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has been excavated. Its con-
struction is a mystery and 
the meaning of the elabo-
rately carved reliefs is an 
enigma yet to be deciphered 
(Fig. 1). Among the carvings 
on the stones are anthropo-
morphic figures, which so far 
have been explained in the 
same manner as most of 
such mysterious archaeologi-
cal finds—commonly known 
as Ooparts 
(out-of-place 
artifacts)—as 
ceremonial 
places for 
the worship 
of ancestors 
or super-
natural be-
ings, and 
gathering 
places for an 
ancient cult 
or spiritual 
practice. 

In his pre-
liminary re-
port, Klaus 
Schmidt al-
lowed that 
Göbekli Tepe 
could have 

been a ritual 
centre. As to 
another ob-
vious ques-
tion—why 
were the 
structures 
buried deliberately under 3 
meters of earth fill—he toyed 
with the idea that people 
simply lost interest, or the 
original inhabitants were 
replaced with a more primi-
tive race of incomers, who 
could neither understand nor 
appreciate the old beliefs 
encoded in a variety of im-
ages and symbols engraved 
on stone pillars. However, 
the question remains as to 
why a primitive group would 
go to such trouble, covering 
a large area with tons of soil 

As mentioned in Part 1 
and Part 2, the caves and 
man-made underground 
tunnels and cities with evi-
dence of human presence 
dating back to the Middle 
Pleistocene such as 
Petralona in Greece or Gran 
Dolina and Atapuerca in 

Spain show con-
tinuous occupation 
spanning hundreds 
of thousands of 
years longer than 
ever imagined. 

Another site that 
yielded unexpected 

finds in a stratum where 
such material “doesn’t be-
long” is Göbekli Tepe in Tur-
key. The site was first noted 
in a survey conducted by 
Istanbul University and the 
University of Chicago in 
1963. American archaeolo-
gist Peter Benedict thought 
there could be a Neolithic 
site under the layers of Byz-
antine and Islamic cemeter-
ies. The archaeologist who 
led excavations from 1996 to 
2014 was a German prehis-
torian Klaus Schmidt. 

Excavations uncovered a site 

that is planned and devel-
oped with carefully arranged 
circular structures. It con-
tains more than 200 T-
shaped stone pillars up to 6 
meters high and 20 tons in 
weight, arranged in about 20 
circles, which are more than 
12,000 years old. 

Conventional archaeology 
tells us this is the time of 
primitive Paleolithic hunter-
gatherer groups who had no 
knowledge of building and no 
organized settlements. 

Out-of-place artifacts 

How does Göbekli Tepe fit 
into that picture of the Pa-
leolithic world? So far, only 
about 5 percent of the site 
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and turning it into a hill. 

This makes Göbekli Tepe a 
chronological puzzle. The 
order of things is inverted 
with the most sophisticated 
art found in the oldest lay-
ers. The situation is much 
like Bradshaw and Wanjina 
cave art in Australia where 
the oldest paintings show 
the peak of artistic skill while 

the most 
recent 
drawings 
indicate 
somewhat 
clumsy 
attempts 
to copy 
the origi-
nal art 
painted 
by a race 
preceding 
the arrival 
of Abo-
riginal 
tribes 
(The Age, 
Interview 
with Gra-
hame 
Walsh, 
Septem-

ber 
2004). 

In current 
Australian 
archae-
ology, 

there is no room for any 
debate about pre-Aboriginal 
races. But hope can come 
from European researchers, 
who seem to be far ahead of 
their Australian colleagues 
where Australian prehistory 
is concerned. As absurd as it 
might sound, those who are 
really interested in uncover-
ing the truth about Austra-
lian prehistory should go to 
Europe and join European 
teams, or at least read the 

“This 

makes 

Göbekli 

Tepe a 

chrono-

logical 

puzzle. 

The order 

of things is 

inverted 

with the 

most so-

phisticated 

art found 

in the old-

est lay-

ers.” 

> Cont. on page 20 

Fig 1. The Vulture Stone (Pillar 43) at 

Göbekli Tepe. Photo: German Ar-

chaeological Institute. 
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to investigate the past and 
are allowed to speak freely 
and present multiple working 
hypotheses (e.g., Fig. 2). 

Among them was Svante 
Pääbo, a man who became a 

symbol for a radi-
cal change of 
approach in ar-
chaeology that is 
sweeping the 
world, with the 
exception of Aus-
tralia. The new 
approach allows 
for Why not? and 
What if? ques-
tions. Refresh-
ingly open-
minded, the 
ESHE participants 
presented a num-
ber of thought-
provoking ideas, 
without fear of 
being attacked 
for their theories. 

Pääbo and his Max 
Planck colleagues 
are keeping up 

their pioneering DNA re-
search to further investigate 
the fact that Denisovan an-
cestry has been detected in 

present-day Australian 
Aborigines. Pääbo 
indirectly criticized 
those narrow-minded 
researchers who hold 
on to deliberately 
false interpretations of 
prehistory. He again 
reminded everyone 
that the past is more 
complicated than pre-
sented by the main-
stream. 

“Denisovans are sort 
of distant relatives of 
Neanderthals that 
existed in Eastern 
Eurasia—for sure in 
Siberia but probably 
much more wide-
spread in Asia because 

they have contributed to 
people who today live in the 
Pacific—Papua New Guinea, 
Australian Aborigines and so 
on,” Pääbo said. “One possi-

papers of these teams and 
learn from their research. 

Enter the new ancestors 

In September 2015, at the 
European Society for the 

study of Human Evolution 
(ESHE) 5th Annual Meeting 
in London speakers included 
Chris Stringer, Fred Spoor, 

Jose Maria Bermudez de Cas-
tro, Joao Zilhao, and many 
others. Their papers were a 
joy to read—thoughts by 
people truly interested in 
human origins who are able 
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ble explanation,” he added, 
“is that Denisovans interbred 
with another hominin species 
that lived somewhere in Asia, 
possibly Homo erectus” (New 

York Times, November 2015). 

In 2008 a finger bone was 
found. In the summer of 
2010 a human toe bone had 
emerged, along with an 
enormous tooth, from Layer 
11 of the Denisova Cave. 
Analysis of the DNA was 
presented for the first time 
at the symposium in 2011. 
The toe bone turned out to 
be Neanderthal, deepening 
the mystery of the site. In 
addition to the bone frag-
ments and tooth, a green 
stone bracelet (Fig. 2) was 
found in the layer, and in 
alignment with mainstream 
beliefs was assumed to have 
been made by modern hu-
mans (Eds. Note: See Tom 
Baldwin’s report on the 
bracelet in PCN# 35, May-
June 2015).  

While the toe bone was Ne-
anderthal, the finger bone 
was something else entirely. 
One cave, three kinds of 
human being, whether one 
chooses to call them differ-
ent species or simply differ-
ent races. “Denisova is 
magical,” said Pääbo. “It’s 
the one spot on Earth that 
we know of where Neander-

thals, Denisovans, and mod-
ern humans all lived.” 

Although no easy conclu-
sions regarding the relation-
ship between these three 
groups can be drawn from so 
little evidence the discovery 
that three different groups 
lived in close proximity sug-
gests two important points 
to consider—multiple waves 
of migration and the co-
existence and interbreeding 
within presumably very dif-
ferent cultures or what the 
mainstream regards as dif-
ferent stages of evolution. 

“Conven-

tional 

archae-

ology 

tells us 

this is 

the time 

of primi-
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settle-
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> Cont. on page 21 

Fig. 2. Chris Stringer’s hypothesis for the family tree of the genus 

Homo; Like similar ideas he places Neanderthals as the ancestors of 

the Denisovans (top center and to the right). Wikimedia Commons. 

Fig. 3. Visual reconstruction of the clearly 

advanced Denisovan bracelet compared with a 

modern bracelet. Picture: Anatoly Derevyanko, 

Mikhail Shunkov, and Vera Salnitskaya.  

http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/may-june2015.pdf#page=4
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Other intriguing research was 
conducted and presented at 
ESHE meeting by Anna Maria 
Kubicka et al., comparing 
skeletal features of Neander-
thals from the Krapina site in 
Croatia, medieval agricul-
tural populations from Po-
land, and a nineteenth-
century group of hunter-
gatherers from Australia. 

The meaning of it all 

When searching for the 
truth, and establishing who 
is trustworthy, we need to 
first question the motivation 
of the speaker. 

Researchers such as those 
who attended the meeting in 
London are all apparently 
driven by a desire to know 
more about the origins of 
mankind. In this search for 
knowledge, they constantly 
doubt and keep an open mind, 
in order to consider different 
theories, even those contra-
dicting their own opinions. 

In Australian circles, there is 
no room for any doubt or 
mental flexibility. The main 
motivation of the research-
ers is to toe a politically en-
forced line, perpetuating an 

invented story of the Austra-
lian past, in order to keep 
their jobs (Keith Windschut-
tle, Fabrication of Aboriginal 
History, 2002). 

Unethical practices, such as 
these found in the Australian 
mainstream, were clearly 
explained by the great 
American physicist Richard 
Feynman. This winner of the 
Nobel Prize for Physics, de-
scribed by the New York 
Times as “The most brilliant, 
iconoclastic and influential of 
the postwar generation of 
theoretical physicists,” 
summed it up as follows: 

“No government has the 
right to decide on the truth 
of scientific principles, nor to 
prescribe in any way the 
character of the questions 
investigated. Neither may a 

Svante Pääbo goes on to 
ask: “How had all three kinds 
of human ended up there? 
How were Neanderthals and 
Denisovans related to each 
other and to the sole kind of 
human that inhabits the 
planet today? Did their an-
cestors have sex with ours?” 

Pääbo has a history of pos-
ing the kind of questions 
that a lesser scientist would 
not dare to say out loud. His 
team keeps producing in-
triguing results. When the 
researchers compared the 
Denisovan genome with 
those of various modern 
human populations, they 
found no trace of it in Russia 
or China, or anywhere else, 
for that matter—except in 
New Guineans and Australian 
Aborigines, whose genomes 
are about 5 percent 
Denisovan (National Geo-
graphic, July 2013). 

Australian scientists are not 
free to ponder such ques-
tions. Genetic research of 
Aboriginal samples is banned 
in Australia, most of human 
fossils have been destroyed, 
and it is no longer possible 

to compare Homo erectus 
samples such as found at 
Kow Swamp, with samples of 
contemporary Aborigines, 
and with Mungo Man DNA, 
which was analysed in 1995 
and found to have no genetic 
connection with any Aborigi-
nal group at all. 

Another study incorporating 
genomic surveys from differ-
ent Aboriginal Australians 
painted an even clearer pic-
ture of their ancestors’ con-
tacts with the Denisovans. 
Researchers led by Mark 
Stoneking at the Max Planck 
Institute show that these 
patterns hint at at least two 
waves of human migration 
into Asia: an early trek that 
included the ancestors of 
contemporary Aborigines, 
followed by a second wave 
that gave rise to the present 
populations of mainland Asia. 
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government determine the 
aesthetic value of artistic 
creations, nor limit the forms 
of literary or artistic expres-
sion. Nor should it pro-
nounce on the validity of 
economic, historic, religious, 
or philosophical doctrines. 
Instead it has a duty to its 
citizens to maintain the free-
dom, to let those citizens 
contribute to the further 
adventure and the develop-
ment of the human 
race” (Richard Feynman, The 
Meaning of It All, 1998). 

Despite the current situation 
in Australia, I still have faith 
that the time will come to 
reclaim our freedom to think 
independently, to seek sci-
entific truth, and to openly 
discuss Pre-Aboriginal races. 
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• Learn the real story of our Palaeolithic ancestors—a 

cosmopolitan story about intelligent and innovative peo-

ple—a story which is unlike that promoted by mainstream 

science. 

• Explore and regain confidence in your own ability 

to think for yourself regarding human ancestry as a 

broader range of evidence becomes available to you. 

• Join a community not afraid to challenge the 

status quo. Question with confidence any paradigm 

promoted as "scientific" that depends upon withholding 

conflicting evidence from the public in order to appear 

unchallenged. 
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