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To my brother Peter, my first scholarly role model

Tell-tale signs of long-range connectiof$ie newly opened tomb
of Tutankhamun (1341-1323 BCE), revealing numeparss of
spoked-wheel chariots (at the time a relatively teshnology in

Egypt, invented. 2000 BCE in Kazakhstan), and leopard-skin
motifs (e.g.on the stools — centre — and on the animal figsjin
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CHAPTER 1. INTERDISCIPLINARY CO-ORDINATES,
METHODOLOGICAL AND THEORETICAL ORIENTATION,
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, AND SUMMARY, FOR PARTS |
AND Il

At the beginning of this study, | wish to situatg mork in
the intermeshing disciplinary commitments that heasle
up my academic work since the 1960s; briefly defimg
overall methodological and theoretical perspectiged
acknowledge my indebtedness to a considerable nuafibe
people and institutions without which it would neveve
come into being.

1.1. Interdisciplinary co-ordinates
and acknowledgements for Parts |
and Il

In several respects, this is the work of a Mediteganist-
manqué

Douwe Jongmans, with the assistance of Klaas van de
Veen, competently and passionately introduced me to
Mediterranean anthropology, and (with the assistaoic
Marielou Creyghton and Pieter van Dijk) intensively-
pervised my first anthropological and historiogriaphre-
search (on popular religion in North-western Tuajisi
1967-68, under the aegis of the Department of Aptbr
ogy and Development Sociology, Amsterdam University
My debt to these colleagues is hardly smaller tthet to
the Musée des Arts et Traditions populaires, Tusmsl to
the villagers of Sidi Mammad and Mayziya. It is these vil-
lagers’ hospitality and trust which made this fietdk a
crucial reference point for everything | was to eridke as
an anthropologist, historian and intercultural psdpher
throughout my career. Jeremy Boissevain supervised
(1968-71) the academic work | wrote on the basishisf
fieldwork, and, as a Mediterraneanist, was largespon-
sible, in the end, for meot becoming one, but an African-
ist instead. André Kobben, the leading Dutch Afnisa
anthropologist of the mid-1950s to early 1970s, was
main teacher of social-science method and theouy tlais
book (in its confidence that modern anthropologyaaso-
cial science, offers insightful models of socioipcl or-
ganisation often superior to what alternatives utate
among historians, archaeologists and linguists)somere
than meets the eye to the intellectual seed he dsoyet
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much of what | attempt to do in the present studyld be
anathema to this role model of my intellectual yo(itstill
vividly remember the utter contempt and ridiculethwi
which André Koébben lectured on such early-twentieth
century CE diffusionists as Elliot Smith and Pemiereas
their approach, however obsolete, theoreticallydrarand
one-sided, here yet appears in a more positive)ligtiim
Wertheim was my inspiring guide into Asia, socidical
history and scholarly political and ideological faeiflexi-
vity, and thus a life-long inspiration. As my eatgachers,
Anton Reichling and Simon Dik laid the linguisticufeda-
tions, and R.A.M. Bergman the physical anthropoldgica
foundations, that made my excursions in the prelseak,
however defective, not blind sallies into totallgkmown
territory. The Palestinian refugd®uhammad Suudi taught
me principles of Arabic (1966-67), without whiclwbuld
never have felt at home, as a researcher, on thhesm
shores of the Mediterranean. Half a decade eartigrex-
cellent teachers at the St Nicolaaslyceum, Amsterda
(Mssrs van Buren S.C.J., Bank, Hamann, and Huurdeman),
taught me to read, and to love, classical Greek Laith,
and kindled my delight in the Homeric epics andDivid,
which has proved an essential asset for the presaahy.

At the same time, however, this book is very muneh t
work of a passionate Africanist, who even when terap
ily turning his gaze to the northern, Mediterranéamges
of the African continent, cannot help pressingeheerging
regional insights into service for the elucidatiohmajor
problems of long-range African pre- and protohigtor
Without the present research, | would never hageai-
ered the considerable evidence for Niger-Congo dherp
now exclusively African, linguistic macrophyla irhet
Mediterranean realm; would not have realised tlii@igf
between Ancient Greek and Bantu, in the linguisigtdf
but also in the socio-political field; would notJgacriti-
cally assessed Stephen Oppenheimer’'s Sunda thpsés (
ably red herrings as far as the Ancient Mediteraanis
concerned, yet valuable insights for the protohjstd sub-
Saharan Africa); would not have insisted on theuoence
and significance of Flood myths of large parts dfies,
and many other significant African-Eurasian conities in
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the field of comparative mythology; would not haee-
gaged in a lexical reconstruction of the proto-Balife
world with its indications of a homeland in a welitered
temperate climatic zone — nor would | have felt treed
for a detailed statistical assessment of Niger-CoBgmtu
as a possible reflex of *Borean hence as a spesifis
macrophylum cognate to Eurasiatic and to the nigjaf
other modern macrophyla of the world; and, to crawail,
I would never have found the inspiration nor thed¢o
formulate the Pelasgian Hypothesis as a viablerative
for Martin Bernal'sBlack Athenahesis, reversing his fac-
ile and seemingly politically-correct Afrocentrisfor a
more subtle appreciation of what sub-Saharan Afiéced
Egypt, brought to the wider world and what theyikt
from it to begin with — especially from a belt afething
cultural innovation extending, in the Neolithic aride
Early Bronze Age, from the fertile Sahara to ChinarkV
on the present project since 2000 spawned antidediall
these Africanist projects of mine now coming intaition
in the form of book manuscripts and articles, whhés
book’s final result in itself could not be attainadthout
the additional theoretical, methodological and dattad-
vances made in these Africanist projects.

As far as the Ancient Near East (including Egypil a
its connections with the Aegean and with Europeaas
whole are concerned, my present argument seeksrtg b
to maturity many of the themes that | explored frb896
onwards in the context of the collection | then lized as
a guest editor inMmA4ANTA (Proceedings of the Dutch Ar-
chaeological and Historical Socigtyunder the titleBlack
Athena Ten Years Afténow reprinted adBlack Athena
comes of age | thank all contributors to that collection,
and all participants in the preparatory 1996 caeriee, for
their continued inspiration. | am indebted to mynstime
PhD student Fred Woudhuizen, for sharing with mehe
first place, his exciting struggle to discover ‘gthnicity of
the Sea Peoples’, and, more in general, his vastleage
of Mediterranean archaeology and linguistics.

Although | must take full responsibility for thecse
tions that appear under my name, | am thankful red F
Woudhuizen for making extensive and constructivié-cr
cism of my contributions, and for reading their gfio

I am also indebted to Frans Wiggermann, for briggin
up this topic at the beginning of Woudhuizen’s Ridpec-
tory, in 1998; and to him and the other membershef
1994-95 Working Group on Magic and Religion in the-A
cient Near East, Netherlands Institute for Advangadlies
in the Humanities and Social Sciences, Wassenaanff
fering a context in which my long-standing anthriogical
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and historical interest in the modern Mediterraneaald
find a suitable addition from Assyriology and HelrBi-
ble / Old Testament studies. | wish to thank mytteo,
Peter Broers, during many years the Hon. Secrefatiyeo
Netherlands Association for the Study of Hebrew, ife
troducing me, at a tender age, to scholarship megé, and
more recently to the rudiments of Biblical Hebrelrough
his didactic methodQol devarim and through many spe-
cific discussions. It is fitting that my contribatis to this
book should be dedicated to him, in recognitioraafreat
and life-long indebtedness.

Through the years, the African Studies Centre, Lgide
the Netherlands, has formed a context where myoexypl
tions at the fringe of African Studies have founstieulat-
ing and supportive environment. | wish to thank my
colleagues there, especially those in the Themeiidron
Globalisation, and on Agency in Africa. Some of rthe
have graciously commented on earlier drafts of shigly;
others have contributed by driving home to me thenter-
paradigmatic nature of this kind of work, and fagcime to
face up to the consequences of such an intellestante.
The first notes towards the present study weredottown
during plane flights and at airports between thehkie
lands and Benin, and back, in January 2004; the difutke
work was done during a sabbatical period at theadrible
same year — although the need to get a much lggipeon
the comparative mythological implications of thewfe
scraps of cultural evidence we have on the Seal&sop
(boat symbolism, aquatic bird symbolism, dress aead-
gear, mirror symmetry); in combination with the rieas-
ingly opening up opportunities of identifying a stdmtial,
consensual ethnic basis for the Sea Peoples’ wiectili-
tary exploits in the genetic, ethnographic andrditg evi-
dence for a Black Sea / Mediterranean, Pelasgiantifge
from the Neolithic onward; and the development tdreg-
range comparative perspective on the Biblical Flaod
the figure of Noah (Hebrewii[a] ),! delayed the finalisa-

In my primarily historical and ethnic contributi¢Rart I) | have
avoided burdening the reader and myself with atterapspecial-
ist philological transliteration — except wherepksifically quote
from specialist linguistic sources such as Stamoéti Starostin
1998-2008. My extensive experience in scholarlyttimgi on Ara-
bic and African topics has convinced me that traesgstency in
transliteration is impossible to achieve unlesshatpain of total
illegibility. In the case of well-known Greek andbBcal nhames,
which have become an integral part of today’'s Nakthantic,
Judaeo—-Graeco-Roman—Christian heritage, | am toaititroduce
the element of estrangement associated with a forseholarly
transliteration, and | will follow, instead, theastlard anglicised
transliteration — hence Noah and Achilles insteddN@a/: and
Adilleus or Akhilleus This will also allow me to make extensive
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tion of my contribution by a few years — until annand
conclusive sabbatical period early 2011.

The Africanist context will be manifest throughaony
argument, and often makes for interesting and ithatng
perspectives, or so | like to think. This work iseoinstal-
ment in a continuous effort, in which | have enghgice
1990, to explore the very great extent to whichicafrhas
always, in the course of past millennia, been parthe
wider world, contributing to the other two contitenf the
Old World? as much as deriving from them. It is my firm
belief that the results of this kind of long-rarig&erconti-
nental and interdisciplinary research will conttibsignifi-
cantly to redressing the negative stereotypes lizate
surrounded Africa during the past few centuries] il
break down the boundaries of otherness within wiith
cans, and their descendants in the North Atlarggion,
have been increasingly imprisoned, as a resultof@mic
exploitation and intellectual condescension, onphe of
inhabitants of the North Atlantic region.

Much of the theoretical and comparative inspiration
for the present argument derives from my work asgssor
of ethnic studies in the Free University, Amsterda800-
98; with gratitude | recall the stimulating exchaagwith
my colleagues and students in that connection.

Peripherally inspired by the work of the French-
German Armenologist Joseph Kafstnmy approach to

use of standard English translations of the twdemdexts that
will serve as our case studies (the Homeric Achdeatialogue of
Ships, and the Biblical Table of Nations Genesis10). In the
rendering of other names including Ancient Egyptaares | will
usually employ a common-sense transliteration tiettays my
lack of philological pretensions. Names whose etpgy plays a
certain role in my argument may be rendered in nspegialised
transliteration the first time they occur, like N name here.
When the precise orthography of Egyptian wordg stake, | may
employ an Egyptian transliteration font. Certaimsmnants are
habitually underlined in Egyptian transliteratican,practice also
followed in the present book. When quoting from rewver of
Babel etymological database, | usually stick to its Afistiicode
MS rendering of reconstructed linguistic forms. Yatcasionally
(and then mainly the first time a proper name appeathe text)
will the original non-Latin €.g. Chinese) script be used for the
rendering of proper names — even though | am falsare of the
fact that the anti-hegemonic, non-Eurocentric sahat is advo-
cated throughout my argument, would be better sebyeinclu-
sion of the original scripts. My co-author Fred Wuizen has, in
Parts Il and IV, a more centrally philological angent, hence in
the sections authored by him will apply differeoheentions on
these points.

2 By a regrettable Eurocentrism implied in the comnusage, |
will designate the continents of Africa, Asia andr@&pe jointly as
the Old World, and North and South America as tee/NVorld.

3 A reassessment of Joseph Karst's (1931a, 1931&) evoMedi-
terranean ethnicity in protohistory was origingtigrt of the pre-
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Mediterranean protohistory postulates, throughbig te-
gion, a five-tiered linguistico-ethnic system, wherom-
plex and protean identities, as well as regionajuistic,
cultural and linguistic continuities, breed thorbugybrid-
ity, as a result but also as a precondition foegsant trans-
regional maritime contacts. This is in fact a maafgbroto-
globalisation, which owes a debt of intellectuadgimation
and debate to my fellow members — especially P&ter
schiere, Bonno Thoden van Velzen, Peter van der,Veer
Peter Pels, Birgit Meyer, Rijk van Dijk, Arjun Appaui
Partha Chatterjee, Seteney Shami, Jacqueline Bhaltha,
Hannerz and Cora Govers — of the WOTPRRYogramme
on Globalization and the Construction of Communahide
tities (1993-99), and of the associated Internatiddet-
work on Globalization.

A comparable inspiration | have derived, since 1998
from my work as professor of intercultural philobgpin
the Philosophical Faculty, Erasmus University Rolden;
the present argument contains many echoes of Hueisli
sions on interculturality, epistemology and thelggophy
of historiography, conducted in that context. Asredomi-
nantly methodological and theoretical argumenthwitfair
input of empirical linguistic, archaeological, coangtive
mythological, and ethnographic, empirical datagélfthat
the present study’s modest philosophical relevdiesgar-
ticularly in the reflection on the following topics

e the nature of proto- and prehistorical modes ofitf
and their specific substantive contents, which evhil
setting the scene for a hermeneutical approacheo t
Sea Peoples’ world, and to our two preparatory case
studies (the world of thiiad and ofGenesisl0), also
constitutes a contribution to the transcontineptal
tohistory of thought in general, hence to the mistaf
philosophy

» the meta-reflection on the nature of historical Who
edge construction as a negotiation betwesnic
(hermeneutic) ancktic (objectifying analytical) ap-
proaches, and

sent argument, but has now been relegated to aatepaublica-
tion (van Binsbergen 2011d), so as to retain dcafitdistance
from the inspiring, but methodologically stylistiiyamuddled, and
largely obsolete, work of the Lotharingian, FredoBerman spe-
cialist in Armenian languages; his work moreoveringvitably,

permeated with his time's reliance on the concéptaoe, even
though in his hands this led not to the usual adoraof the

blond-and-blue-eyed somatype, but, refreshinglythi celebra-
tion of a genetically, somatically and culturallybinid ‘Mediterra-

nean race’ (alsof. Sergi 1901).

4 Netherlands Foundation of Tropical Research, &idiv of the
Netherlands Research Foundation NWO.
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« the meta-reflection on the historian’s knowledge-
political role as producing a narrative that exged
the myths of others, and at the same time letete
pirical evidence constrain, to the greatest expessi-
ble (which
production and circulation of scholarly myths.

is yet depressingly little), our own

A critical epistemological perspective also opemps u
when | repeatedly discuss the geopolitical, Eurteeand
other paradigmatic ideological pitfalls in the oaxttof the
study of protohistory. There is a further, impliedevance
for the history of philosophy: as an investigatioto the
processes that (according to the dominant vievhefSea
Peoples Episode among specialists today) wereidedrs
putting an end to the Levant as the westernmoseapie
of cultural initiative in the Old World (where néathree
millennia of specialist proto-scientific thoughtpeded the
lonian Pre-Socratics even though the latter aregad to
be the founders of scientific rationality.> Jt appears to be
the demise of the Hittite empire and the weakemihgn-
cient Egypt by the end of the Bronze Age, which edus
the focus of cultural and intellectual initiative $hift even
further westward, toward Greece, Carthage and Rome. T
present study, therefore, addresses a crucial ntoinen
global cultural history, as a precondition for tiwe of the
Western philosophical tradition. In fact, the pbkidphical
content of this argument is considerably more esiten
and includes (Chapters 2 and 3) explorations inécfdiin-
dations of the philosophy of history and of theiabsci-
ences, with practical methodological implicatioms the
study of ethnicity in the Mediterranean Bronze Age.

The work thus reflects major critical topics inentul-
tural philosophy. My detailed analysis of the hiital ac-
tors’ handling of ethnic and toponymic onomastittaves
us more than a glimpse of ancient, and enduringlenof
thought, and helps us to understand what transf@nsa
and distortions are involved when, upon this matexie
project our present-day scientific rationality. Hower,
from the perspective of intercultural philosophy tinain
relevance of my argument is that its long-rangepective
on world-wide continuities in space and time bringsto
realise that cultural difference and ethnico-catloounda-
ries are, largely, the effect dfansformative localisation
working upon a surprisingly inert,e. constant, cultural
heritage going back to the Upper Palaeolithic OlorM —

a heritage whose core may well be deemed to hase be
common to Anatomically Modern Humans (today’s vigrie
of humans, to which all present-day human popuilatio

5Cf.van Binsbergen 2010b.
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belong), for 60,000 years (60 Rar more, as part of the
‘Out of Africa’ cultural package.

1.2. Overall methodological and
theoretical perspective for Parts |
and Il

This overview of my personal intellectual intingrarow
allows me to characterise, in a few words, my matho
logical and theoretical orientation in the presstntly.

My argument situates itself at the interaction heestv
a theoretical inspiration and several bodies of igogh
data. From my extensive protohistorical work in thoand
South Central Africa, | derive an awareness of theial
role a theoretically informed model may play in nmakthe
best of the typically defective data out of whiatotphis-
tory is to be made. In the process, models musisbd in a
creative and flexible manner, yet if they are tadl¢oex-
planation such models have to be applied explicitly, con-
sistently, and with methodical rigour, — and theydto be
applied toall available data regardless of the specific dis-
ciplines that have produced and that manage thaseinl
the first place. Hence protohistorical researchligerently
interdisciplinary. Although protohistorical reconsttion
on the basis of oral tradition has constitutedrgdaart of
my published work, | was initially trained as anthan-
pologist and development sociologist, and this imasle
me particularly conversant with two kinds of datattsel-
dom play a central role in protohistorical reconstions:

(a) ethnographic distributions through space and time,

(b) the inspiring light that intensively studied confmon
rary’ ethnographic situations may cast on even the dis-
tant past of a culture area.

Initially a specialist on North African Islam andriA
can religion, in the 1970s-1980s my work on modés o
production and precolonial state formation incneglsi
brought me to consider models and theories of etidiein-
tity, state formation and political conflict thaave consid-
erably informed the present argument. Over the tpasity

6 ka = kilo years, millennia; BP = Before PresentlB BC = Be-
fore the C[ommon ]E[ra]. | take the Common Era &otbe stan-
dard in world-wide modern scholarship, and havepsegsed
references to dating in other systems of time retigincluding
the Jewish, Christian, and Islamic ones, even vetpgaticable.

7 The word ‘contemporary’ is ambiguous since it cagan: from
our own present time, or from the period under wtlavariably,
in my argument, | will use the word in the lattense.
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years, this orientation of earlier decades waschad with
the long-range problematics emanating from my compa
tive and historical, increasingly transcontinen&ilydy of
African divination systems, games, myths, and ottighly
formal complexes of symbolic production. This fatome
to subsequently apply such historicised transcailther-
meneutics as | had acquired when studying religioois
my own, and as | had further developed in the fafléth-
nicity, to narratives, sign systems, and theirratieg icon-
ographies. My contributions to thBlack Athenadebate
helped me to focus, once more, on the Mediterrgnian
familiarise myself somewhat with the civilisatidanguage
and script of Ancient Egypt; to critically reviewgipt's
relevant connections with sub-Saharan Africa arith wie
Aegean; and to specifically tailor, for the Mediterean
and to its Late Bronze Age protohistory, the epistegy
and the politics of transcultural knowledge condinn
which constitute (my particular brand of) intercuétl phi-
losophy. Meanwhile, with the help of additional daey in
population genetics and in long-range linguistiespg-
cially Sergei Starostin’'s *Borean Hypothesis), | rems-
ingly engaged in explorations into prehistory, irbid to
define the geographically most extensive, and tistoti-
cally most remote, context of ‘knowabilitycfi Renfrew
2000) for the transcontinental connections whichaom-
parative work on formal cultural systems had brduigh
light. My leading concern in all this was to esislibimore
solid empirical and theoretical grounds for what hia-
creasingly come to dominate my approach to intéucail
philosophy and ethnic studies: the hope (rathes, dbr-
tainty, based on my own extensive and prolongedquex
transcultural experiences in Africa and Asia) thahind
the multiplicity of worldviews, logics, religiongesthetics,
definitions of the human person, and ethnic idesjtthe
underlying fundamental unity of humankind could d&
tablished and, from a theoretical position looklrack at
the distant past, could be developed into an ethficgob-
alisation for today and tomorrow. In this way | Basought
to contribute, as a prehistorian of philosophyth® recon-
struction of humankind’s oldest traceable formshafught
(for which myth and language are our richest saume
information). Specifically for this purpose | adegt on the
risky authority of others, such tools as Cann, Stome &
Wilson’s Out-of-Africa Hypothesi8, Starostin’s *Borean
Hypothesis, and Karst's hypothetical five-tieredhréto-
linguistic model for the Mediterranean Bronze Age.t Bu
finding these tools, inspiring and illuminating thgh they

8 Cannet al.1987.
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proved be, not quite sufficient to account for tiedh tex-
ture and the manifest connections in the historitzeh at
hand, | personally developed, as further backgrdanthe
present argument, several additional compreheniive
potheses:

1. TheAggregative Diachronic Model of Global Mythol-
ogy? i.e. a systematic reconstruction of such embry-
onic mythemes (‘Narrative Complexes’) as were
already present in Middle Palaeolithic culturaliher
tage (‘Pandora’s Box’) of Anatomically Modern Hu-
mans prior to their exodus out of Africa; the
subsequent innovation and transformation of thét he
tage in the context of a series of specific ‘Corgeott
Intensive Transformation and Innovation’ mainly on
Asian soil, and the subsequent feed-back of the-inn
vated and transformed product into sub-Saharan Af-
rica in the context of the ‘Back-to-Africa’” movement
(from c. 15 ka BP on), which geneticit¥shave re-
cently discovered.

2. The hypothesi¢ according to which the Eurasian Up-
per Palaeolithic saw, in the consciousness of time ¢
temporary historical actors, the succession of two
cosmogonic schemes: first the horizontal Cosmogony
of the Separation of Water and Lar{anplying a crea-
tor goddess as ‘Mother of the Primal Waters’, virgi
nally producing her son and subsequent lover, the
Land), then the Cosmogony of thHgeparation of
Heaven and EarthThe latter persisted as the domi-
nant world-view to the present time, and spreath¢o
other continents, while from the Neolithic on this
dualist scheme was revolutionised into a dialettica
triadic one, with the junior third member servirge t
reconnection, one way or another, of the traumatic
Separation of Heaven and Earth on which the cosmic
order had come to depend.

3. The Pelasgian Hypothesf® which identifies as a

Neolithic and Early Bronze Age cultural seedbed
(yielding dozens of specific cultural traits) theggion
between the fertile Sahara, the Northern shorédhef t
Mediterranean, and Western Central Asia; throughout
the Bronze Age this Primary Pelasgian realm gradu-
ally expanded, to finally ramify into all four dcgons

by the Late Bronze Age according to a ‘cross-model’

9 van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b.

10 ¢f, Crucianiet al. 2002; Coieet al.2005; Hammeet al. 1998.
11 van Binsberger.s.2008.

12 van Binsbergen 2011b; and the present volume, ©h&8
andpassim
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bringing a transformed Pelasgian heritage to Central
and Western Europe (the Celtic world), Northern
Europe (the Uralic and Germanic world), the Eurasia
Steppe with extensions into East, South and South
East Asia, and to the Niger-Congo > Bantu speaking
world of sub-Saharan Africa.

‘Data reduction and interpretation through hermetieu

pattern recognition in an explicit and theoretigall
informed, yet speculative, long-range historicargpec-
tive’ covers much of this cargo, and that is a chariaeter
tion that may appeal to the archaeologist, everugho
much of the data and the methods | employ here dvatl
first glance not be readily recognised as archagodh
Thus | bring to the study of ethnicity in the Ld&@eonze
Age the methodology of a long-range spatial andotenal
scope that does not usually inform the analysithefSea
Peoples, the Homeric poems a@G@nesis but of whose

illuminating effectiveness the reader will be thdge.

1.3. Acknowledgements for Parts |
and Il continued

Working away from main-stream paradigms, a longgean
is often a lone ranger, with all the dangers otisiein and
idiosyncracy, of straying far from the discursivagntiation
of intersubjectivity that is the hallmark of scidiat re-
search; and also with the risk of disciplinary anstitu-
tional isolation not to say ostracism. The tranggimary
and counter-paradigmatic approach pursued in thsept
argument and in my other current work has comecdra
tain price. On the other hand, however, | have Hedn-
nate that my path has crossed that of others piimgea
similar approach and sharing their vast knowledgartin
Bernal, whose insistence on Aegean / Egyptian coitiés
was a revelation a quarter of a century ago, atitbadh
meanwhile far more impressive continuities in spand
time have opened up in the light of which his osimplis-
tic pioneering position is less and less tenablg,contri-
butions to this book would never have been writtéthout
his initial inspiration; John Argyle, whose daringmpara-
tive linguistic exploration’s (however the work of dilet-
tante like my own) have greatly helped me to formulate
my own ideas concerning the place of the Niger-Caaryb
Khoisar}4 linguistic families among the world’s languages;

13 cf. Argyle 1994., 1999, n.d. [ 1987 ], and personahominica-
tion.

14 The nomenclature of linguistic macrophyla is ingistent and

24

Michael Rappengliick, a competent guide in the figid
archaeoastronomy and its symbolism; Michael Witagl;
liant Sanskritist, driving force behind the inspgiMother
Tongue journal and network and behind the Harvard
Round Table and the International Association for €om
parative Mythology, and insightful fellow exploref the
prehistory of mythology; Vaclav Blazek, a brillianbm-
parative linguist who in many constructive contaoter
the years did not manage to make me abandon myereun
paradigmatic approaches to language, but at leastged

to put across where and why they are consideredeto
counter-paradigmatic, or simply wrong; and Mineke
Schipper and Daniela Merolla, whose inspiring pangmne
on myth at Leiden University has greatly helpedtméor-
mulate my ideas concerning the mythical in sciearue the
science in myth.

My wife and children have loyally and lovingly ac-
cepted the hard work spent on this study, and ¢neami-
tant domestic pressure, as the overdue tributertonaber
of life-long passions on my part, which for decatiese
had to live in the shadow of my principal identity an Af-
ricanist and thus had to be relegated to nightgkemds
and vacations: a passion for the Mediterraneanpifoto-
history, ethnicity, linguistics, the comparativendéing of
vast expanses of space and time, and the unrayelfian-
cient modes of thought.

For more than a decade now, my son Vincent has
taken care of my computer facilities, successfathapting
to ever more excessive demands, salvaging esselatial
after cataclysmic disasters, and thus making thesqmt
study technologically possible. The indexes to thiok
were compiled with software my brother and | dmfte
nearly a quarter of a century ago, and improved tive
years. When the only type of computer still supipgrthis
software irretrievably broke down, a total strandgerard
de Braconier, graciously supplied a replacement.r Ghe
years, Kirsten Seifikar, my PhD student and fellnember

somewhat mystifying. Thus the name Khoisan is based com-
bination of two names, Khoi / Khoe and San, whidéntify two
Southern African groups, the former historicallynsisting of pas-
toralists, the latter of hunter-gatherers. Howetleg, common ten-
dency among linguists is not to highlight this bgund by
hyphenating the two names, but by contracting thrgmKhoisan
thus in a way reifying the linguistic unity argueunderlie these
groups despite very different modes of productidithough my
anthropological background would bring me to pered{hoi and
San as different ethnic groups, | shall follow tmenmon (though
not universal) linguistic usage. By the same tokienwill be
Afroasiatic and not Afro-Asiatic, Eurasiatic andt rieur-Asiatic,
etc.; but the name Indo-European will stand, mabdgause the
succession of three vowels would cause confusichowt hy-
phenation.
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of the editorial board of the journ&uest An African
Journal of Philosophy / Revue Africaine de Phildsep
has gone out of her way to facilitate my scholavtyk by
bibliographical and other library services, whichppreci-
ate all the more since | have seldom been ablertmner-
ate her financially.

While | am most grateful for these various esséntia
contributions, the responsibility for the views ggated in
the present argument is entirely mine.

I am not sure, even, whether | can bear that respon
bility. This work, inevitably, intrudes on a conserdble
number of disciplines for which | have no spectaliain-
ing. | have done my very best to limit the inevieadam-
age and blunders that such a situation invites,eyery
specialist will find enough cause here for distrésfuria-
tion, or worse still, ridicule. | can only repeatrh the dis-
claimers that | have planted at strategic placesutfhout
the text. My principal aim, with this study, is tretical
and methodological — which is where | do have solain
to authority. However, | found | could not makehadreti-
cal and methodological argument up in the air, ireded
to consider the available empirical material inagreetail
in order to bring out crucial theoretical and metblogical
implications. | am an old hand at the protohist@ritandi-
work, including the analysis of oral tradition anuyth,
when it comes to illiterate or semi-illiterate set@s of
South Central Africa and peasant North Africa in ee-
ond millennium CE. Over the past decade, | haveredte
into current debates on Ancient Mesopotamian magie,
cient boardgames, divination, astronomy, writingtegs,
myths, other formal and symbolic systems, and emtler-
its of theBlack Athenathesis. Against this background |
just could not bring myself to entirely refrain fnotaking
sides in the interpretation of the controversiah $eoples
material, and in the preparatory case studies Hibrmeric
Catalogue of Ships, and the Biblical Table of Natjoms
which | have sought to sharpen our theoretical aueth-
odological tools for the study of ethnicity in Mégtranean
protohistory. However, my readers will have undmust
my intentions if they heed — or, even better, désmain ex-
plicitly argued and empirically supported groundsmy
theoretical and methodological admonitions, whakirig
my empirical pronouncements with a pince of salt.

1.4. Summary of Parts | and Il

The use of ethnonyms, and even the reliance orrgan a
ment that situates cultural continuity or differemrimarily
in equivalence or distinction between ethnonymsegase-
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senting significant socio-cultural complexes, i af the
most conspicuous features of cultural, historical proto-
historical studies of the Ancient Near East, Antiggypt,
and the Aegean. The ethnic model, variants of whiehe
already utilised by the Ancient writers from Herta® to
Caesar and Tacitus, is so much taken for grantedwtba
scarcely realise that behind this model there farafrom
self-evidenttheory of how societies and cultures are organ-
ised, individually and in mutual contact, what kee¢pem
together and what makes them change. Ethnicitynés af
the inveterate blind spots of Ancient Studies. Thiall the
more remarkable, because the vast majority of asitban-
tributing to these studies, both in Antiquity amdModern
times, have been citizens of complex states ané hav
identified themselves, primarily, in ethnic termsthn
terms of social and professional class, universalisals,
religion, and citizenship.

In the present project, Fred Woudhuizen and | have
sought (each in our own specialist way and withoedes-
sarily agreeing with each other) to challenge theom-
fortable lack of sophistication surrounding the uske
ethnicity and ethnonyms in Ancient Studies. Woudbnj
as an ancient historian and linguist, has tackiedproto-
history of the ethnicity of the Sea Peoples, briggio bear
upon his strongly empirical analysis all relevantaimen-
tary, linguistic and archaeological material thatrenthan a
century of Sea Peoples studies have consideredydihet-
ing much material that hitherto has not been driatmthe
orbit of such studies; his analyses, which havaeghhim a
PhD from the Erasmus University Rotterdam, cong#ut
Parts Il of the present volume. My individual caéitition
to the project, making up Part | and Part I, lhaen to
concentrate on the theoretical and methodologidaissof
studies in Ancient ethnicity (Part I) — although the proc-
ess, | found that it was impossible to make theegsary
theoretical and methodological points without estea
and critical discussions of the empirical data, awen
without taking sides in major or minor debates @wning
specific empirical issues (Part Ill). But however ahu
Woudhuizen and | may differ in detail and in ovedisci-
plinary orientation, | am extremely pleased thatha end
we can offer the reader a balanced synthesis, twaad
by both of us (Part IV), in which our respectivews turn
out to be complementary rather than diametricgblyased,
and in which also a further methodological and Uistic
vindication is offered of the more controversialinis in
our book.

In this way, the present study reflects and contwine
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my long-standing interest in a number of togies:

« the theory and methodology of ethnicity (the deaign
tion of my chair at the Free University, Amsterdam,
1990-98);

e ethnic processes in the Mediterranean region in the
Bronze Age as well as today;

e the struggle to critically explore the conditionsr f
valid intercultural knowledge production across-spa
tial and temporal boundaries;

« long-range research into world cultural history,aim
attempt to assess whether there are any fundamental
transcontinental connections between the majori-cont
nental currents of cultural history, and whethersit
possible to make out any fundamental and universal
features of human thought, symbolisation, religion,
and culture;

e and finally (as the most long-standing, constant] a
intense of these personal passions): the theory and
methodology of protohistoryj.e. creating history
where previously no history yet existedtably at the
borderline of prehistory, where documentary sources
are absent — and at the borderline of myth.

My approach to ethnicity in protohistory is not piypn
invented from first principles as a purely thearatiexer-
cise, but has been developed in the course ofdecades
in the concrete research practice of investigating

1. oral history in a practically illiterate peasantisty
in North Africa (18-20th century CEand
2. formalised oral traditions as confronted with frag-

mented individual oral historical accounts in South
Central Africa (16th-20th century CRJ.

Meanwhile, the specific argument that follows would
never have been written unless as a by-productyo$umn
pervising Fred Woudhuizen’s PhD project on ‘Thenéth
ity of the Sea Peoplestfi Woudhuizen 2006a). It was in
response to Woudhuizen’s historically and archagoétly
rich draft texts that | realised the need for apligption, to
the Late Bronze Mediterranean, of such concepthab-t

15 For bibliographical details, in general, and sfieaily on my
output on these topics, see the cumulative bitdiplgy at the end
of this book.

16 van Binsbergen 1970, 1971a, 1971b, 1971c, 1979804,
1980b, 1985a, 1985b, 1988b, and forthcoming (a).

17 Especially van Binsbergen 1992a, and further 198008b,
2010c.

26

retical and methodological sophistication as theltof
ethnicity has reached with regard to both presegt-Aff-
rica and the multicultural societies of the NorttiaAtic
region today. | have been greatly inspired by Woud-
huizen’s data and arguments, and | have gratefatly
knowledged so at various points in my text. My prgs
study therefore is an attempt to make, fully writteut on
paper, the translation from Africa-inspired ethstiadies to
Mediterranean Bronze Age studies.

This study has the following structure:

Mainly on the basis of my Africa-based expertise in
ethnic studies, | shall first briefly present, inapker 2, an
abstract general discussion of ethnicity within seepe of

social science research. This will introduce sofm&®im-
portant concepts and theoretical insights | wippagl to for
an approach to ethnicity in the Late Bronze Age. Wile
see that ethnicity is much more than the classifinaof
human individuals in terms of an ethnic labethnicity is
in the first place a way of creating a wide-rangiisgpra-
local socially (politically, religiously, economiltg) struc-
tured space as a context for social, economic,tipali
military and ritual interaction over a relativelyagt area.
To highlight these aspects | shall repeatedly stigsw
ethnicity has at least three constituent aspetisiicity is
1. a system of mental classification into
finite number of specific, named ethnic groups,
2. a socio-political structure, notably a device to
turn the overall, neutral geographical space into a
ethnically structured space accommodating a num-
ber of concrete named groups in interaction, and
3. a process, involving both the interaction of these
ethnic groups over time, and the dynamics (emer-
gence, maturation, change, decline, replacement,
etc.) of the overall ethnic space they constitate t
gether; of this process we distinguish at least two
important movements
a. ethnogenesig®amounting to the redefi-
nition (through changes in the classification sys-
tem) of the overall ethnic space so as to
accommodate a new ethnic group (often with re-
percussions for the other groups already recog-
nised within that space)
ethnicisation, as the internal process of
‘taking consciousness’ through which members
of an essentially non-ethnic category in the
socio-economic-political

space redefine their

18 cf. Miihimann 1985.
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identity increasingly in ethnic terms (usually un-
der the influence of a local elite).

In Chapter 3 | shall approach ethnicity in the Easte
Mediterranean in the Late Bronze Age as a specdic r
search problem, entering into a discussion of fhexific
empirical, methodological and theoretical problethat
arise in this situation of protohistory (characted by a
paucity of empirical data) and suggesting possgd&i-
tions. Here | will especially address historianglkknown
and understandable reluctance vis-a-vis systerttadiore-
tising,

Before we then proceed to two case studies that will
highlight the specific methodological and theoraitidiffi-
culties of the study of ethnicity in the Late Bron&ge
Mediterranean, Chapter 4 presents, plegomena
themes in long-range linguistics. Here we will fhamise
ourselves with the *Borean Hypothesis which recartssr
hypothetical parent forms of the lexica of mostaday’'s
languages, in the form of an Upper-Palaeolithicdtlypti-
cal language to which the name *Borean has beemgive
Against this background we will try to identify, addition
to the obvious and recognised languages availablthe
Late Bronze Age Mediterranean scene, uninvited gusst
far largely overlooked by scholarship: mainly Niger
Congo>Bantu, a language macrophylum now exclusively
spoken in sub-Saharan Africa, whilst in the Egyptian-
text we shall highlight indications of the Uralidnygum
(and of the shamanism that is often associated thit
phylum). Finally we will draw these elements togatin
the formulation of a hypothetical five-tiered lirgtico-
ethnic model for the Late Bronze Age Mediterraneamss,
cording to which that region by that time was atiyeaub-
ject to conditions of proto-globalisation, under igéh
linguistically homogeneous populations were not rihle,
but every area typically displayed a plurality ahguage
phyla, in an hierarchical socio-political arrangetnehere
the dominant strata predominantly spoke Indo-Eumape
and / or Afroasiatic (linguistically relative newuoers),
whereas the subaltern strata spoke older scionghen
*Borean tree, often relegated to the status of subede
substrate languages.

In Chapters 5 and 6 | shall seek to apply at leasies
of the principles outlined in the preceding chagptéo two
well-known texts from the Early to Middle Iron Ageéhich
scholars have since long recognised as importainteye
to ethnic structures in the Late Bronze Age: the Elgen
Achaean Catalogue of Ships, and the Biblical TablNaf
tions in Genesisl0. A close reading of these texts specifi-
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cally with the aim of identifying aspects of ethnic
classification, structure and process will reveahs hith-
erto unnoticed ethnic traits; will help us to test some of
the methodological and theoretical notions developere

in general in the earlier chapters; will remindafighe fact
that often the protohistorical situations we seelnterpret
in ethnic terms, are in great measure merely mgthand
will help us prepare for what Fred Woudhuizen armve
chosen as oypiece de resistanceéhe question of the eth-
nicity of the Sea Peoples.

The two case studies have a parallel composition.
They first situate the document under study (Achaeata-
logue of Ships, and Table of Nations) in its sgedifstori-
cal context, seek to understand its place in thgdowork
(the lliad, the Bible) in which the document is incorpo-
rated, and try to understand the document as aagatnst
a necessarily brief overview of the abundantly labdé
scholarly literature. Both documents turn out to djan-
deed, a strongly mythical and cosmological oriéortat
which we first need to appreciate before the docurnan
be used as a historical source on Late Bronze Agsicet
ity. | address the question of how to use Earljiddle
Iron Age data in a bid to reconstruct ethnicitytlre, im-
mediately preceding, Late Bronze Age. The treatnudnt
both documents concentrates on the question atidi-
fication of the onomastic material (ethnonyms aapot
nyms) they contain. For the Achaean Catalogue opsShi
we arrive at a coherent view, which adds a few mémor
points to the study of ethnicity and political onggation in
the Homeric Age. | also discuss the relevanceSta Peo-
ples Studies, of the Homeric images of the Greaerb
Troy. For the Table of Nations however, the proldeon
onomastic identification turn out to be truly draimand,
to judge by the extensive literature reviewed,uaty in-
surmountable, even if an extensive discussion®fjimea-
logical format of the Table of Nations equips usthwi
additional analytical tools.

Some of the underlying questions that inform an at-
tempt at ethnic analysis of the Table of Natiorrs mut to
be:

* must the document be considered the work of tree int
grating conscious mind of Early to Middle Bronze
Age Syro-Palestinian actors, and be interpreted in
terms of their own specific historical knowledgedan
experience, or can it be considered an accidental
sediment of very disparate and heterogeneous ono-
mastic, ethnohistorical and especially mythicagfra
ments from all over the Ancient World, with posgibl
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a much deeper time scale?

e may we expect pure, monolithic linguistico-ethnic
groups, or is hybridity the standard format of éthn
already by the Late Bronze Age — as it is today unde
globalisation? is such hybridisation a sign of prot
globalisation, already in the Late Bronze Age?

After these more general discussions in Part Id Feud-
huizen will take the floor in Part Il with his dd&, state-
of-the-art specific discussion of the ethnicity the Sea
Peoples, on the basis of the few available printrgu-
ments and of the vast secondary literature.

When he has presented his well-argued and well-
documented case, the theoretical and methodologieat
points developed in Part | will allow us to raiseedunda-
mental ethnicity-related question that remainechsnered
in his otherwise impressive synthedimiw was it possible
that the Sea Peoples, coming from such geographpical
dispersed origins, could identify sufficiently withe an-
other to form a formidable force capable of dealagle-
thal blow to the Hittite empire and of permanently
weakening the Egyptian stat¥Poudhuizen’s answer is in
terms of a shared Indo-European identity and offieldh
expansion pressure, engendering an adventurousanoti
tion to go and plunder the wealth of very distangdoms.

In Part 11l I question this solution, and | offan alternative
interpretation of the Sea Peoples data, in termslafively
peripheral and archaic segmentary groups seeking to
counter, by a combined eastbound and westbound move-
ment, encroachment by theearby states offatti and
Egypt From this alternative perspective the Urnfield an
Indo-European factors appear less than exhaustiek a
conclusive as an explanation for ethnéentification
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among the Sea Peoples (also in view of the non-Indo
European linguistic elements | will identify in Chiap4).
Thus, | propose to attribute such ethnic identifarato the
Sea Peoples’ conscious affirmation of an extendiedim-
Mediterranean identity that, | submit, had exissgtce at
least the Early Bronze Age — an ethnic awarenesstiath
‘Pelasgian’ is proposed as a suitable analyticah teven
though the polysemy of this term throughout therigea
three millennia of its use inevitably invites cosiftn and
misunderstanding? From what few scraps of factual in-
formation we have concerning the Sea Peoples’ mutind
worldview, | argue that these manifest a Pelasgi@nta-
tion. | make this claim against the background ofeay
extensive list of Pelasgian traits. My ExtendedaBgian
Hypothesis sees the Pelasgian cultural substrier @e-
veloping in the Neolithic and Early Bronze Ages imea
gion extending from the fertile Sahara to Centralaps
expand in all four directions — Central and Western
Europe; Northern Europe; the Eurasian steppe ayaiioe
and sub-Saharan Africa. This process effectivelyia
Pelasgian traits across half the globe, using ¢lelriolo-
gies of chariot and seafaring as main vehiclespoéad.
My discussion makes it possible to reconsider radtéves
for the eastbound movement as propelled by thei&ldnf
expansion, which modern scholarshig. Kimmig 1964)
has favoured in the last few decades, and whicb als
Woudhuizen adopts as his main explanatory model.

After this extensive second opinion, we two co-
authors will come back in Part IV in order to clinthis
book’s argument, anticipating major criticism esplg
from the linguistic side, and demonstrating that appar-
ently so divergent views are yet complementary eweh
largely overlapping.

19¢f.van Binsbergen 2011b.





