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tralian Archaeological Associa-
tion quickly agreed that there is 
a breach of “Aboriginal copy-
right,” and have perpetuated 
this incredible lie ever since. 
Even though they know that 
such claims are false and 
legally groundless, they also 
know that any such statement 
is enough to trigger a wave of 
Aboriginal violence and van-
dalism. So most people they 
falsely accuse of any impropri-
ety—such as “breach of Aborigi-
nal copyright” or “offensive to 
the tribes”—quickly drop what-
ever they are doing and run 
for their lives. Problem solved. 

It took years, but thanks to 
the support of some sincere 
lawyers who publicly an-
nounced that their colleagues 
were wrong, the Australian 
public was finally informed 
that there is no copyright on 
ancient art and designs or on 
artistic styles and tech-
niques, and that all the mo-
tifs, symbols and imagery 

All great truths begin as 
blasphemies 

This quote by George Ber-
nard Shaw has resonated 
with me ever since a few 

Aboriginal in-
dustry apparat-
chiks accused 
me of all sorts 
of breaches 
back in 2010. 
They disliked 
my art, they 
hated my 

thoughts about Pre-
Aboriginal people in Aus-
tralia, and they have kept 
trying to find a reason to 
take me to court ever 
since. It started with one 
‘fake’ Aborigine at the lo-
cal city council falsely 
claiming that I was in 
breach of Aboriginal copy-
right and Intellectual Prop-
erty laws. I told him to do 
his homework first, and 
then accuse me. 

His claims were later 
proved to be false yet they 
started an avalanche of silly 
accusations nevertheless. 

A couple of the Aboriginal 
industry lawyers riled up the 
tribes convincing them they 
should be offended and en-
raged. Delwyn Everard, for 
instance, repeated the false 
claim that Aborigines hold 
copyright of prehistoric cave 
art, while Terri Janke pub-
licly threatened—on the na-
tional ABC radio—to take me 
to court for “blasphemy.”  

Robert Bednarik—ironically 
already known for suppression 
and misappropriation of col-
leagues’ solicited and submitted 
work including members of 
Pleistocene Coalition and threats 
to other researchers such as 
archaeologist Joao Zilhao (each 
covered in PCN )—and the Aus-

are in the public domain, i.e. 
they can be used by anyone. 

But the Aboriginal industry 
shamelessly continues 
with its witch-hunt. They 
are now attacking me for 
being “unethical” and 
“insensitive” to our “first 
people.” Such accusations 
are also set to prompt a 
wave of Aboriginal vio-
lence, which they defend 
by claiming the Aborigines 
were “provoked.” 

The most recent, and most 
verbally vicious attacks 
started in early January 2019. 

On my Facebook pages I 
posted a couple of photos 
of myself, investigating 
prehistoric skulls. Since 
this is what archaeologists 
do, I thought nothing of it. 

However, one photo (Fig. 1) 
attracted more than 700 
comments consisting mostly 
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Fig. 1. One of two photos I posted on my Facebook pages. 
Studying prehistoric skulls is what archaeologists do so I 

thought nothing of it. However, it attracted more than 700 com-
ments consisting mostly of vulgar abuse, insults and threats. 
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tolerate this ideological 
tyranny. This is a good de-
velopment but it will take 
much more concerted and 
persistent effort to change 
official government policy. 

Over the following weeks—
while the campaign of hate 
and personal abuse was 
going on—I became acutely 
aware that the Aboriginal 
industry has managed to 
enforce a new vocabulary. 
As a consequence, some 
common expressions have 
been declared to be 
“offensive,” hence forbidden. 
They are to be replaced with 
politically-correct terms of 
a less-scientific nature that 
have the approval of the 
Aborigines. 

Colonization and settlement 
of Australia, for instance, 
are now called “invasion” 
even in official Government 
documents! 

Of even greater harm to the 
scientific credibility of Aus-
tralia’s already suffering ar-
chaeological community, the 
objective terms, “Paleolithic” 
and “Old Stone Age,” are 
also forbidden. In their place 
it has become mandatory to 
use the poetic or romantic 
term, “Deep Time,” instead. 

Investigating Aboriginal 
skulls and bones and skele-
tons is no longer an inte-
gral part of the work of an 
archaeologist, but is now 
claimed to be unethical and 
insensitive. Such investiga-

of vulgar abuse, insults and 
threats. The other photo of 
the two (Fig. 2) attracted 
more than 500 comments 
of a similar nature. 

Some ‘fake Aborigines’—a 
term commonly used 

among non-indigenous 
Australians these days to 
refer to white people who 
discovered their alleged 
“aboriginality” only when 
that identity became profit-
able—trotted to the ABC, 
the taxpayer funded 
Australian Broadcasting 
Service, wailing that 
they were “very of-
fended.” The ABC 
looked at my website,  

www.modrogorje.com , 

and published an arti-
cle on their Facebook 
page, saying that Abo-
rigines are outraged. 
That attracted more 
than a thousand com-
ments half of which 
were, again, vulgar 
abuse, insults and 
death threats. The 
other half, however, 
was from my supporters 
who now, for the first time, 
have summoned the cour-
age to openly say that 
enough is enough and that 
Australia can no longer 

tive work is, therefore, 
deemed forbidden as well. 

When universities and insti-
tutions abroad perform tests 
on Australian prehistoric 
fossilized remains, the Abo-
riginal industry is quick to 
harass them, falsely claiming 
these are biological samples 
and that ethical guidelines 
on research using human 
biological material (RHBM) 
must be followed. Upon re-
ceiving such demands, insti-
tutions in Europe dismiss the 
claims in question and ad-
vise the objectors that, in 
the rest of the world, fossil-
ized human remains are 
classified as archaeological 
finds, and hence the human 
biological material protocols 
do not apply. 

With such attempts to force 
foreign researchers to dis-
continue their research, the 
Aboriginal industry resorts to 
its usual reason: Aborigines 
are outraged! Well, that doesn’t 
work either. It is often seen 
as a contradictory position 
because some Australian 
prehistoric skulls such as 
Pintupi (Fig. 3) and Kow 
Swamp (Fig. 4, following 
page) are still regarded by 
many anthropologists to 

belong to H. erectus 
rather than H. sapiens 
while other skulls—such 
as that of Mungo Man 
are believed to clearly 
belong to non-
Aboriginal H. sapiens. 
Current political censor-
ships are frustrating to 
European archaeolo-
gists who sometimes 
respond that the Aus-
tralians should make up 
their mind as to what 
Paleolithic heritage the 
Aborigines belong. 

Making the story even 
more complicated, there 
were archaeologists who 

were convinced and making 
a case for the presence of 
culturally advanced pre-
Aboriginal groups in Austra-
lia long before the ancestors 

Disproved ancient art copyright...to AU Newspeak (cont.) 
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Fig. 2. This photo (2 of 2) attracted more than 500 
comments many of a similar nature to the other 
photo. Studying skulls is what archaeologists do. 

Fig. 3. Pintupi skull (left) and European 
(right). While skulls don’t say anything 

about intelligence or personality there are 
still differences in skulls found worldwide. 

http://www.modrogorje.com/
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from science based on rigor-
ous research or physical 
evidence. 

Hopefully, museums over-
seas will continue to ignore 
the Australian demands, or 
hand over a few items just 
to get them off their back 
and keep the rest stashed 
away. 

To me, these 
claims of “an in-
vasion of privacy 
and an invasion 
of a grave site” 
are just pathetic. 
No archaeologist 
anywhere in the 
world has ever 
been accused of 
any such thing. 

My detractors, in 
their range of 
insults, often 
called me a 
“grave robber,” but I 
thought that was just be-
cause they were thugs who 
do not understand what ar-
chaeology is. 

It seems I was wrong, there 
must be a lot of smart peo-
ple involved in this non-
sense, since the museum 
staff now agrees that ar-
chaeologists like myself—
with our primary interest in 
human remains—should be 
called “grave invaders.” 

If not for the ancient skulls 
and bones and skeletons I 
would not be interested in 
pursuing archaeological work 
at all. Investigation of fossil-
ized human remains is es-
sential to make sense of all 
the other ancient artifacts, 
and to build an accurate 
picture of prehistoric people. 

All things considered, they 
will not succeed in hiding the 
truth about Aboriginal pre-
history because that’s the 
real motivation behind these 
ludicrous proposals. It has 
nothing to do with “privacy” 
or “sacredness.” It is just the 
Aboriginal industry’s way of 
getting rid of evidence for 
the reason the material evi-
dence does not match their 

of contemporary tribes 
“invaded” the continent. 
Rhys Jones was one of those 
archaeologists, and was soon 
declared to be “eccentric.” 
Others were quickly labeled 
as “racists.” The ‘race card’ 
is commonly used in the U.S. 
as well when some faction 
wants to elicit an immediate 
emotional response. 

As for me, because of my 
theory of culturally-advanced 
people in Australia before 
the first Aborigines, which I 
named the “Rajanes” and 
“Abrajanes,” the Aboriginal 
industry and their Aboriginal 
protégés went for the full 
Monty, using their entire 
range of insults and labels, 
as evidenced by more than a 
thousand comments posted 
on the ABC Facebook page. 

As the latest twist in this 
saga of inventing Australian 
Newspeak, a few weeks ago, 
on 23 March 2019, the ABC 
published an article where 
the staff of the South Aus-
tralian Museum called stan-
dard archaeological research 
“an invasion of privacy and 
an invasion of a grave site.” 
The word “invasion” has be-
come quite popular. It is one 
of the key words in Austra-
lian Newspeak. 

If this policy were to be in-
troduced, the Australian 
Government might just as 
well shut down all of our 
archaeology departments 
across the continent and 
abolish archaeology as a 
science or activity or as a 
profession. This is because 
archaeology cannot exist 
without scientific investiga-
tion and analysis of fossilized 
human remains. 

Without access to human 
fossils, there can only be 
paleontology, geology/
mineralogy and ethnology, 
but not archaeology. Anthro-
pology would cease to exist 
in Australia. These fields 
have already started to 
morph into nothing more 
than social and political sci-
ence, a step further away 

invented story about Austra-
lian prehistory. 

I am confident they will not 
succeed. Little do they know 
that by a stroke of luck while 
they were focused on trying 
to wear me down with their 
campaign of hate I had the 
good fortune to become ac-

quainted with a 
group of inter-
national scien-
tists who have 
been developing 
new technology 
and have made 
an incredibly 
important break-
through in ge-
netic research. 
This is set to 
make Australian 
cooperation (or 
the lack of it) 
completely un-
necessary, and 

Aboriginal objections com-
pletely irrelevant. But that’s 
a story for some other time. 

VESNA TENODI is an archaeologist, 
artist, and writer based in Syd-
ney, Australia. She received her 
Master’s in Archaeology from 
Univ. of Zagreb, Croatia. She 
also has a diploma in Fine Arts 
from the School of Applied Arts in 
Zagreb. Her Degree Thesis fo-
cused on the spirituality of Neo-
lithic man in Central Europe as 
evidenced in iconography and 
symbols in prehistoric cave art 
and pottery. In 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. She is developing a 
theory of the Pre-Aboriginal races 
which she has called the Rajanes 
and Abrajanes. In 2009, Tenodi 
founded the DreamRaiser pro-
ject, a group of artists exploring 
iconography and ideas contained 
in ancient art and mythology. 

Website: www.modrogorje.com 
E-mail: ves.ten2017@gmail.com 

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

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/
#vesna_tenodi 

Disproved ancient art copyright...to AU Newspeak (cont.) 
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Fig. 4. Kow Swamp still 
controversial remains. 
Photo: Alan Thorne. 

http://www.modrogorje.com/
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The Pleistocene Coalition cele-

brated its nine-year anniversary 

September 26, and the anniver-

sary of Pleistocene Coalition News, 

October 25. PCN is now entering 

its tenth year of challenging main-

stream scientific dogma. 
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