. 

Schmidt, K., 2012, Göbekli Tepe. 
A stone age sanctuary in south-
eastern Anatolia, Berlin, exoriente. 

 

DRAGOS GHEORGHIU is an experi-
mental archaeologist, artist, 
pyro-technics expert, and Profes-

sor of cul-
tural an-
thropology 
and prehis-
toric art at 
National 
University of 
Arts, Bucha-
rest, Roma-
nia. For 
many years, 
Gheorghiu 
has at-
tempted to 
tackle the 
difficult 
subject of 
understand-
ing the 
spirituality 
of prehis-
toric people 
through 
experimen-
tal archae-
ology. His 
work in-
volves such 
universal 
and timeless 
experiences 
as human 
perceptions 
of landscape 
and the 
shared ex-
periences of 
fire, water, 
and sky. 

Gheorghiu’s TimeMaps project 
http://timemaps.net/ (also on 
YouTube) involves creating un-
adorned film representations of 
prehistoric or later early tech-
nologies by discovering little 
known living communities and 
giving them a presence on the 
Internet. The films are done in a 
style that gives a sense of real 
time in daily life without the 
embellishments or editing styles 
of other types of filmmaking. All 
of Gheorghiu’s articles, books, 
and experimental archaeology 
projects are attempts to repro-
duce perceptions common to all 
people and to help create a more 
direct connection to the past. 

 

“I sug-

gest that 

Göbekli 

Tepe 

should be 

ap-

proached 

as a 

monu-

mental 

semiotic 

encoding 

of the 

surround-

ing world, 

analo-

gous to 

the Pa-

leolithic 

painted 

caves.” 

Göbekli Tepe: Architectural  world map (cont.) 

Fig. 6. A flooded landscape could be 
evoked on the north-eastern part on 
Pillar 30 by a group of fish (bottom 

right) swimming along a small mammal 
lying on one side (bottom left).  

http://timemaps.net/
https://www.youtube.com/user/TimemapsNet/videos?flow=grid&view=0&sort=p
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In U.S. 

rock art, 

research-

ers auto-

matically 

assume 

any de-

pictions 

would be 

of mod-

ern ani-

mals. 

Ice age animals in SW USA rock art, continued 

 Another potential mammoth image 
  By Ray Urbaniak Engineer, rock art researcher and preservationist 

A hiker in Dinosaur Na-
tional Monument (Utah) 

posted a rock 
art photo on 
Facebook, 
naming it, 
“Goat and a 
Circus Ele-
phant” (Fig. 1 
top photo). The 
picture was 
taken on a 

side detour along the Jones 
Hole Fish Hatchery trail.  

It is easy to see how the pho-
tographer would come up 

with that description. 
Sharing the center third of 
the picture, one can see 
the “elephant” facing left 
and the “goat” facing 
right. Each is in a reddish 
pigment. However, based 
on my research over many 
years photographing 
Southwest U.S. rock art, 
I recognized again that 
these images—among 
many others—may actually 
be representations of Ice 
Age animals. See, e.g., Ice 
Age animals in Southwest 
U.S. rock art, part 1 (PCN 
#22, March-April 2013). 

First, I enhanced the 
“goat” image and found 
that the image actually 
had long sweeping 
horns—as I have docu-
mented in prior articles—
causing it to resemble 
more an extinct prong-
horn sheep than a mod-
ern-age goat (Fig. 2). 

Second, I enhanced the 
elephant image and 
found that it appears to 
have very large tusks 
causing it to resemble 
more an extinct mam-
moth than a modern ele-
phant. See Fig. 1 bottom 
photo and Inset to com-
pare the tusks of an Ice 
Age mammoth fossil with 
the enhanced image of 
the rock art. 

In standard archaeology most 
researchers automatically 
assume that 
any depic-
tions found 
in U.S. rock 
art cannot 
possibly rep-
resent extinct 
animals be-
cause they 
are pre-
convinced 
there were 
no capable 
early Ameri-
cans. Resis-
tance like 
this closes 
off the possi-
bility of 
reaching 
different 
conclusions. 
As I’ve 
pointed out 
before what 
may be rela-
tively recent 
depictions 
could also 
represent 
animal de-
scriptions 
passed down 
in oral his-
tory across 
many gen-
erations. 
Before writ-
ten histories 
most cul-
tures maintained oral histories. 
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Fig. 1. Top: A hiker in Dinosaur National Monument 
(Utah) posted this photo on Facebook, naming it, “Goat 
and a Circus Elephant.” 

The picture was taken on 
a side detour along the 

Jones Hole Fish Hatchery 
trail. Photo courtesy of 
Shivaya CoyoteVarlet 
Castle. Bottom: My 

computer enhancement 
of the image focusing on 
the “elephant” portion 
resulted in what looks 

more like a mammoth. Inset: Fossil mammoth skeleton 
for comparison with the rock art image. 

Fig. 2. Enhancement of the 
“goat” image brought out 
long sweeping horns caus-
ing it to resemble more an 
‘extinct pronghorn sheep’ 
than a ‘goat’ (see Part 1). 

Original pre-enhanced 
photo courtesy of Shivaya 

CoyoteVarlet Castle. 

Fig. 3. In PCN #34, May-
June 2015, and PCN #38, 
Nov-Dec, I offered this com-
parison for interpretation of 
a Utah petroglyph. Along 
with tusks, a trunk, and small 
tail, it was the robustness of 
the legs that suggests the 
image was meant to convey 
a large and heavy mammal. 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/index.htm#ray_urbaniak
http://www.barnesandnoble.com/w/anasazi-of-southwest-utah-ray-urbaniak/1101211461?ean=9780976173717
http://www.barnesandnoble.com/w/anasazi-of-southwest-utah-ray-urbaniak/1101211461?ean=9780976173717
http://www.naturalfrequency.net/Ray/index.htm
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2013.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2013.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2013.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2013.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2015.pdf#page=7
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2015.pdf#page=7
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/november-december2015.pdf#page=13
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/november-december2015.pdf#page=13
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“Life in the 
oceans has not 
changed much 
over the last 300 
or 400 million 
years. …the 
roles that these …
animals played are 
not very different 
from those played 
by modern life 
forms. …only 
the names have 
been changed.” 

–John A. Harper, 
PhD, Former Chief, 
Pennsylvania 
Geological Survey, 
Oil, Gas, and Sub-
surface Geological 
Services; Inverte-
brate Paleontologist 
Carnegie Museum 
of Natural History 

Question: Are 
U.S. children 
informed of this 
perspective in 
science class? 
Answer: No. 
Question: Are 
U.S. PBS televi-
sion viewers 
informed of this 
perspective?  
Answer: No. 

It should be 
obvious that, 
“Not changed 
much,” is the 
opposite of evo-
lution. But U.S. 
science text-
books and PBS 
television each 
aggressively 
promote evolu-
tionism despite 
the fossil record 
consistently 
telling them it’s 
not true. For proof, see Figs. 
1–6: a famous Devonian local-
ity plus examples of Devonian-

Debunking evolutionary propaganda, Part 18 

 The ‘Objective’ Stratigraphic Column project: Devonian 
 

A lifelong reader of textbooks in every field exposes “thousands” of 
examples of false statements of fact and other propaganda techniques 

easily spotted in anthropology, biology, and paleontology textbooks 
  

 By John Feliks 

y-axis 

x-axis 

z-axis 

Through the Pa-

leozoic to Recent 

Imagine the height  

of the full column. 

The portion shown in 
this picture represents 

just a few million years 
of the Middle Devonian.  

Fig. 1. 
Back-
ground 
picture: 
Entrance 
into the 
Medusa 

Cement Co., North Quarry, Sylvania, Ohio, which exposes 
the famous Middle Devonian Silica Formation c. 370–400 
million years old; Photo courtesy of nautiloid.net. I began 
collecting at this locality c. 1967. As mentioned in Part 17, 
the idea that the world’s rocks are filled with fossils of 
“imperfect creatures” that had to evolve in order to sur-
vive is simply not true. Like expressed in the Dr. Harper 
quote, the communities of organisms one finds at sites 

like Sylvania are much like those still living today. Still, 
invertebrate evolutionary mythology—along with ape-
man mythology—continues to be taught as fact. The 

Objective Stratigraphic Column project challenges this 
view to show that the fossil record actually consists of 
“perfect” organism types often surviving hundreds of mil-
lions of years right up to the present day. See Figs. 2–6 
for some Devonian examples of this, Figs. 3–5 for Syl-

vania. [A credit in the author’s education: There is no 
better time to mention that in 1971, when I was 17, I met 
by chance at Sylvania the presently well-known paleon-
tologist, Dave Liddell (Utah State Univ.). Dave was work-
ing toward his PhD. We exchanged addresses by scraping 

them onto slabs of shale using our chisels and ex-
changed fossils through the mail. Dave became a lead-
ing crinoid authority (and in 2012 had a trilobite named 

after him—Zacanthoides liddelli). Through correspon-
dence, Dave gave me an early appreciation for the impor-
tance of formations and their communities of organisms.] 

age fossil clams, snails, etc., 
compared with modern living 
forms. Unambiguous evidence 

 

Toward the Cam-

brian and life’s 

origins 

900 thousand trillion invertebrate fossils 
in full-contact fully-correlated chronological 
stratigraphic layers on the x, y, and z axes 

worldwide with formations sampled in a 
trillion cores. Observation after 150 years of 

Darwinism: No evolutionary sequences. 
Keep in mind that ‘dog-breed’ or ‘human 
race’ level differences are not evolution. 

Fig. 2. Taxonomically obfus-
cated evidence. Left Column: 

400 million-yr. old Devonian-
age fossils rec. by author from 
fms. in the U.S. and Canada 

compared with Right Column: 

Living forms. Figure shows 
why fossils and living forms 
alike are still clams, brachio-
pods, ostracods, snails, etc. 
Details on following page. 

> Cont. on page 18 

The level to 
which main-
stream science 
has descended—
ignoring or 
blocking evi-
dence conflict-
ing with Darwin, 
using obfusca-
tion to mislead 
the public into 
believing that 
there is no such 
evidence, and 
forcibly trying to 
manipulate pub-
lic beliefs about 
human origins 
through U.S. 
Legislation and 
propaganda 
rather than 
through normal 
scientific proc-
ess—is reminis-
cent of the fol-
lowing effects of 
commitment to 
an ideology:  

“The proposi-
tions of ideol-
ogy are anti-
empirical, shy 
away from 
counter-
examples, are 
confusional, 
and are un-
derpinned by 
an attitude 
that is poten-
tially maniacal 
and omnipo-
tent.” 

-Renzo Canistrari, 
Famed Italian 
psychiatrist 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/march-april2016.pdf#page=16


 

 

 

P A G E  1 8  V O L U M E  8 ,  I S S U E  3  

P L E I S T O C E N E  C O A L I T I O N  N E W S  

 
The ’Objective’ Stratigraphic Column: Devonian (cont.) 

of evolution is not present 
anywhere in the fossil re-
cord. Hopefully, readers of 
this series—which has already 
provided well over 200 exam-

ples of “living fossils”—are 
beginning to see that the 
kind of evidence needed to 
make evolutionary state-
ments of fact is nowhere to 
be found. This is especially 
interesting concerning the 
invertebrate record be-
cause it is regarded as 
“excellent” and in many 
cases “unbroken.” This is 
why the invertebrate re-
cord is not discussed on 
PBS programs and is even 
ridiculed by leading scien-
tists because it has not 
provided what they want.  

The frustration of modern 
evolutionary scientists pre-
committed to Darwinism 
cannot accept conflicting 
evidence. When such evi-
dence is presented to them 
(such as Darwin himself 
saw with the fossil record 
and honestly acknowl-
edged) their responses are 
not scientific as Darwin’s 
were. For instance, Darwin 
admitted straight up that the 
fossil record presented prob-
lems for his theory. Con-
sider, however, a modern 
reaction expressed in a pat-
ently absurd statement from 
biologist Richard Dawkins: 

“We don’t need fossils in 
order to demonstrate 
that evolution is a fact.”  

No scientific field ignores 
its principle evidence es-
pecially when it extends 
across the entire world in 
chronological layers. No 
scientific field ignores the 
implications of evidence 
that conflicts with theories. 

In Figs. 3–6  I provide a 
few more examples of 

Devonian-age fossils the 
types of which have survived 
unchanged for hundreds of 
millions of years (beginning 
before the Devonian) 
straight through to the 
present day.  

Have you wondered about 
arthropods with no sign of 
where they came 
from or whether 
they evolved into 
anything other 
than arthropods 
over 500 million 
years time? See 
Ostracods, Fig. 3.  

Have you wondered 
about evidence 
that colonial 
animals did not 
evolve from a prior 
form into their 
present form nor 
from that again 
into something 
else? See 
Cyclostomata and 
Gymnolaemata 
bryozoans in Figs. 
4–5. There are 
no evolutionary 
links from when 
bryozoans first 
appeared 480 
million years ago up 
to the present day.  

Have you 
wondered about 
the most ancient 
animals living 
today just like 
they did over 760 
million years ago? 
These also, show 
no sign of where 
they came from 
or what—if 
anything else—
they might have 
changed into. See 
Porifera or 
sponges, Fig. 6.  

We in the U.S. 
presently have 
children in public 
schools being 
forced to accept a 
mythological belief 
system that does 
not have one 
single fact of any 
major organism 
type “evolving” into another. 
There are, however, plenty of 
fantasies in tens of thousands 
of peer-reviewed papers. But 
why do you think there are so 

many? It is not because 
evidence is just popping out 

all over the place and that 
objective researchers are 
scrambling as fast as they can 
to get all this information out. 

> Cont. on page 19 

Ostracods 

Cambrian–Recent, i.e. 500 million years ago–Present 

 

“The affinities between these and related taxa 
remain uncertain.”  

–William NA. 2005. Origin of the Ostracoda and their maxillo-
podan and hexapodan affinities. Hydrobiologia 538 (1): 1–21. 

Putting that into plain English: 
No evolutionary links  

Ostracods are tiny shrimp-like animals that live in 
clam-like shells. They are sometimes called ‘seed 
shrimp’ or ‘mussel shrimp.’ They are some of the 
most successful organisms of all time being the 
most abundant arthropods in the fossil record. 

Despite their almost ubiquitous representation in 
the fossil record, countless numbers of living speci-

mens for easy study, and large sums of money 
paid to evolution researchers, the only fact that 

can be stated regarding their origins is that ostra-
cods are—and always have been—ostracods. 

Pictured are three Devonian ostracods c. 387 mil-
lion years old rec. by the author. Above Left: A 

large ostracod 9mm (3/8" long); Silica Formation; 
Martin-Marietta Quarry; Milan, MI. The specimen 
was recently cautiously identified as a member of 
ostracod family Beyrichiidae by Professor David 
Siveter, University of Leicester, U.K, after U.S. 

experts at the Smithsonian and other U.S. institu-
tions were unable to classify the fossil at any taxo-
nomic level above “Large UI ostracod.” Recall that 
the Smithsonian is the institution now imposing a 

traveling propaganda program on U.S. public librar-
ies promoting ape-man mythology as “fact.” Again, 

if science has no idea where the simplest organ-
isms came from does it really have any authority to 

tell the public where human beings came from? 
Above Middle: Two smaller Ponderodictyum 

ostracods each only 1.5mm or 1/16" long; Silica 
Formation; Medusa Ce-
ment Co. North Quarry, 

Sylvania, OH, as pictured 
in Fig. 1. Above Right: 
Schematic of a modern-
day Cypridina ostracod 

(public domain). Don’t be 
misled by evolutionary scientists; Ostracods are the 
same creatures today as when they first appeared 
in the Cambrian period. Otherwise, they would not 
be called “ostracods.” Inset: M. Kotulak, splitting 
shale with a screwdriver at the Milan site in 1980; 

Photo by the author. 

Fig. 3. Ostracods. 

“Unambi-

guous evi-

dence of 

evolution 

is not pre-

sent any-

where in 

the fossil 

record.”  

Details for Fig. 2 pic-

tures on prior page  

400 million-year old De-
vonian-age fossils recov-
ered by the author direct 
from formations in the 
U.S. and Ontario com-
pared with living forms.  

Top down: 1. Modio-

morpha mussel 
(Mahantango Fm, Potts-
ville, PA) compare mod-
ern Anodonta mussel; 

2. Tornoceras ammonite 
(Hungry Hollow Fm, Ark-
ona, ON) compare mod-
ern Nautilus; 3. Cran-

aena brachiopod (Silica 
Fm, Martin-Marietta 

Quarry, Milan, MI) com-
pare modern Tere-

bratulina; 4. Echino-

caris phyllocarid or “leaf 
shrimp” (Hungry Hollow) 

compare modern Ne-

balia phyllocarid (© 
Hans Hillewaert; Wikime-
dia Commons); 5. Spi-

rorbis worm tubes on 
brachiopod (Hungry Hol-

low) compare modern 
Spirorbis on kelp. 6. 

Beyrichiidae ostracod—
“seed shrimp” (Silica Fm, 
Martin-Marietta Quarry, 

Milan, MI) compare mod-
ern Cypridina; 7. Bem-

bexia snail (Mahantango 
Fm, Seven-Stars, PA) 

compare modern Veti-

gastropoda; 8. Sul-

coretepora bryozoan 
(Solvay Process Co. 
Quarry, Trenton, MI, 

compare modern Flus-

tra. Notes: All fossils 
were recovered by the 
author direct from the 
formations listed. All of 

the modern forms 
(except the brachiopod, 
which is from the au-

thor’s collection) are from 
Wikimedia Commons. 
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So, the question has to be 
asked, what is driving the 
propegation 
of this 
mythology? 
Why would 
any science 
community 
promote 
falsehoods as 
fact or delib-
erately block 
evidence that 
does not sup-
port a the-
ory? We also 
need to ask 
why the 
above fields 
have been 
given special 
privileges of 
low rigor all 
these years 
and why the 
‘larger’ sci-
ence commu-
nity does not 
hold them to 
higher stan-
dards accord-
ing to the 
level of their 
claims.  

It is a curious 
situation be-
cause most 
fields of sci-
ence do not 
force their 
ideas. In-
stead, they 
simply dem-
onstrate them 
with more and 
more con-
vincing proofs 
until they are 
eventually 
accepted. 
Why the need 
to force evo-
lutionary 
ideas? Evolu-
tion has 
turned out to 
be a powerful 
tool for con-
trolling who 
(or what) people believe they 
are, i.e. what their origins 
are or where they came from 
(Part 1 or html). This pretty 

If you believe that, you are 
already the victim of 
academic duping by the 
anthropology, biology, and 
paleontology communities.  

Here is the reality of the 
situation: During K–12 

education our 
children are 
bombarded 
with 
evolutionary 
mythology as 
fact. By the 
time they’re 
going for their 
PhDs they’ve 
already been 
compromised, 
critical thinking 
skills on this 
particular topic 
are gone. They 
were either 
deleted or 
they were 
prevented 
from 
developing in 
the first place. 
When their 
education is 
completed 
they 
automatically 
publish 
material 
presuming 
evolution is a 
fact. Once out 
of school, 
that’s the only 

kind of material they’ll be 
able to publish because they 
were not trained to be 
objective scientists but to be 
promoters of an idea. There 
are untold thousands of 
papers out there proving this 
point. Normal sciences do 
not treat their students this 
way. Instead, they 
encourage them to go 
wherever the evidence leads. 
If after 150 years a normal 
science discovered it had 
thousands of papers 
promoting an ideology 
axiomatically but not one 
significant unambiguous 
proof they would move on. 
But this is not the case with 
the above-mentioned fields.  

much gives the science com-
munity control over every 

cultural 
group that 
begins to 
assimilate 
the ideas.  
Recently, 
these ideas 
have be-
gun to be 
imposed 
on the 
U.S. pub-
lic school 
system 
through 
legislation 
which stu-
dents are 
not per-
mitted to 
question. 
This is one 
circum-
stance 
where the 
inverte-
brate fos-
sil record 
can be 
used to 
get others 
to think 
about the 
evidence. 
 

JOHN FELIKS 
has special-
ized in the 
study of 
early hu-
man cogni-
tion for 20 
years pro-
viding evi-
dence that 
human 
cognition 
does not 
evolve. 
Earlier, his 
focus was 
on the 
inverte-
brate fossil 
record 
studying 
fossils in 
the field 
across the 
U.S. and 
Ontario 

over a 30-year span, as well as 
studying many of the classic 
texts such as the Treatise on 
Invertebrate Paleontology. 

The ’Objective’ Stratigraphic Column: Devonian (cont.) 

“The kind 

of evidence 

needed to 

make evo-

lutionary 

statements 

of fact is 

nowhere to 

be found.”  

Porifera (sponges) 

Precambrian–Recent, i.e. 760 million 
years ago–Present 

 

“Sponges [Porifera] are the...oldest 
metazoan phylum still extant today; 
they share the closest relationship 

with the hypothetical common meta-
zoan ancestor.” 

–Werner E. G. Müller, geneticist, sponge expert 

Putting that more simply: 

“We have no idea where sponges 
came from and no evidence of any 

‘ancestor’ to sponges.” 

Pictured is a Devonian Stromatopor-
oid sponge showing internal struc-
ture. 4 1/4” wide (11 cm); Rec. by 
author; Genshaw Fm. Alpena, MI. 

Fig. 6. Porifera (sponges). 

Cyclostomata bryozoans 

Ordovician–Recent, i.e. 480 million 
years ago–Present 

 

“Bryozoa is one of the most puzzling 
phyla in the animal kingdom and 

little is known about their evolution-
ary history.” 

–Fuchs, J., M. et al. 2009. The first compre-
hensive molecular phylogeny of Bryozoa 

(Ectoprocta) based on combined analyses of 
nuclear and mitochondrial genes. Molecular 
Phylogenetics and Evolution 52 (1): 225. 

Putting that more simply: 

“Actually, we don’t know anything at 
all about the so-called evolutionary 

history of bryozoans despite 
$500,000 grants to study them.” 

Pictured is a Devonian Hederella col-
ony in negative; Cyclostomata order, 

Stenolaemata class; 3/4" wide (1.9cm) 
on a Protoleptostrophia brachiopod. 
The fossil was rec by author; Silica Fm; 
Medusa Cement Co., North Quarry, 

Sylvania, OH, as seen in Fig. 1. 

Fig. 4. Cyclostomata bryozoans. 

Gymnolaemata bryozoans 

Ordovician–Recent, i.e. 465 million 
years ago–Present 

 

Pictured above left is a Devonian Sul-

coretepora (Flustra parallela); 
Cryptostomata; Stenolaemata; Me-
dusa Quarry, OH; image 7/16" tall 

(1.2 cm). Center is similar fossil from 
Solvay Processsing Co. Quarry, Sibley, 

MI; At the right is modern Flustra. 

Like mentioned in Part 10 which was 
entirely about bryozoa what the ex-

tensive fossil record actually shows is 
that after nearly 500 million years 
bryozoans are still bryozoans—just 

like when they first appeared. There is 
no evidence that they evolved from 

anything else and there is no evidence 
that they evolved into anything else. 

Fig. 5. Gymnolaemata bryozoans. 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/november-december2014.pdf#page=11
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/may-june2013.pdf#page=10
http://www-personal.umich.edu/~feliks/debunking-evolutionary-propaganda-prt1/
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From Stone Age to Space Age, Part 1 
 By Vesna Tenodi MA, archaeology; artist and writer 

> Cont. on page 20 

cent times, tracing the cul-
tural steps of mankind. 
Some sites show an uninter-

rupted continuation of one 
particular culture over thou-
sands of years. Other sites 
were inhabited at one point, 
then abandoned, only to be 
re-inhabited thousands of 
years later by different peo-
ple of different races or even  
what the mainstream re-
gards as different species. 

Such multilevel sites with 
mixed archaeological material 
belonging to different eras, 
provide a good insight into the 
cultural, artistic, intellectual 
and spiritual developments 
of the human race. It helps 
in mapping the cyclic rise and 
fall of some cultures, the stag-
nation of some ancient tradi-
tions, and the complete de-
mise of some cultures that 
have vanished but left ample 
material evidence behind. 

And we can infer the worldview 
of the people in those times. 

Evolution, devolution, and 
parallel cultures 

Paleolithic art with its typical 
patterns—ranging from sim-
ple geometric petroglyphs to 
sophisticated depictions of 
animals—continued into Neo-
lithic times, when the mate-
rial displays the same pat-

Mankind’s transition from 
the Paleolithic nomadic 
hunter-gatherers to a sed-
entary, non-nomadic life-
style led to the building of 
villages and has provided 
the basis for a leap in hu-

man invention. As 
the mainstream 
would want us to 
believe, the Neolithic 
revolution—often 
referred to as “a 
great cultural leap 
forward”—saw the 

beginning of agriculture and 
husbandry, the invention of 
pottery, textile and metal-
work, as well as the most 
important discovery of the 
prehistoric world—writing 
systems and the wide-
spread ability to record 
events. This dogma is so 
deeply ingrained that anyone 
who disputes it is promptly 
attacked and discredited in a 
knee-jerk fashion by the 
dogma-guardians. 

The Neolithic revolution kept 
drawing on its Paleolithic 
roots, and the Old Stone Age 
engravings and decorative 
patterns often appear on 
Neolithic artefacts. 

For archaeologists who 
search for sites which pro-
vide evidence of progression 
from the Old Stone Age all 
the way to medieval history, 
Australia is not an option. We 
find only the two eras here—
the Old Stone Age culture 
(PCN #30, July-August 
2014), stretching well into 
the 1980s, and modern 
Western civilization, first 
introduced through tribal 
contacts with the Dutch and 
Portuguese explorers in the 
early 17th century, and a 
number of others who ex-
plored Australia until the 
arrival of the British settlers 
in the 18th century. 

But when we turn to Europe 
and Asia, we see sites with a 
wealth of material indicating 
continuity of progress from 
the Old Stone Age up to re-

“The Neo-

lithic revo-

lution kept 

drawing 

on its Pa-

leolithic 

roots, and 

the Old 

Stone Age 

engrav-

ings and 

decorative 

patterns 

often ap-

pear on 

Neolithic 

artefacts.” 

terns and themes, trans-
ferred onto newly invented 
artefacts such as pottery, 

textiles and jewelry (Alka 
Domic Kunic, Spiritual Ar-
chaeology—Uncovering the 
Inconvenient Truth, 2012). 

Prehistory and protohistory—
covering a period which 
“officially” ends with the 
invention of writing which 
varies from region to re-
gion—for most of Europe is 
deemed to have ended with 
the Iron Age, about 1200 
BC, when prehistory gives 
way to ancient history and 
medieval archaeology. 

The prehistory of Europe gives 
a convoluted picture of the 
rise and demise, displacement 
and replacement of different 
groups, and interaction be-
tween two or more cultures, 
often at different stages of 
civilization. Some sites were 
occupied for centuries and 
then abruptly abandoned, with 
their people and site builders 
vanishing without a trace, for 
no apparent reason. Some 
were inhabited again centuries 
later, by an entirely different 
culture, often far more primi-
tive than its predecessors, 
defying logical expectations. 

Composing a snapshot of 

Fig 1. Map of the Mediterranean Sea naming the countries that border it. 

> Cont. on page 21 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/july-august2014.pdf#page=16
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/july-august2014.pdf#page=16
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modern Homo sapiens on 
the continent (see Fig. 1 on 
prior page). 

In the Mediterranean basin, 
the Croatian Adriatic coast 
and many of its 1,200 is-

lands are dotted with 
archaeological sites. 
Most have yielded spe-
cific material belonging 
to one or two cultures 
only, and finds belonging 
to one particular era. But 
some are of special im-
portance for being con-
tinuously settled through 
the millennia, and show-
ing the longest continu-
ous human occupation 
in Europe, literally, from 
the Old Stone Age to 
the Space Age (Fig. 2).  

Vela Spila on Korcula 
Island 

Among these archaeo-
logical gems is Vela Spila 
(meaning “Big Cave” in 
Croatian) on the Croatian 
island, Korcula. The cave 
consists of a single, large 

chamber, approximately 
50m long, 30m wide, and 
17m high. It was first 
recorded in 1835. Test 
excavations were con-
ducted from 1949 to 
1951, and since 1974 
fieldwork has been pro-
ceeding almost annually. 

At first, it was classified 
as a Mesolithic-Neolithic 
site, used for seasonal 
hunting, collection of 
marine resources and as 
a burial ground, dated to 
7380-5920 BC. Deeper 
layers contain finds 
dated to 13,500-12,600 
BC. Later radiocarbon 
dating has shown that 
there was human activity 
going back 20,000 years. 
The depth of archaeo-
logical stratigraphy is 
greater than 10m, with 8 
strata excavated so far. 

The antiquity of the site sur-
prised even those with the 
most optimistic expectations. 

Deeper layers of Vela Cave 
were occupied by a group of 

prehistoric Europe is like 
putting together the pieces 
of a jigsaw puzzle, finding 
pathways and migration pat-
terns of hundreds of tribes 
criss-crossing the continent 

from all different directions. 

So what is typical Neo-
lithic material doing in a 
Paleolithic stratum? 

Central Europe and the 
Mediterranean Sea are 
among the regions contain-
ing a rich variety of material 
left by different cultures be-
ginning before the arrival of 
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Upper Paleolithic hunter-
gatherers, proficient in big 
game hunting. Numerous 
stone artefacts, animal and 
human bones, sometimes re-
covered by the thousand from 
a single excavation square, 
provide determinant material 
for Paleolithic deposits. 

“This site is perfect for us to 
reconstruct the lives of the 
people for that period in 
time… In doing so, experts are 
particularly interested in the 
development of human intel-
lectual processes, the pro-
gress of all aspects of technol-
ogy, and social relations within 
the community. Vela Cave is a 
snapshot of the development 
of human society and one of 
the most important prehistoric 
archaeological sites in the 
Mediterranean” (Dinko 
Radiæ, www.velaspila.hr).  

What brought Vela Spila into 
focus for the international 
archaeological community, 
was decorated pottery, in a 
layer dated to a time when 
pottery—as was believed—
had not as yet been discov-
ered. Excavations between 
2001 and 2006 have produced 
36 ceramic artefacts dated to 
the late Upper Paleolithic, about 
17,500 to 15,000 years ago. 
These finds are the only exam-
ples of ceramic figurative art in 
south-eastern Europe during 
the Upper Paleolithic [Rebecca 
Farbstein, Dinko Radić, Dejana 
Brajković, Preston T. Miracle, 
First Epigravettian Ceramic 
Figurines From Europe (Vela 
Spila, Croatia), Plos One, 2012]. 

Sediments containing similar 
finds are known from Kopacina 
Cave on the island of Brac, is-
lands of Rab and Dugi Otok, as 
well as in sites on the Croatian 
mainland close to the shoreline. 

During the final Pleistocene, 
global sea levels were about 
135 meters lower than today 
(Nicholas Flemming, Humanity 
and a Million Years of Sea 
Level Change, 2014). The 
distance from shore to Vela 
Cave decreased from 15 me-

“What 

brought 

Vela Spila 

into focus 

… was 

decorated 

pottery… 

dated to 

the late 

Upper Pa-

leolithic.” 
> Cont. on page 22 

Fig. 2. Map of Croatian islands. 

Fig. 3. The assemblage of 36 ceramic artefacts from Vela Spila. 
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pottery fragments found at 
Vela Spila were decorated.  

No ceramics have been found 
in Mesolithic horizons at Vela 
Spila, therefore more than 
8,000 years separate the 
Paleolithic ceramics from the 
site’s earliest Neolithic pottery. 

The ornaments and deco-
rated bones from Vela Spila 
suggest that a symbolic tra-
dition existed here through-
out much of the late Upper 
Paleolithic. Perforated ma-
rine shells and red deer ca-
nine ornaments at the site 
are similar in form through-
out the late Upper Paleolithic 
sequence, indicating a stable 
decorative and symbolic tra-
dition. [E. Cristiani, R. Farb-
stein and P. Miracle, Orna-
mental traditions in the East-
ern Adriatic: The Upper Pa-
leolithic and Mesolithic per-
sonal adornments from Vela 
Spila (Croatia). Journal 
of Anthropological Archae-
ology 36, 2014]. 

What caused the eight thou-
sand year gap? Was it dis-
covered, forgotten, then 
rediscovered? By whom? 

As part of the European 
Commission Horizon 2020 
programme for research and 
innovation, the funding of a 
3-year Twinning project has 
been announced in March 
2016. 

University of Cambridge ar-
chaeologists, in partnership 
with the Italian University of 
Pisa and Croatian University 
of Zagreb, secured a grant 
for “Mend the Gap: Smart 
Integration of Genetics with 
Sciences of the Past in Croa-
tia”, a 3-year project, to 
research the rich, yet-to-be-
fully-explored heritage of the 
eastern Adriatic region. 

Dr Preston Miracle, lead ar-
chaeologist of the Cambridge 
contingent of the project, 
said, “The potential cultural 
heritage of the region is 
enormous, ranging through 
the full spectrum of human 
occupation from the Paleo-

ters to only a few hundred 
meters today. The pottery 
fragments were decorated 
with punctures, incisions and 

imprints, 
and en-
graved with 
bands of 
short 
hatches. 
The ce-
ramic arte-
facts are 
important 
compo-
nents of 
the classifi-
able Epi-
gravettian 
art from 
Vela Spila. 
To date, 29 
other sym-
bolic or 
ornamental 
artefacts 

have also been found. On cur-
rent evidence, ceramic tech-
nologies seem to have been 
independently invented about 
17,500 BP, and were subse-

quently lost 
from the 
socio-
technical 
tradition at 
this site 
between 
about 
2,000 and 
3,000 years 
later. 

Vela Spila 
is being 
excavated 
by a multi-
national 
team of 
experts 
from the 
University 
of Zagreb, 
University 
of Cam-
bridge and 
University 
of Pisa. It 
poses 

more questions than it pro-
vides answers. What is pot-
tery—always deemed to be a 
Neolithic invention—doing in 
the Upper Paleolithic stratum  
(Fig. 3 and Figs. 4–5). The 
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lithic to present day. The 
scientific potential of such 
material can only be reached 
through the use of tech-
niques and methodologies in 
which the partner organisa-
tions have great expertise. 
To illustrate the importance 
of these figurines in a 
broader context, it is impor-
tant to mention that there 
are only two other ceramic 
figurine-bearing European 
Upper Paleolithic sites, both 
of which are situated in Cen-
tral Europe, with Vela Spila 
being the single Mediterra-
nean example.” [Media Re-
lease: EU Grant for 3-year 
Croatia Project, March 
2016]. 

With this good news, we can 
look forward to many more 
significant answers in the 
near future. 

 

VESNA TENODI is an archaeologist, 
artist, and writer based in Syd-
ney, Australia. She received her 
Master’s Degree in Archaeology 
from the University of Zagreb, 
Croatia. She also has a diploma 
in Fine Arts from the School of 
Applied Arts in Zagreb. Her De-
gree Thesis was focused on the 
spirituality of Neolithic man in 
Central Europe as evidenced in 
iconography and symbols in 
prehistoric cave art and pottery. 
After migrating to Sydney, she 
worked for 25 years for the Aus-
tralian Government, and ran her 
own business. Today she is an 
independent researcher and 
spiritual archaeologist, concen-
trating on the origins and mean-
ing of pre-Aboriginal Australian 
rock art. In the process, she is 
developing a theory of the Pre-
Aboriginal races which she has 
called the Rajanes and Abra-
janes. In 2009, Tenodi estab-
lished the DreamRaiser project, 
with a group of artists who ex-
plore iconography and ideas 
contained in ancient art and 
mythology. 

Website: www.modrogorje.com 

E-mail: ves@theplanet.net.au 

All of Tenodi’s articles published 
in Pleistocene Coalition News can 
be found at the following link: 

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/
#vesna_tenodi 

“The orna-

ments and 

decorated 

bones from 

Vela Spila 

suggest … a 

symbolic tra-

dition existed 

here through-

out much of 

the late Upper 

Palaeolithic.” 

Fig. 5. Line drawing of fragments C1, C2, and 
purported limb fragments from Vela Spila. 

Fig. 4. Fragment of zoomorphic figurine, 
C2, excavated from a layer within horizon 
LUP-D, radiocarbon dated to c. 17,300 BP. 
The dark brown-orange colour and smooth 
texture of this piece are consistent with 
firing at a reasonably high temperature. 

http://modrogorje.com/en/homepage/
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/#vesna_tenodi
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