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1. Introduction

Having tried to do full justice, throughout the peding pages of the
present book, to Martin Bernal as a visionary satiplinnovator with a
strong sense of the transcontinental politics awiedge in our time and
age, it is time to conclude this collection with examination of the limits
of the Black Athenahesis and of Afrocentricity as a empirical exaleomy
models. Here | will not dwell any longer on the iteeof Bernal’s approach
as an etymologist claiming to derive systematiclaxgtion from sound
laws that, in his hands, allow exceptions and aréhér adapted for the
occasion; or — on the credit side — as a histarfadeas looking for racism
in late 18" and early 19 century CE, when European expansion on
global scale was in full swing (although still faom its full extent, which
was reached a century later), and when the bigstlians-Atlantic slave
trade was the surest sign of the implicitly rapiggmises of West European
society at the time. As an Africanist seeking tdirdethe place of sub-
Saharan Africa and its inhabitants within long-ramgpbal cultural history,
my focus has been, through the years, on the guesthether théBlack
Athenathesis offers a viable model for long-term trangcwntal cultural
processes between Africa and Eurasia. My argunme@hiapter 9 of this
collection, on ‘Rethinking Africa’s contribution tglobal cultural history’
(written in 1995-1997), interpreted the informatithen at my disposal in
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an Afrocentrist sense largely informed by the irejpon from Black
Athena In the one and a half decades that have elafpseg] $ have further
specialised in long-range research, tackling araedimg range of topics,
hopefully improving my methodology, finding a comggd and critical
network of researchers engaged in similar problEs&t.g. in the Harvard
Round Tables around the Arthurian Sanskritist Meth&itzel, and in the
International Association for Comparative Mytholpggnd increasingly
familiarising myself somewhat with major ancilldrglds of research such
as genetics, long-range linguistics, archaeologg, @omparative mytho-
logy. In the process | have constantly confronteg fmdings with the
Black Athenahesis, and the enthusiasm that still charactensg defence
of Afrocentrism against Howe, (Chapter 10 in thadlection, dating from
the year 2000), has gradually given way to substashbubt.

2. Transcontinental continuities — but what wasriexchanism
and the direction of their transmission?

Already shortly after the 1997 publication of paftthe present collection
as a special issue of the jourf@1ANTA | had started on a book draft
with the working titleGlobal bee flight(the argument’s red line was to
trace what | then saw as the global ramificatioh&rient Egyptian royal

titulature ‘She of the Reed and the Bi%).l This project grew out of a

request from Martin Bernal to contribute to a cdilen of papers by
scholars sympathetic to hiBlack Athenathesis. In this connection,
however, working on Egyptian royal titulature andtbe manifold cultural
and linguistic continuities between the Egyptianlt®eand West Asia
including Anatolia (see below), | soon came todbaclusion that the West
Asian / Mediterranean contribution to the Anciemjyptian dynastic state
and culture had to be regarded as independens iowih right, and could
not be reduced to a North-bound influence from Saharan Africa in
terms of the Afrocentric model. This finding obvsby complicated any
further close collaboration with Bernal, in an atpg to prove my point my
text expanded far beyond article length, frictiamsse, and | did not make
Bernal’'s deadline. Frustrated, doubting my proviaioresults but initially
lacking the transdisciplinary resources and ingjpnato do better, |
allowed the long book draft to be shelved everesirauntil | returned to

1 The two tsa mark the expression as unmistakably feminine, eweatour gender
assumptions about ritual or political leaders iadynastic and early dynastic Egypt. On
the inveterate habit of attributing male genderuers, even when this is not syntactically
indicated nor historically likelycf. van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 199Z¢ears of Rain:
Ethnicity and history in central western Zamplzondon / Boston: Kegan Paul Inter-
national, from the perspective of Nkoya precolohiatory.
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the text with a revised version of the original wargent? and a recent
definitive statement in the form of a long artielatitied ‘The continuity of
African and Eurasian mythologie¥’.

That there were such continuities was not in do&or the Nkoya
people of Zambia, South Central Africa, with whoralve done intensive
oral-historical and ethnographic fieldwork since tarly 1970s and with
whose language, culture, society and history | anversant, | could
recently list 26 mythemes that play an importah io Nkoya mythology,
whilst the parallel attestations of the same my#®im Eurasia (including,
prominently, Egypt and Ancient Greece) took me dszef pages and
hundreds of references. In earlier projects | sidhe global distribution
of formalised culture systems such as the mankalard game and
geomantic divination of. Chapter 9, above); animal symbolism in clan
names and astronomical terminology; leopard-skimtmlism; and the
distribution of the belief in a unilateral beinguc® transcontinental
comparison was also extended to the ramificatiodnshe Niger-Congo
linguistic macrophylum as, possibly, a branch @f teconstructed *Borean
parent language spoken in Central Eurasia somea2BFR¢ Most of my
empirical research of the last two decades has &ieesd at demonstrating
transcontinental continuities involving sub-Sahardidrica. In my
professional identity as an intercultural philosephl have pursued this
line of research, ultimately in a bid to demon&ratin the face of the
traumatic insistence on difference or rather orlwestan that is inherent in
all thinking in terms of race, ethnicity, natiorsah and continentalism — the
fundamental underlying unity of all of us, Anatowdig Modern Humans —
the sub-species that came into being in Africadf. Ra BP, and that spread
from Africa all over the world from c. 80 ka BP.

In my Nkoya research, recognition of elementsatlyereminiscent of
Egypt came as a real eye-opener. | only becamewgbatéamiliar with the

2 yvan Binsbergen, Wim M.J, 1998-2006, ‘Skulls ararse Identifying and analysing
an African fantasy space extending over 5000 kikoeseand across 5000 years’: Paper
read at the conference ‘Fantasy spaces: The pofvenmames in a globalizing world’
(convenors Bonno Thoden van Velzen & Birgit Mey@grt of the WOTRO [Netherlands
Foundation for Tropical Research] research progrart@iobalization and the construc-
tion of communal identities’, Amsterdam, the Netaprds, 26-29 August 1998, greatly
revised and expanded version (2006) at:
http://www.shikanda.net/ancient_models/fantasy epa806_expanded.pdf.

3 idem 2010, ‘The continuity of African and Eurasian mylbgies: General
theoretical models, and detailed comparative d&ounsof the case of Nkoya mythology
from Zambia, South Central Africa’, in: Wim M.J.wv&insbergen & Eric Venbrux, eds.,
New Perspectives on Myth: Proceedings of the Seocdmdual Conference of the
International Association for Comparative Mytholodgavenstein (the Netherlands), 19-
21 August, 2008) Leiden / Haarlem: Papers in Intercultural Phijgsp and
Transcontinental Comparative Studies, pp. 137-215preprint at:
http://shikanda.net/topicalities/binsbergen_continafrican_eurasian_mythologies.pdf.

4 ka = kiloyear, millennium; BP = Before Present;*&orean, see below.
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literature and language of Ancient Egypt in the 11890s, a quarter of a
century after | had started my Nkoya researchhecetis no chance that my
Nkoya data were contaminated with a preconceivegpteipgical bias
when first collected. Yet | séwthe Egyptian royal titleaswt-bt, ‘She of

the Reed and the Bee’, and to a lesser e&@mbty, ‘The Two Ladies’,

narratively enacted by legendary characters in Bkapyal myths

supposedly referring to local Zambian history & thst few centuries BP.
Among other Nkoya mythical motifs reminiscent of dent Egypt | was
particularly struck by the attribution of their kjship to ‘the Tears of
Rain’® while in Egypt after the Old Kingdom humankind ddmees, have
been considered to have arisen from the very tfdRs.”

3. Ancient Egypt and sub-Saharan Africa: Complex
interrelationships

The case for continuities between Ancient Egypt sutotSaharan Africa is
much more comprehensive than merely mythologicaticaities between
Nkoya and Egyptian mythology — and what is mor&séh continuities,
whilst particularly striking for Ancient Egypt, tarout not to be limited to
Egypt but to extend to the Mediterranean, West ASMestern and
Northern Europe, and even across the Eurasianestefigthe way to East,
South and South East Asia.

In the second half of the 1990s, my research \anting was to a
considerable extent preoccupied with Black Athenathesis and Afro-
centricity, and it stands to reason that | firsided there for inspiration in
order to explain such trans-regional cultural caunties as | believed to

5idem ‘The continuity’,0.c.

6 Cf. idem 1992, Tears of Rain: Ethnicity and history in central wes Zambia
London / Boston: Kegan Paul International.

7 Seeidem ‘The continuity’, o.c, for principal Egyptian and global sources and
secondary literature. After assuming for a decads the Nkoya-Egyptian parallel
constitutes sure proof of unidirectional (althowtgdayed and indirect) Nkoya borrowing
from Egypt in the best Egyptocentric fashion, iatthecent argument | finally trace the
global ramifications of the ‘creation through teafsthe divinity’ mytheme, finding them
so wide that the hypothesis of a Pelasgian subss@teading throughout the Old World
from the Bronze Age on could be invoked as explanat rather than Egyptocentric one-
way diffusion. This argument seems to apply lesshwonswt-bt motif, which remains
fairly specific to Ancient Egypt, even though readd bees with cosmogonic symbolic
loading appear throughout the Pelasgian realm (math from the Zulu in Southern
Africa to theKojiki sacred text of Japan). Meanwhile, as argued at tgegth in the same
article, many transcontinental mythical motifs amadhne Nkoya turn out to link up, not so
much with Egyptian motifs, but with Celtic and Westd Central Asian, Altaic steppe
motifs, and to a lesser extent with Graeco-RomahNworth American motifs: as we shall
see, this is a typical ‘Pelasgian’ distributiontie explained by the ‘cross-model’ (see
below), and likewise very far from one-way Egyptaire borrowing.
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detect among the Zambian Nkoya. If Egypt had beale #o exert a
decisive influence on the Aegean (and by extenon subsequent
European, North Atlantic and global culture), cremwere that Egypt had
exerted a similar influence on parts of the comtin@ which it found
itself: Nubia, East Africa, West Africa, and So@kntral Africa including
Nkoyaland. Alternatively, if Egypt is to be considé a part of Africa (and
this pet Africanist idea came as an afterthoughBeonal’'sBlack Athena
thesis, in which he more and more sought to sttestinuity between his
own Mediterranean-centred analyses, and the vady bb Afrocentrist
literature generated especially in North Americahi@ past two centuries),
then African influences will have travelled frombs8aharan Africa to the
rest of the world via Egypt. The mythical narratigatterns and socio-
political arrangements which | found among the Nkand for which |
had begun to see trans-regional, even intercortaheontinuities, in the
mid-1990s | saw as exponents of original, primatigsin cultural forms
spreading to other continents, according to th@déntrist adage (towards
which | felt considerable sympathy at the time)t thatiative in global
cultural history was invariably and exclusively tpavilege of African
societies and of Africans.

Much as recent scholarship has stressed the a8 contribution to
the making of Ancient Egypt (see Chapter 10, ahotle West Asian
contribution has long been recognised to have lageteast equally
important® writing, iconography, cylinder seals, temple atetiure,
objects marking temple foundations, royal funeramnan sacrificé,are
among the more conspicuous items of archaeologiediested material
culture bringing out Egypt’s kinship with Sumer.ns® of the models of
transcontinental continuity that we will consideidw (notably, the Back-
into-Africa hypothesis recently formulated by gedists, and my Pelas-
gian hypothesis based on comparative ethnograghygthwith consider-
able genetic support) allow us to see Egypt's apgamdebtedness to
Sumer as more than just a case of one local cu{&uener) influencing,
even triggering, another. The cultural and genatakeup of sub-Saharan

8 Rice, M., 1990 Egypt’'s Making: The origins of Ancient Egypt, 502330 B.C.
London & New York: Routledge; Ray, J., 1996, ‘Theddpotamian influence on Ancient
Egyptian writing’, in: Celenko, T., edEgypt in Africa, Indianapolis: Indianapolis
Museum of Art in cooperation with Indiana UniveysRress pp. 38-39; Kantor, H.J.,
1952, ‘Further evidence of Early Mesopotamian retet with Egypt’, Journal of Near
Eastern Studies9, 2: 239-250; Moorey, P.R.S., 1987, ‘On trackaudtural transfers in
prehistory: The case of Egypt and lower Mesopotamithe fourth millennium BC’, in:
M. Rowlands, M. Larsen & K. Kristiansen, ed€entre and periphery in the ancient
world, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 36Blackman, Aylward M., 1924,
‘The rite of Opening the Mouth in Ancient Egypt akigsopotamia’Journal of Egyptian
Archaeologyl0: 47-59; and references cited in these pubtinati

9 Emery, W.B., 1961Archaic Egypt: Culture and civilization in Egyptéi thousand
years ago Harmondsworth: Penguin; Wilkinson, T.A.H., 20arly dynastic Egypt
London / New York: Routledge, first published 1999.
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Africa in recent times was largely determined by ttombination of
‘ancient genes’ (the L1, L2 and L3 mtDNA types,idgtfrom before the
Out-of-Africa exodus, to which more recent Asiambdbut of course
ultimately African-derived) haplo-groups were addédough the Back-
into-Africa movement) and ‘young myth¥ . This ‘young’ mythology (the
Cosmogony of the Separation of Land and Water rbiopNeolithic times
already largely supplanted by the Cosmogony ofS&earation of Heaven
and Earth, with all sorts of devices to remedy tinelesirable effects of
that vertical separation: towers, altars, tempkasamanism, kingship,
demiurge, etc.) had developed in Central and Wesh & the course of
several dozen ka as innovation and transformatfaimeo embryonic pre-
Exodus cultural package of 80 ka BP (‘Pandora’s’Bmsubsequently it
had re-entered Africa, where it was superimposeaxhuand to a consider-
able extent eclipsed, the pre-Out of Africa mytlgyiand its meantime
local developments. Ancient Egypt, and sub-Sah&faica, participated
jointly in this feedback movement; it even had asiderable impact on
South and West Europe.

Clearly, Upper Egypt has much of the sub-Sahafaran continuity
which Bernallian and other Afrocentrist thought Wwbwmake us expect:
(cf. Chapter 10). Williamd argues convincingly that essential elements in
the royal symbolism of early dynastic Egypt weneadly available many
centuries before in Nubia: the royal bark, the talhical headdress that
ended up as Upper Egypt’'s white crown, andsit#eor palace facade as a
royal emblem.

However, the Delta has a very different signatar@re-Dynastic and
Early-Dynastic times. In the Delta in the early dgtic period, the
goddess Neith occupies an important place. Her leenmpthe Western

10 cf. van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 2006, ‘Mythological aaeblogy: Situating sub-
Saharan African cosmogonic myths within a long-eangtercontinental comparative
perspective’, in: Osada, Toshiki, with the assistaof Hase, Noriko, edProceedings of
the Pre-symposium of RIHN and 7th ESCA Harvard-&KyaundtableKyoto: Research
Institute  for Humanity and Nature (RIHN), pp. 31993 also at:
http://mwww.shikanda.net/ancient_models/kyoto%20a3p6Dlished%202006%20EDIT2.
pdf; idem 2006, ‘Further steps towards an aggregative dimit approach to world
mythology, starting from the African continent’,ge read at the International Conference
on Comparative Mythology, organized by Peking Ursitg (Research Institute of
Sanskrit Manuscripts & Buddhist Literature) and tgthology Project, Asia Center,
Harvard University (Department of Sanskrit and &miStudies), May 10-14, 2006, at
Peking University, Beijing, China; in press in: Duding & Gu Zhenkun, eds.,
Proceedings of the International Conference on Camative Mythology, Beijingpreprint
at: http://www.shikanda.net/ancient_models/Furti20%teps%20def.pdf.

11 williams, B.B., 1986,The A-group royal cemetery at Qustul Cemetery L:
Excavations between Abu Simbel and the Sudan droriieith C. Seele, Director,
Oriental Institute Nubian Expedition volume lll, Ral, Chicago: Oriental Institute;
Williams, B.B., 1996, ‘The Qustul incense burnedahe case for a Nubian origin of
Ancient Egyptian kingship’, in: Celenko,c, pp. 95-97.
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Delta is depicte® on a famous first-dynasty wooden label from Abydos
(now in the British Museum), and several namesugens and ladies-in-
waiting recorded in Upper Egypt for that period #reophoric on Neith,
as ift3 the ritual blessing of this Lower Egyptian goddes®d marital ties
with her priestesses, were essential for the hegtion of the Southern
dynasty. Or rather (given the constant war betw&enSoutherners and
the Delta with its Libyan and Levantine connotasipas if, in ways we
were subsequently to see all over the Mediterrafream the Bronze Age
onward, the Neith cult and its central shrine, apaaifist element of
conflict regulation and reconciliation with divirsanction, was a central
force of mediation in the process that was to b@aknas the Unification
of Upper and Lower Egypt. The cult of Neith, theebmonnotations of
both Neith and of the kingship of Lower Egyptaffinities in trade and

12 petrie, W.M.F., 1900-01The royal tombs of the First Dynasty / Earliest
Dynasties, |-} London: Kegan Paul, Trench & Trubner, pl. Illaaid pl. X, 2, complete
with bee representation.

13 Emery,Archaic Egypto.c.

14 The temple of Neith was known throughout Egyptiastdny as H% ht bit,

‘House of the Bee'cf. the equally perennial royal titl;\% nswt-bt, ‘She of the Reed |
oo
/ Sedge ] and the Bee%oﬁ bity, ‘king of Lower Egypt',"?‘% 5 pr bity, ‘palace

o
of the king of Lower Egypt’, an'@J%ﬁR@) 34 bit, * “Horizon of the Bee”, Greek:

Chemmis birthplace of the first creatures Sw and Tfntd af Hr / Horus’ — all with
numerous writing variants in hieroglyphic. The diteire on Egyptian royal titulature is
extensive and cannot be done justice here. Evergthbalf a century old, a valuable study
of the bit[y] title is still: Otto, E., 1960, ‘Der Gebrauch desrigstitels bjtj’, Zeitschrift
fur die Agyptische Sprache und Altertumskyr@fe 143-152. Yet some of Otto’s conclu-
sions are contentious, e.g. thufy] — with religious rather than administrative coraot
tions, and thus complementaryrtswwhich has political overtonesdoes not refer to any
prehistoric reality but was merely a secondary \@tion once thenswt-bt title was
established; and that the feminine morphologyitif/] is likewise derived and does not
correspond with a primal goddess. Yet Faulkner, .R1962,A concise dictionary of

Middle Egyptian Oxford: Griffith Institute / Ashmolean Museum, 19, Iists%s @\

bit, ‘goddess of Lower Egypt’, with three attestationsCaminos, R.A., 1956, iterary
fragments in the hieratic scriptOxford: The Griffith Institute. As is clear frorthe
extensive corpus of early-dynastic Egyptian docus)ehenswt-bt title was already fully
standard by the"2 dynasty (Kaplony, P., 196Rje Inschriften der agyptischen Friihzeit,
I-1ll, Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, |, 527, 528). Apparenly, was a mythico-religious
expression in Lower Egypt, before it became assedjahrough theswt-bt title and the
symbolism of the Unification of the Two Lands, witte formal idea of the kingship of
Lower Egypt. There is no indicatiopgdceWoudhuizen, Chapter 11, above) that the king
of Lower Egypt is conceptualised, not as a beeabud bee-keeper; the oldest attestation
of beekeeping in Egypt date from the Old Kingdoniu@érre’'s sun temple), 700 years
after the onset of the dynastic period. There isgr@ement among Egyptologists as to the
inherent meaning of thaswt-bt title (beyond the formal element of representing th
segmentation of the Two Lands — which however Ircahtexts except the royal title is
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material culture, the Libyan connotations of itpplation and of Neitk?
(which however found their way into the royal syrim of united
Egypt), the Delta’s cult of the earth geld, ‘the earth god’, attested from
the earliest dynastic times and suggestive of BBdmpean affinitie$t
and in general its language which in many respdidglays not Afro-
asiatic but Eurasiatic > Indo-European affinitfes all this bears witness
of Egypt’s (specifically, the Delta’s) continuityithh West Asia / Anatolia,
in addition to that with Nubia and sub-Saharan @& Kammerzell set

iconographically represented by other means thandpel reed, e.g. Horus vs. Seth, or a
papyrus vs. a lotus). Very telling isf( Helck, W., 1984, ‘Schamane und Zauberer’, in:
Melanges Adolphe Gutbupp. 103-108, Montpellier: Institut d’Egyptologi#jat the Sm
priest (ideal-typically the king’s son and heir, avpberforms the Opening-of-the-Mouth
ceremony) in his ritual functions alternates betwegaring a leopard skin and wearing a
sedge mantle — as if the leopard skin (also syrmabtie night sky, ofJrsa Major, Horus
etc., cf. Stricker, B.H., 1963-1989e geboorte van Horus, I;\M_eiden: Brill for Ex
Oriente Lux IV, 489f) evokes the bee which has a similar aolscheme. Comparative
mythology suggests that the royal title refers toylrid notion of Cosmogony (or Second
Cosmogony, after a Flood), when the first landhim form of a reed clump (later redefined
to be the primal hill) emerged from the primal watavhile the bee represents the celestial
and solar elementf. van Binsbergen, ‘The continuityo,c.

15 Cf. Kaplony, o.c, 1, 534: Nt-thnw-k, ‘Die libysche Neith ist ihr Ka(?)’, a First-
Dynasty inscription.

16 Cf. Kaplony,o.c, p. |, 615. An obvious Indo-European etymologylddue given
for the theonymkr, from Proto-Indo-Europeartag ro, ‘field’ (cf. Pokorny, J., 1959-69,
Indogermanisches etymologisches Worterbuch, BHrn & Munich: Franke, p. I, 37).
However, there is also an equally valid Afroasiatgmology, from Proto-Afroasiatic:
*kwr (Chadic, Cushitic)*? kr (Semitic) 1, afkka - (Semitic, Egyptian) 2 ‘to cultivate 1,
laborer 2' (Starostin, Sergei, & Starostin, Geort@98-2008,Tower of Babel etymolog-
ical database participants: Russian State University of the Ildoities (Center of
Comparative Linguistics), Moscow Jewish Universiussian Academy of Sciences
(Dept. of History and Philology), Santa Fe Instt{New Mexico, USA), City University
of Hong Kong, Leiden University, “Afroasiatic etytogy’, at:
http://starling.rinet.ru/babel.htm.

17 Kammerzell F., 1994Panther Loewe und Sprachentwicklung im Neolithikum
Goettingen, Lingua Aegyptia Studia Monographic&Ray J.D., 1992, ‘Are Egyptian and
Hittite related?’, in: Alan B. Lloyd, ed.Studies in pharaonic religion and society in
honour of J. Gwyn Griffithd_ondon: Egypt Exploration Society, pp. 124-136.

18 This throws some further light on Fred Woudhuizefaiscinating and excellently
documented discussion of the bee-sign in Cretamolfigphic (Chapter 11, above). The
idea of iconographic borrowing from Egypt to Mino@rete, and specifically of interpret-
ing the Minoan sign as representing a bee relabe&dyptian royal symbolism, was
already advanced by Arthur Evans (1988ripta Minoa, ] Oxford: Clarendon, p. 212, n.

86, which on p, 240 PI. XVI is specifically linked the Egyptian bee sig‘%, Gardiner

no. LO2,cf. Gardiner, A.H., 1994Egyptian Grammar: Being an introduction to the stud
of hieroglyphsrev. 3rd ed., Oxford: Griffith Institute / Ashne@in Museum, this edition
first published 1957, first edition published 192Dgmargne reminded us of this state of
affairs in 1930, and pointed out that the executibthe bee in the Minoan context is so
crude that essential elements have been distortechieh, | would add, makes the
identification as bee less compelling (Demargne,1B30, ‘Bijoux minoens de Mallia’,
Bulletin de Correspondence Helléniquel: 404-421). In principle, the idea of symbdlic
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iconographic transmission from Egypt to Crete hesnbaccepted in the recent specialist
literature, on the basis of well-studied cases @bantrary to Woudhuizen’s analysis of the
bee sign) do not depend on the decipherment addhipt or the identification the specific
language that is written in itf. Weingarten, J., 199T he transformation of the Egyptian
Taweret into the Minoan genius: A study in cultur@nsmission in the Middle Bronze
Age Goteborg: Paul Astroms Forlag; Weingarten, Juditkric Hallager, 1993, ‘The five
roundels from Malia: With a note on two new Minaganii’, Bulletin de correspondance
hellénique 117, 1: 1-18; Rehak, P., 1995, ‘The “genius”Liate Bronze Age glyptic: The
later evolution of an Aegean cult figure’, in: W. UNer, ed., Sceaux Minoens et
MycéniensCMS Beihefl: 215-231. Similagenii also appear on the famous Mycenaean
golden signet ring, found at Tiryns in 1915, depigtfour lion-headedjenii — dressed as
if in bees’ wings! — carrying libation vessels tagyaddess seated in front of a smallish,
perched bird of preycf. Persson, Axel W., 195Zhe religion of Greece in prehistoric
times Berkeley etc: University of California Press, pf6f, where that author argues
extensive Cretan parallels). Admittedly, in the W& Bronze Age to which also
Woudhuizen’s argument referbijt was sometimes used as a term for ‘King of Lower
Egypt’ — albeit largely as a formal or legendarynoept at the time, more than a
millennium after ‘unification’. However, before wean take Woudhuizen's proposed
reading of the Cretan bee sign as proof of extenBigyptianpolitical influence on Crete
at that time, we need to consider the wider synsbodnnotations of ‘bee’ in the Bronze
Age Mediterranean. Woudhuizen is correct in statingt -bit has a convincing Indo-
European etymology; the proposals to provide thedweith an Afroasiatic (i.e. Old
Egyptian) etymologydf. Starostin & Starostin, o.c., ‘Afroasiatic etymoydgartificially
appeal to very few isolated reflexes, and fail dovénce. Against the background of such
an etymology, we seem justified to postulate a Kbehnean / Pelasgidmee complex
surfacing not only in Lower Egypt, but also in tH#tite Kumarbi epic (where it is a bee
that saves the world), in the Hittites’ emphasisywad which however is a favourite drink
in much of the Old Worlddf. South Asiansomg, in the widespread bee nomenclature
(Melissai, Melisseysof the priesthood of the Great Goddess throughmitAegean and
Western Anatolia (Cybele), natural beehives represeas a goddess’ multiple breasts,
other Aegean evidence of a Bee Goddess, and peehrapsthe pocked wall decoration of
Neolithic temples in Malta may be interpreted ascations of bee combs. The Neolithic
ramifications of this complex in South Eastern Eugrdiave been identified by Gimbutas
(1982, The goddesses and gods of old Europe 6500-3500hsMghd cult images
London: Thames & Hudsorigem 1991, The civilization of the Goddess: The world of
Old Europe San Francisco: Harper). Inevitably, this Medaegan-Pelasgian complex
extended, not only to Lower Egypt with its many \Wasian affinities, but also to Crete,
as attested in mythology. A famous piece of Mingawellery is widely (though not
universally, and probably wrongly) considered tpresent two beescf, Fig. 1, with
elaborate caption). Woudhuizen'’s interpretatiorthef bee sign in Cretan Hieroglyphic is
that the royal bee symbolism was imported from EdgpCrete along with a terfoty,
‘king’. Let us leave aside the fact that was not the standard Egyptian word for ‘king’,
and was used in reference to the king of Lower Edgpfunction subsumed under the
kingship of the Two Lands since the unificationttherked the beginning of the dynastic
period, 3100 BCE) mainly when referring to predyitaimes (Hannig, R., 200@ie
Sprache der Pharaonen; GroRes Handworterbuch Déuggyptisch: 2800-950 v. Chr.
Mainz: Philipp von Zabern, s.v. ‘Kdnig’, etc.). inproposed context of Egyptian political
overlordship over Crete, it is important to realibat even if such an Egypt-to-Crete
import of concept and word took place, it endedrup Cretan environment where ritual
bee symbolism probably had already been establisbedenturies. So rather than a
simple one-way cultural and linguistic transfer, weuld at least have a feedback
movement, bringing pan-Egyptian (but initially Celtbee-related elements back to a
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out to analyse leopard symbolism in Ancient Egypd éound continuity,
not with Upper Egypt or with sub-Saharan Africat buth the Palaeo-
Levantine leopard symbolism in Anatolian Catal H&y® which for
decades was the type site of Pre-Pottery Neolithibis part of the world
— until recent excavation brought to light Anatalideolithic cultures that
were half a dozen millennia older (Landesmuseuny 280

Fig. 1. The Mallia pendant, Minoan artwork, 170058 CE, from the
Chrysolakkos necropolis in Mallia, Crete; inséespa orientalis

Vespa orientaligphotographed by Matti Paavola at Lindos, isle ob&s, Greece, 12
September 2008, with thanks. Although commonly wred to depict two bees

North East Mediterranean environment where theyewegiginally as much at home as in
the Delta. Moreover, since Cretan Hieroglyphid silems to be in the deciphering stage,
one might also invoke Occam’s Razentia non sunt multiplicanda sine necessitated
suggest that a complex geographical and transf@natpath from (a) ritual symbol in
the North Eastern Mediterranean to (b) ritual-podit symbol in Lower Egypt to (c)
predominantly political symbol in unified Egypt ¢d) predominantly political symbol in
the North Eastern Mediterranean even though ther leg still geared to bee-centred ritual
symbolism, — that such a path as proposed by Warelhuequires so many presup-
positions to be piled upon each other, that it iigh prudent to also consider alternative
readings of the Cretan bee sign — or another sofarcéhat sign that direct Egyptian
borrowing in the context of some postulated Egypt@erlordship over Crete (for
instance, even if Egyptian, the sign, and an aitgndemantics as ‘king’, may have
travelled the long route via Byblos and the Anaolicoast (my model as set out in
Chapter 4 above, which Woudhuizen adopted on atbeasions) independent from spec-
ific Egyptian political relations with Crete; che Cilician / Egyptian royal titlesyennis

19 Mellaart, J., 1967 Catal Hilyilk: A Neolithic town in AnatoliaNew York:
McGraw-Hill.

20 Badisches Landesmuseum Karlsruhe, ed., 2007,12000 Jahren in Anatolien:
Die altesten Monumente der Menschhkarisruhe: Badisches Landesmuseum Karlsruhe.
There is no reason to assume that proto-Indo-Earopas the language of Catal Hiyuk,
but a discussion on this point is outside our preseope.
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gathered around a clot of pollen, more recent imétations have been advanced in terms
of different superfamilies than that of the beelipoidea notably as wasps or hornets.
Of course this does not rule out the possibilist, makes it less likely, that the ‘bee’ sign
in Cretan Hieroglyphic, roughly contemporary to jaeel, was meant to depict a genuine
bee. If a genuine bee were meant, this would erhdimne plausibility of a link with
Egyptianbit, for the latter without the slightest doubt reféssa honeybeeApis melli-
fera2l If the ‘bee sign’ in Cretan Hieroglyphic depictstra bee, but a wasp, the latter’s
symbolic and iconographic parallels in Egypt woldé useless for Woudhuizen's
purpose. (A stinging winged inseanidge ranks with spider and locust among the

Egyptian shaman’s familiar; and the non-stingingudedly — LO3 % therefore

iconographically, although not always on the grqueakily distinguished from the bee —
featured? as an Ancient Egyptian decoration for military wess23 not intrinsically
incompatible with the idea of Minoan vassals of Hgyptian king.

There are other signs of cultural, linguistic ametigious continuity
between the Egyptian Delta and the Levant in thdyHaronze Age.
Some of these were brought out long ago by the Aotogjist Karst in his

21 Cf. O'Toole, Christopher, & Raw, Anthony, 199Bees of the worldNew York:
Facts on File, first published 1991; Crane, E., 3,9Bhe archaeology of beekeeping
London: Duckworth; Leek, F.F., 1975, ‘Some evidemdebees and honey in Ancient
Egypt’, Bee World 56, 4: 141-148; Kuény, G., 1950, ‘Scénes apicdiass I'ancienne
Egypte’,Journal of Near Eastern Studie3 84-93.

22 Cf. Helck, o.c; Houlihan, P.F., 1996The animal world of the pharaohsondon:
Thames & Hudson, p. 192.

23 Demargnep.c, offered the first description and commentary, fee¢note above.
Niemeier, W.-D., 1979, ‘Towards a new definitionlafte Minoan II',American Journal
of Archaeology 83, 2: 212-214, referred to the pendant in amraent concerned with
periodisation. Ruttner, F., 1980, ‘The golden pendaf Malia: The Congress badge —
prehistoric vestige and early evidence of beekegpin: Harnaj, V., ed.Proceedings of
the XXVIIth International Beekeeping Congresshens, Bucharest, Romania, pp. 191-
196, is institutionally compelled to declare thednts to be bees, and even domesticated
ones. Kitchell, K.F., 1981, ‘The Mallia “wasp” melant reconsideredAntiquity, 55: 9-15
(which Woudhuizen mentions), also sees bees, acd more points out the link with the
Egyptian bee sign. Well-informed arguments for a-bee identification however, have
meanwhile come from: Hood, S., 1976, ‘The Malliddgpendant: Wasps or bees?’, in:
Emmison, F.G., & Stephens, R., ed&ipute to an antiquary: Essays presented to Marc
Fitch by some of his friendéondon: Leopard’'s Head Press, pp. 59-72; LaFIBuA,.,
Matthews, R.W., & McCorkle, D.B., 1979, ‘A re- examation of the Mallia insect
pendant’, American Journal of Archaeolog3: 208-12; Richards, O.W., 1974, ‘The
Cretan “hornet” pendant’ Antiquity, 48: 222. Davenport, D., & Richards, O.W., 1975,
‘The Cretan “hornet” ’,Antiquity, 49: 212-213, provisionally identify (the seniatlaor is
a zoologist) the species ®&spa orientalisa wasp, and suggest that, given the Egyptian
influence upon Crete ‘especially during the Newddom’, the granulated ball might be a
dung ball, ‘transporting this symbol of resurrentido the heavens’, by (otherwise

unattested) analogy with tf@ Apr dung beetle. Blokdow, E. & Bjork, C., 1989, ‘The

Mallia pendant: A study in iconography and Minoatigion’, Studi Micenei ed Egeo-
Anatolici, 27: 9-68, offered a comprehensive interpretastady, after which silence
seems to have descended on this once so hotlyadklmaagnificent piece of jewellery.
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typical unsystematic, truncated, and contentioug. Wat he deserves an
extensive guotation, because the following passagdentally supports,

from the viewpoint of obsolete but highly informédguistics, some of

the more controversial points in Bernal’'s histdricaconstruction of

Egyptian influence on the Aegean in the Early ariddié Bronze Age (I

would replace Bernal’'s, and Karst's, pan-Egyptiaew by a Pelasgian
one; yet it remains remarkable that in hardly aayt pf the proposed
extended Pelasgian realm, or at any period, thalence of the 80

identified Pelasgian traits has been higher thaknicient Egypt):

‘....Abart von Musur, Misur (= Agypten), war einst rdBlame aller norddstlichen
Kustengebiete des arabisch-agyptischen Busens ereidhnete ausserdem noch das
Ostliche Kilikien. Und wenn Retnu oder Rtnu die @igyde Bezeichnung von
Sidostjudaa, Peraa, Coelesyrien und Nordostsyréanse mussen urspriinglich dort
auch Misraimiten [ Egyptians — WvB ] gewohnt habBie Josephstamme Ephraim
und Manasse haben nach unserer Vermutung in ih@meN, die Westen-Osten
bedeuten, eine Reminiszenz an das vorsemitischeptdgym Palastinas bewahrt.
Manasse = agypt. koptiscimanesha, manshai, maensai (majnnsh&Dsten,
Orient”.24 Ephraim = albanmbremeAbend. Haimonia, der vorgriechische Name
Thessaliens, das urspriinglich von einem grosseneBsee bedeckt war, ist agypt.
koptisch hoeim, hoimi, haimeplur. hime, hmaie“Uberschwemmung, Sintflut”.
Kilikisch Syennesis als Konigstitel: koptis@ir-en-jise “Oberherr” Sis und Mesis in
Kilikien: koptisch cisse, jisi“Hohe, Bergricken”. Makedonia _Imgt zusammen mit
agyptisch mahet “regio septentrionalis”. Kephta oder Kefte, diégyptische
Bezeichnung fur Kilikien, Kappadokien, ist vermalli Kurzname eines *Ai-kephta,
[*|Hay-kephta oder *Aia-kephta: das ware die autisaie Originalbezeichnung eines
kilikisch-kappadokisch-kolchischen Aigyptos, dasratu Herodots Bericht gewahr-
leistete asiano-pontische Agypten. Mesopotamiertheist uns unter demselben
Gesichtswinkel einer urspringlich agyptischen Bislieng, entstellt aus Medzur
(Misur, Mysor)paddan. Dieses Medzur-Paddan ist synovon Aram-paddan. Also
wird vermutlich das spatere Aramaa in prahistoescieit den Namen Medzur
(Musuri, Mysur) getragen haben. Vgl. auch die aigwre Tiefebene Basorapedon
(Vaspurakan). Eine einstige Erstreckung der Wohesier Protoagypter bis ins
pontische Nordwestkleinasien hinein wird auch dedurals kategorische
Voraussetzung geboten, dass das agyptische Glog#sdem Karthwelisch-lberischen
vieles gemeinschaftlich hat. Wir verweisen auf dilesbeziiglichen Forschungen von
Nikolai Marr2> und konstatieren, dass jeder Kenner und objektamgleicher beider
Sprachen einen intimen glossarischen Konnex zwisckgyptisch und Karthwelo-
Iberisch oder Siidkaukasisch anzunehmen genétidillisr ein asiatisches oder nord-
liches Agypten handelt A.-C. Moreau de Jonne®céan des Anciens et les Peuples
préhistoriques|l. Les Egyptiens en Asie, pg. 53-78. — Uber kitssche Kolonien in
den pontisch-thrakisch-anatolischen Gebieten veghnsdlben,ibid., Kap. II: Les
Colonies Couchites, pg. 79 f. Wichtig ist unters#iem Gesichtspunkte, daf’ es in

24 [ original footnote ] ‘Auch das lydische Kleinasienird einst Maian-asi(a),
Menuasia (Maionia + Asia) geheiBen haben. Daraushtea die Griechen ihMeiwv
"Acia. = Asia Minor. Wenn nun aber das lydisch-kleinasé@te Binnenland agyptischer-
seits der “Osten, Orient” benannt worden ist,rstissen agyptoide Hamiten in der Agais
und an der jonisch-lelegischen Kiste Kleinasiengaiedelt gewesen sein.’

25 [ Cf. Marr, Nikolai 1., 1899,Sborniki pritch Vardana: materialiy dlya istoriy
sredneviekovoy armyanskoiy literatu§anktpeterburg: Tip. Imp. Akademiy NAUK, first
published 1894. — WvB ]
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grauer Vorzeit als Pendant zum afrikanischen Libysne pontisch-asianisch-
turanische “Libya” gab. Das alteste Turaniervolkie es sich noch in der iranischen
Heldensage Schahnameh spiegelt, ist identisch dem biblischen Kainvokain-
Kainan weist auf das pontisch-libysche Amazonergesht (“Weibervolk”, arm.
kanani “Frauen”) hin, unter denen wir Hamiten sthen mussen. Die Prototuranier
oder Kainiten waren entschieden Hamiten. Noch eiwvasichtiger Ethnograph wie
Friedrich Miille?® glaubte daher die Urheimat der Hamiten in Nordibaw. Medien
ansetzen zu mussef.’

Let us leave Karst's intriguing but in disconcegticlaims for that they are
worth.

The general point, then, is not whether sub-Sah#frica borrowed
from Ancient Egypt, or the other way around; thenpcs that we obscure
what may well be the true relationship if we accdpat Fairman’s
dilemma ¢f. Chapter 10, above: ‘from Egypt into sub-SaharancAf or
from sub-Saharan Africa into Egypt’) says it alldbes not: the third and
most likely explanation for Egyptian-African contities is that both sub-
Saharan Africa and Ancient Egypt participated imd aas cultural
complexes were largely created by, the overall BatkAfrica
movement, which covered a long period of 15 ka, whose final and
culturally most effective part (the last 3 to 4 kia) covered by the
Pelasgian hypothesis. As we have seen in Chaptealdd¥e, there is no
denying that sometimes, in certain respects, shiat@a African cultures
made a clearly detectable specific contributiorAtwient Egypt; and the
other way around; but these were mere local andmaf ripples in a
process in which Ancient Egypt and sub-SaharancAfwere engaged
jointly.

3. Models of transcontinental continuties in OldAdgrehistory

Not the identification of transcontinental contites, therefore, forms the
problem, but pinpointing the direction, the periaad the mechanism of
their transmission. Having already taken, in thecpding sections of this
chapter, many advances on existing theoretical taptt us now review
these models more systematically.

3.1. The Hamitic hypothesis
This theory® was popular in the early decades of th8 @éntury because it

26 [ Miiller, Friedrich, 1876-1888Grundriss der Sprachwissenschaft, I-Il in 5 yols
Wien: Holder. — WvB ]

27 Karst, J., 1931bAtlantis und der liby-athiopische Kulturkreisleidelberg: Win-
ters, pp. 58 f.

28 Cf. Meinhof, Carl, 1910, ‘Ergebnisse der afrikaniscl&prachforschung/Archiv
fur Anthropologie neue Folge, 9, pp 179-201; Meinhof, Carl, 19D Sprachen der
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seemed to offer an explanation for the racialisbldgical dilemma which
was posed by African cultures at the height of w@lsm: how is it
possible that Africans, whom European colonialisnd aacialism have
denied all capability of cultural and technologicalchievements, yet
display such achievements so unmistakaflg@ answer was sought in a
model posing an influx of ‘culturally superior pgasal ‘Hamites’ (i.e.
Afroasiatic speakers, of intermediate somatic sragetween Africans and
‘Caucasians’) from West Asia, ‘civilising’ Africaniproto-historical times,
in much the same way as Africans were allegedindeécivilised’ by
Europeans in the early twentieth century CE. Thentina posed by this
model is that its racial implications are unmistakayet it was formulated
by scholars who ranked among the best Africanistheair time and for
whom racialism can hardly have been the main dgiyorce — hence, if it
could be cleansed of its racialist overtones, iy mi@serve to be given the
benefit of doubt. We will have to come back to tmedel towards the end
of my argument.

3.2. Frobeniug® model of the South Erythraean culture
extending from the Persian Gulf and the Red (‘Bagian’)
Sea to East Africa and South West Asia

This model (although somewhat reminiscent of the-Pabylonism that
haunted scholarship in the early 20th century Gipdd to pinpoint some
of the main African-Eurasian parallels that areoasought out by our
Nkoya case — in the fields of kingship, female ptibeites, divination,
music, and metallurgy. Moreover, considering thees, this model
displayed a refreshing recognition of the value #re power of African
cultures. However Frobenius was at a loss as taddwetification of the
mechanisms that could be held accountable for thasalels. Also did he
under-estimate the wider extension of these comiiti@sa beyond the

Hamiten: Nebst einer Beigabe uber die hamitisch@efyvon Felix von Luschan
Abhandlungen der hamburgischen Kolonial-InstituBgd 9. Berlin: Friederichsen;
Seligman, C.G., 1913, ‘Some aspects of the Hanmtmblem in the Anglo-Egyptian
Sudan’,Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute ofe@t Britain and Ireland 43:
593-705; and, as later, critical reflections on th@mitic hypothesis: Greenberg, J.H.,
1966, The languages of AfricaBloomington: Indiana University Press, 2nd edtstf
published 1963; Sanders, E.R., 1969, ‘The hamiffothesis: Its origin and functions in
time perspective'Journal of African History10, 4: 521 -532; Zachernuk, Philip S., 1994,
‘Of origins and colonial order: Southern Nigeriaistbrians and the “Hamitic hypo-
thesis”, c. 1870-1970'Journal of African History 35, 3: 427-455; Sharp, Travis, 2004,
‘The Hamitic hypothesis: A pseudo-historical justition for White superiority’, in:
Anonymous, ed.Writing for a real world: A multidisciplinary anthogy by University of
San Francisco studentpp. 52-72, at:
http://www.usfca.edu/rhetcomp/journal/sharp2004.. pdf

29 Frobenius, L., 1931Erythraa: Lander und Zeiten des heiligen Kénigsnesyd
Berlin / Zirich: Atlantis-Verlag.
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‘South Erythraean complex’, both on the African toent and in West
Asia, Egypt, Southern Europe and South Asia. loadact, there is rather
more continuity between Ancient Egypt and sub-Saaffrica, than

between the latter and Ancient Mesopotamia. No icmnvg and lasting

explanation is to be expected from Frobenius’ apgino

3.3. Cultural diffusion from Egypt (the Egyptoceéntr
argument)

Confronting the Egyptocentrism that was in fashionthe early 20
century30 already Frobenius declined the possibility thajamaraits in
sub-Saharan Africa, such as sacred kingship anddegcould exclusively
be due to Ancient Egyptian influence. He stressedregicide (which he
considered constitutive of the South Erythraeanpiery and which in fact
is prominent in Nkoya mythology) also occurs in $oAsia3! However,
Frobenius may have overstated his point. One carairecritical of the
Egyptocentrism displayed till this very day by MarBernal, Cheikh Anta
Diop, Théophile Obendaand other Afrocentrists, and yet admit that for
three millennia Ancient Egypt was one of the waldiost powerful states
and economies, exerting an enormous influencevall the Mediterranean
and West Asia, and inevitably also in the Northiealf of Africa, also far
South of the Sahafa.

Some of the Nkoya / Egyptian parallels may belarpd in this light,
as specific transmissions from Egypt to Nkoyalandthe course of
centuries, but others need to be explained by udaiften the more
powerful model: an appeal to common origins, irs tbase the idea that
both Egypt, and (largely passing via Egypt, adrdijethe cultural inroads
from West Asia into sub-Saharan Africa (partly Hyofiom the Middle
Bronze Age onward -€hariotfacilitated, as | suggest), drew from West
Asian Neolithic culture. The same, incidentallypkgs to Bernal’s insist-
ence on what he takes to be Ancient Greece’s altobat dependence

30 Smith, G. Elliot, 1970,The Ancient Egyptians and the origin of civilizatio
Freeport, New York: Books for Libraries Press, tfipsiblished 1923; Seligman, C.G.,
1934, Egypt and Negro Africa: A study in divine kingshlpndon: Routledgerf.
Meyerowitz, E.L.R., 1960The divine kingship in Ghana and in Ancient Egyjundon:
Faber & Faber.

31 Frobeniuso.c, pp. 325, 331-349, where the obvious connectiath Wrazer —
based on the mytheme of cyclical regicide — ishierrtexplored; Frazer, J.G., 1911-1915,
The golden bough: A study in magic and religioWIll- in 12 vols., 3rd ed., rev. and
enlarged, London: Macmillan.

32 Diop, C.A., 1954Nations négres et cultur@aris: Présence africaine; Diop, C.A.,
1989, The cultural unity of Black Africa: The domainspaitriarchy and of matriarchy in
classical antiquity London: Karnak House.; Obenga, T., 1988cient Egypt and Black
Africa, London: Karnak House; Obenga, T., 198hgikh Anta Diop, Volney et le Sphinx:
Contribution de Cheikh Anta Diop a I'historiograghimondiale Paris: Présence africaine.

33 For details, see Chapter 10, above.
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upon Egyptian (and, by a later Afrocentrist twisthis argument, African)
cultural including mythical materials: such an statement does not take
into account the fact that both Egypt, and the Aegelraw from the same
West Asian-Mediterranean-Saharan Neolithic and BeoAge source on
which | have already preluded and which | will defibelow a$elasgian
This common source seems to be largely respodsiolethe considerable
affinities between the Egyptian Delta on the onadhaand Sumer and
Neolithic Anatolia, on the other hand.

3.4. Combined cultural and demic diffusiofrom sub-
Saharan Africa shaping Egyptian and subsequentbetsr
mythology (the Afrocentrist position, and Berna&Bocentrist
afterthought after his EgyptocentrBtack Athenagposition)

In the course of hi8lack Athenaresearches, Martin Bernal found that
much of what he was trying to say had already Iszed by Afrocentrist
writers such as Du Boi& and Diop3” and he gradually situated the
epicentre of the cultural initiative decisively gy Greek classical
culture (and hence, to a considerable extent, NAttantic and global
world culture), no longer in Egypt, but in sub-SamaAfrica, of which
Egypt was considered to be the oldest and modgiabtilchild — a common
Afrocentrist conception. Whatever the deficiencs Afrocentrist and
Bernallian scholarship, at the empirical level, timain thrust of such
studies has been a most timely counter-hegemormicisr in the politics
of knowledge. This makes them important eye-openershe global
politics of knowledge, yet at the same time unnkisidy ideological.

34 paceRice Egypt’s Makingo.c), who insists on a on-way process, from Sumer to
the Nile valley.

35 For the termdemic diffusion cf. Sokal, R.R., & P. Menozzi, 1982, ‘Spatial
autocorrelations of HLA frequencies in Europe suppemic diffusion of early farmers’,
American Naturalist 119: 1-17; Sokal, R.R., N.L. Oden, & C. Wilsor§91, ‘Genetic
evidence for the spread of agriculture in Europ@émic diffusion’,Nature 351: 143-45;
Barbujani, G., A. Pilastro, S. de Domenico & C. Rew, 1994, ‘Genetic variation in
North Africa and Eurasia: Neolithic demic diffusiga Paleolithic colonisationAmerican
Journal of Physical Anthropolog®5, 137-54.

36 Du Bois, W.E.B., 1947The World and Africa: An inquiry into the part whic
Africa has played in world historfNew York: Viking.

37 Which, by an analogy with the history of pop mu@ithere also Elvis Presley —
1935-1977 — was chided for appropriating Black eehinents), earned Bernal the
undeservedly disrespectful epithet ‘the academigsEIBerlinerblau, J., 199%leresy in
the University: The Black Athena controversy ang tbsponsibilities of American intel-
lectuals New Brunswick etc.: Rutgers University Press.
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4. Being confronted with the limits of tB&ack Athenathesis and
of Afrocentricity

On the basis of a kindred knowledge-political gosit | have often been a
vocal supporter and defender of the moderate foomg#\frocentrism.
However, in my quest for scholarly, methodologigadind theoretically
underpinned valid knowledge | have repeatedly bmmnpelled to appear
disloyal to the counter-hegemonic cause of Afrocemt, and | now reject
the ‘strong’ Afrocentrist claim that everything wélue in global cultural
history has an African origin, not only in the retest past of the Out-of-
Africa Exodus 80 — 60 ka ago (that claim is undel@g® but it is not
central to the Afrocentrist and Bernallian argumehtit also in Neolithic
and Bronze Age times down to the present day.

Fig. 2. Global distribution of the spiked wheelpti@s typical of Pelasgian
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dlstrlbutlons

for sources of the data points: see van Binsber§piked wheel’ 0.c; and Lindblom3®
inset (obscuring a part of the world map where thererarattestations): modern spiked
wheel trap from the Acholi people, Southern Sddan

38 Cf. Oppenheimer, S.J., 200%he real Eve: Modern man’s journey out of Africa
New York: Carroll & Graf; Forster Peter, 2004, ‘Iéges and the mitochondrial DNA
chronology of human dispersals: A reviewhilosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society B: Biological Science859, 1442 / February 29: 255-264. Interestinglythe
context of theBlack Athenalebate the phrase ‘Out of Africa’ has obtained ry different
meaning, against a very much compressed time sitedee it refers, not to the spread of
Anatomically Modern Humans beyond the African coetit, from c. 80,000 years ago —
but to the alleged Egyptian origin of classical €& eultural features, in the Late Bronze
Age (c. 1200 BCE) and latesf. Lefkowitz, Not out of Africao.c.

39 Lindblom, Gerhard, 1935, ‘The spiked wheel-tragl d@s distribution’, Geogra-
fiska Annaleyr Supplement: Hyllningsskrift Tillagnad Sven Hedif: 621-633.

40 sparks, Rachael, 2006, ‘Acholi wheel trap’, South8udan Project, Pitt-Rivers
Museum, accession number 1922.25.6, from Acholda8u collected by C.G. and B.Z.
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Thus my extensive empirical, comparative and rdgzal research
(even though partly informed by the post-modernitmos on local,
multiple, manipulable and transient truths in sce&nhas finally forced me
to admit — contrary to the 1995-1997 argument iaiér 9 above 41 an
extra-African origin and subsequent transcontiriesggeead into Africa, for
mankala board games (‘the nation game of Africa’Callin had ity*2 for
geomantic divination including such famous Africeystems as Ifa, Sikidy
and Hakata; for the belief in an unilateral mythicaing#3 and for many
aspects of mythology (Late or Post-Palaeolithicjtiieg on the Separation
of Heaven and Earth, shamanism, and the kingship-aas my research in
progress seems to indicate — even for a substqatiabf the proto-lexicon
of the Niger-Congo > Bantu linguistic family.

Here we hit on a distributional problem thatrigact at the heart of my
increasing doubts about tBéack Athenahesis.

Looking at transcontinental distribution mapsgeasa inclined to take
the region with the greatest incidence as the ¢lobgin of a trait, and to
postulate historical transmission to other contisdrom there — or multi-
local independent invention, for that matter. | éan recent years ident-
ified a pattern of transcontinental distributioratth provisionally term
‘African-Pelasgian’: high African incidence, spom@adturasian incidence,
yet a probable origin in Eurasia. | consider sipgked wheel trgpa simple
hunting device (Fig. 2), as the ‘index fossil’ fimis kind of distributions,
cf. the very similar distributions of the mankala lwbgame, of geomantic
divination (see Chapter 9, above — it is the eantiterpretation there, not
the data points, that | now distance myself froin).some cases it is
possible to argue the greater Eurasian antiquitgrchaeological grounds;
for instance, the oldest attestations of the mankame derive from the
West Asian Neolithi¢4 My general argument is that, by the Late Bronze

Seligman, 1922, at: http://southernsudan.prm.oxkéaetails/1922.25.6/ retrieved 6 July
20009.

41 van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 2010b, ‘The spiked whieab as a cultural index
fossil in African prehistory: An exercise in globalistribution analysis based on
Lindblom’s 1935 data’, pre-publication version at:
http://shikanda.net/topicalities/spiked_wheel_tpaif.

42 Culin, S., 1896, ‘Mankala, the national game ofi¢s’, in: The Director, edUS
National Museum Annual ReppkVashington: United States National Museum, pf&-59
607.

43 yon Sicard, H., 1968-1969, ‘Luwe und verwandte hisgthe Gestalten’Anthro-
pos 63-64: 665-737.

44 Cf. Rollefson, G.0., 1992, ‘A Neolithic game boardriréAin Ghazal, Jordan’,
Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental ResbaR86, May 1992: 1-5; Kirkbride,
D., 1966, ‘Five seasons at the Pre-Pottery Neolifliage of Beidha in JordanRalestine
Exploration Quarterly 98-99: 8-72, pls. I-XXIl. Geomantic divinationalees hardly any
detectable archaeological traces, except when & miaborate divinatory apparatus is
used (divining boards and bowls); of the latter deenot seem to have attestations from
before the middle of the®1lmill. BCE, from both China (Loewe, M., 197%ays to
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Age of the Mediterranean / West Asia (c. 1400-1B@E), sub-Saharan
Africa constituted a relatively vacant, defencelesstural niche, into

which already relatively archaiPelasgiantraits could be diffused and
where they could continue to thrive, while in thedd3gian core land (West
Asia, the Mediterranean) they were already beingesmeded by sub-
sequent local cultural innovations.

Meanwhile, a similar African-Eurasian continuitytivia likely West
Asian epicentre manifests itself when we consilerlbng-range linguistic
situation informing African linguistic macrophylt.is to this topic that we
now turn.

5. Linguistic indications for transcontinental contities

One of today’s primary resources for long-rangguistic research is the
Tower of Babektymological database, based on Harold Flemtagiad
Sergei Starostin® *Borean hypothesis, comprising most of the languag
phyla spoken in the world today, and supported bgjom research
institutions (two Moscow universities, Leiden umsity, the Hong Kong
City University, and the Santa Fe Institute). Whilewer of Babelis
defective on the African macrophylum Nilo-Saharamd selective on
another African macrophylum Niger-Congo > Bantu,e tiAfrican
macrophylum Khoisan is amply represented here, r@edgnised as a

paradise: The Chinese quest for immortalltpndon: Allen & Unwin; Walters, D., 1989,
Chinese astrologie: Het interpreteren van de opeimgen van de boodschappers des
hemels Katwijk aan Zee: Servire, Dutch. tr. mfem 1987,Chinese astrologyWelling-
borough: The Aquarian Press, p. 80 describes aeGaidivination bowl with 36 zodiacal
signs, going back to thé"&entury CE and in my opinion a likely prototype fbe Venda
and Ifa bowl) and Greece (Davis, S., 1955, ‘Divinlmowls, their uses and origin: Some
African examples and parallels from the ancientl#épiMan, 55, 143: 132-135). In the
background is however a cyclical transformatiorteaysof elements, attested throughout
the Old World, and also with oldest attestationd’inmillennium BCE East Asia and the
Aegean: van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 2010, ‘Before Pine-Socratics: The evidence of a
common elemental transformational cycle underlydsgan, African and European cosmo-
logies since Neolithic timesQuest: An African Journal of Philosophy / Revuecd&ine
de Philosophig24, 1-2.

45 Cf. H.C. Fleming, 1987, ‘Proto-Gongan consonant phaenStage One’, in
Mukarovsky, Hans, edFestschrift Reinisch (150th Birthday)ienna: Institut fur
Afrikanistik, pp. 141-159;idem 1991, ‘A New Taxonomic Hypothesis: Borean or
Boralean’,Mother Tongugl4.

46 Cf. Starostin. Sergei A., 1999, ‘Methodology of loragyge comparison’, in: Vitaly
Shevoroshkin & Paul J. Sidwell, edsHistorical linguistics and lexicostatistics
Melbourne: Association for the History of Languagg. 61-66; Starostin, Sergei A.,
2000, ‘Comparative-historical linguistics and leostatistics’, in: C. Renfrew, A.M.S.
McMahon, & R.L. Trask, eds.Time depth in historical linguistics,, ICambridge:
McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research, [@23-265;idem 2007, ‘Proving
Language Relationship’, in: Starostin, Sergei Arudy po yazykoznaniyuMoscow:
Languages of Slavic Cultures, pp. 779-7id@m ‘Tower of Babel’,0.c..
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branch of *Borean. When the designation ‘Boreanswhosen, Georgiy
Starostin reputedly already objectéthat (since that term implicitly refers
to the Northern, ‘boreal’, hemisphere) it was basedhe prejudgment that
the macrophyla Eurasiatic / Nostratic, Afroasiatgino-Caucasian and
Austric would be more closely related to one anothan to the African
macrophyla Nilo-Saharan and Niger-Congo, and pbsskhoisan4s
Although | am not a Bantuist by training, this otvsgion prompted me to
investigate whether also Niger-Congo — includingtBa- might be seen as
the result of local African (to some extent inclhugli Palaeo-African)
interactiort® with incoming transcontinental elements. The rs&ukton-
firm African-Eurasian linguistic continuity: morban a quarter of all 1,153
reconstructed *Borean roots can be argued to heflexes in proto-Bantu.
Traces of Bantu are found all over the Bronze Agaditérranean (Table

47 Anonymous, n.d. (a), ‘Borean languages’, at:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Borean_languages, imated 3 July 2009; the web text has
since been modified, and the citation altered.

48 Already two decades ago, leading linguists (Kaiddr, & V. Shevoroshkin,
‘Nostratic’, Annual Review of Anthropologyl7: 302-329) included Nilo-Saharan and
Niger-Congo as branches of ‘Super-Nostratic’, whdostratic is more or less synonym-
ous with Eurasiatic. The *Borean nature of Khoiseas accepted on formal linguistic
grounds ¢€.g. its affinities with Northern Caucasian are obviguand concurs with
Cavalli-Sforza’s hypothesis of modern Khoisan sgeakeing the descendants of a hybrid
Asian / African population whose Asian ancestoils Isted in the Asian continent 10 ka
BP (Cavalli-Sforza, L.L., Piazza, A., & Menozzi,,A.994,The history and geography of
the human gene<rinceton: Princeton University Press, p. 176gilint however has
objected to this interpretation). Nonetheless, ddmtably reject Cavalli-Sforza’s view
(although shared by many others) of the three neelusively African macrophyla as
constituting isolated and archaic branches of tbddigenealogy of languages.

49 Cf. the comments by Oliver and Simiyu Wandibba in:v@ij Roland, Thomas
Spear, Kairn Klieman, Jan Vansina, Scott MacEach&avid Schoenbrun, James
Denbow, Yvonne Bastin, H.M. Batibo, Bernd Heinechdel Mann, Derek Nurse, Simiyu
Wandibba, 2001, ‘Comments on Christopher Ehretari®sl History: Re-envisioning the
evidence of language” The International Journal of African Historical Slies 34, 1:
43-81; in response to Ehret, Christopher, 2001,ntBaexpansions: Re-envisioning a
central problem of early African historyThe International Journal of African Historical
Studies 34, 1: 5-41. Considering the commonly recognis#idities between Austric and
Bantu, and the insistence, by linguistic speciglish the contribution, to Bantu, of non-
Bantu elements frormsidethe African continent, the linguistic process &frBu genesis
was probably much more complex than | propose e theen the case (with my appeal to
an unoccupied and defenceless niche of culturdbggpfor the spiked wheel trap and
similarly ‘African-Pelasgian’-distributed culturaéms such as mankala, geomantic divina-
tion and the belief in a unilateral being.

50 van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 201CJuster analysis assessing the relation between
the Eurasian, American, African and Oceanian lirggigi macro-phyla: On the basis of
the distribution of the proposed *Borean reflexestheir respective lexicons: With a
lemma exploring *Borean reflexes in Guthrie’'s Pr@@anty Papers in Intercultural
Philosophy — Transcontinental Comparative Studiem Binsbergen, Wim M.J., &
Woudhuizen, Fred C., in presEthnicity in Mediterranean proto-historyCambridge:
British Archaeology Reports (BAR) International Ber
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2), and the Bantu phylum’s homeland emerges fromnaronmental,
phyto-geographical and zoo-geographical analysistied’ proto-Bantu
lexicon as a well-watered, rather temperate 2éne.

My statistical outcomé3 do suggest an initial bifurcation of the
*Borean-speaking linguistic, cultural and demogiagock, with

51 strictly speaking, the compilation of a proto-Banterpus has been too
controversial to pretend there is one proto-Baseticbn €f. Dalby, David, 1975, ‘The
prehistorical implications of Guthrie’s Comparatiantu, Part I: Problems of internal
relationship’, The Journal of African History16, 4: 481-501;idem 1976, ‘The
prehistorical implications of Guthrie’s ComparatiBantu. Part Il: Interpretation of
cultural vocabulary’ The Journal of African Historyl7, 1: 1-27; Meeussen, A.E., 1980,
Bantu lexical reconstructionsArchief voor Antropologie, 27, Tervuren: Koninkli
Museum voor Midden-Afrika; Vansina, Jan, 1979-19&®antu in the crystal ball, I-1I,
History in Africa 12: 287-333 and 13: 293-325; Flight, Colin, 198@alcolm Guthrie
and the reconstruction of Bantu prehistomistory in Africg 7: 81-118;idem 1988,
‘Bantu trees and some wider ramificatiorfrican Languages and Cultures, 1: 25-43;
Maho, Jouni, 2003, ‘A classification of the Bantanduages: An update of Guthrie’'s
referential system’, in: D. Nurse & G. Philippsads., The Bantu languages.ondon /
New York, pp. 639-651. In the end, however, Guthrieconstruction (Guthrie, Malcolm,
1967-1971,Comparative Bantu: An introduction to the comparatilinguistics and
prehistory of the Bantu languages, I:IWestmead / Farnborough / Hants: Gregg) offers a
useful if far from ideal compromise. Since *Bordarhere claimed to account for only a
limited part of the proto-Bantu lexicon, and thdaBgian influx is implied to amount to
primarily a cultural influence with only slight demraphic impact, we need not enter here
into a discussion of the obvious heterogeneity poskible polygenesis of Bantu and the
rejection of the Bantu migration model (Bennettiriek R., 1983, ‘Patterns in linguistic
geography and the Bantu origins controversijstory in Africg 10: 35-51; Vansina, Jan,
1995, ‘New linguistic evidence and “the Bantu emp@n” ', Journal of African History
36, 2: 173-195).

52 van BinsbergenCluster, 0.c. The logarithmic scale was experimentally determin
ed so as to fit an estimated age for *Borean ok&%proposed date of the split separating
the African-Amerind-Austric macrophyla from the Bsiatic-Afroasiatic-Sino-Caucasian
macrophyla), and, as a benchmark, the dissociftidween Afroasiatic and Eurasiatic at
12.5 ka BP (under the Natufian hypothesiscf- Militarev, A.Y., 1996, ‘Home for
Afrasian?: African or Asian: area linguistic argunt®, in: C. Griefenow-Mewis & R.M.
Voigt, eds.,Cushitic and Omotic Languages: Proceedings of thé&dTInternational
Symposium Berlin, March 17-19, 19940dIn: Kdppe, pp. 13-32; Militarev, A.Y., 2002,
‘The prehistory of a dispersal: the Proto-AfrasfaAfroasiatic) farming’, in: Bellwood, P.,
& Renfrew, C., edsExamining the farming / language dispersal hypaggSambridge:
McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research; iMiev, A.Y. & V.A. Shnirelman,
1988, ‘The problem of proto-Afrasian home and a@t(an essay in linguoarchaeological
reconstruction)’, Paper presented at the 12th hate@nal Congress of Anthropological
and Ethnological Sciences, Zagreb; Turner Il, Gi@., 2008, ‘A dental anthropological
hypothesis relating to the ethnogenesis, origin amitjuity of the Afro-Asiatic language
family: Peopling of the Eurafrican-South Asian migge 1V’, in: Bengston, John D., 2008,
ed.,In hot pursuit of language in prehistory: Essagsthe four fields of anthropology in
honour of Harold Crane FlemingAmsterdam / Philadelphia: John Benjamins, pp23i/-
and references cited there) according to which @diatic emerged in Syro-Palestine in
the context of the Mesolithic Natufian culture, 14.5 — 11.5 ka BP; and moreover
assuming that the middle of the Natufian periodk®dhe dissociation of Eurasiatic and
Afroasiatic). The relative length k of each scahi of 2.5 ka is given by:
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1. one, ultimately Peripheral, branch vacating the ta&nAsian
homeland and moving on (being chased? or diffextiyntbetter
equipped with the necessary technology to explesg ocontinents
and their own initiative?) to South East Asia, Quaa the
Americas and sub-Saharan Africa, and

2. the other, ultimately Central, branch remainingti® Eurasian
homeland, gradually expanding westward to finatlgupy most of
Eurasia, and the Northern half of Africa.

Fig. 3. Dendrogram setting out the relative posgiof the *Borean-
associated linguistic macro-phyla in relation to@sand Khoisan

CASE 0 5 10 15 20 25
o o o o o +

Bantu AT e S e +
Khoisan 4% -+ R +
Amerind S8 S e e + eSS S +
Austric O I e e B + I
Eurasiatic 8l% -----—--- e e + I
Afroasiatic 66% ———-———-- + S S +
Sino-Caucasian 72% ——————————------—-——— +
log. time scale A 0 5 10 15 20 22.5 25 ka BP
(c = 0.476) B e an s et e e e e it DL e L +
log. time scale B 0 5 10 15 20 22.5 25 ka BP
(c = 0.666) -ttt = o +
uncorrected linear 0 5 10 15 20 25 ka BP
time scale - o= S o o +

Perhaps there is a simple explanation for the ¢afion between the
peripheral branch (African languages, Amerind amngtAc) and the central
branch (Eurasiatic / Nostratic, Afroasiatic, andnd&Caucasian) that

kL/ (a+b¥log(crg+d)) = 1/ ¥og(0.476%q)
where q is the inversed rank of that scale uniintiag from the origin. Other choices for
the parameters (the constants: c, here 0.476; alahdre 0; b, here 1; and r, here 10)
would produce a similar logarithmic scale but wihser or greater acceleration of rate of
change towards more recent millennia. The presardanpeter choice (scale A) gives a
greatly accelerated rate of change from the Mdsoldnward. Stipulating a very high rate
of acceleration for the most recent millennia, ecAlsituates the node splitting Austric
from the African / Amerind macrophyla at 24 ka BP; the node splitting the Eurasiatic /
Afroasiatic from the Sino-Caucasian macrophyla.a23 ka BP; and the node splitting
African macrophyla from Amerind at 20 ka BP. These are excessively high dates, which
can be brought down by assuming the split betwearadtatic and Afroasiatic to have
occurred several ka later, and adjusting the paemneaccordingly — as in scale B, with
which | am more comfortable (c = 0.666).
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strikingly emerges from Fig. 3. When we confronedé statistical results
with the reconstruction of the global history ofDMA haplo groupsg the
peripheral branch appears to derive from mtDNA tyge the central
branch from type N — the linguistic bifurcation thappears to mainly
reflect an initial segmentation, already in the lfam peninsula as early as
60 ka BP, of the second sally ‘Out of Africa’.

6. The Back-into-Africa hypothesis

To make the idea of African-Eurasian continuitiesaagible reality, we
would like to have something a bit more recent titam Out-of-Africa
Exodus, and state-of-the-art population geneticslde®n good enough to
oblige: by identifying, from the indirect and coraplevidence of molecul-
ar genetic analysis, the ‘Back-into-Africa’ moverhghfrom East and
West Asia, from 15 ka BP on. Population movemenassive enough to
leave detectable traces, and so relatively redeatt they can only have
involved Anatomically Modern Humans in full commarmd symbolic
thought and articulate language, — such movementst nmecessarily have
involved (as a form of demic diffusion) a measufecaltural, including
mythico-religious, transmission from Eurasia, badlo Africa, during the
same period. The basic information and the regyitirocess are rendered
in Fig. 4.

The Back-into-Africa movement makes it understdote, not only that
Eurasian and African languages are found to be ategrbut also that
African cultural forms as recorded in historicamés (and with the
exception of the iconographic records of rock artl dhe performative
repertoire of ritual and folklore — both of them spw extreme
methodological problems of interpretation and p#isation) must be
overlaid with, and may even have merged with, Hare®rms. And this is
precisely what we observe, notably in the field@hparative mythology.

53 Forster.c.

54 Cf. Cruciani, F., Santolamazza, P., Shen, P., MacaMaWMoral, P., Olckers, A.,
Modiano, D., Holmes, S., Destro-Bisol, G., Coia, Wallace, D.C., Oefner, P.J., Torroni,
A., Cavalli-Sforza, L.L., Scozzari, R., Underhi,A., 2002, ‘A back migration from Asia
to sub-Saharan Africa is supported by high-resotutinalysis of human Y-chromosome
haplotypes’, American Journal of Human Geneticg0: 1197-1214; Coia, Valentina,
Giovanni Destro-Bisol, Fabio Verginelli, Cinzia Baggia, llaria Boschi, Fulvio Cruciani
Gabriella Spedini, David Comas, Francesc Cala2€l)5, ‘Brief communication: mtDNA
variation in North Cameroon: Lack of Asian lineagasl implications for back migration
from Asia to sub-Saharan AfricaAmerican Journal of Physical Anthropolqgy28, 3:
678-681; Hammer M.F., T. Karafet, A. Rasanayagan, BVood, T.K. Altheide, T.
Jenkins, R.C. Griffiths, A.R. Templeton & S.L. Zegu 1998, ‘Out of Africa and back
again: Nested cladistic analysis of human Y chramues variation’,Molecular Biology
and Evolution 15, 4: 427-441.
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When the period summarised in this figure beganatémically Modern Humans had
already been in existence for nearly 200 ka, aner aheir emergence in Africa had
already started their spread out of Africa 65 kdiera

Fig. 4. Reconstruction of the history and spreachibddchondrial-DNA

types from the Upper Palaeolithic onwards (15 -aBPR), showing the

overall east-west movement from West Asia, inclgdime‘Back-into-
Africa’ movement (mtDNA types M1 and R) © 2004 Rer3>5

To illustrate this point of comparative mytholodyind it illuminating,
and in line with the available datato hypothesise, in the Eurasian Upper

55 From: Forsterp.c, Fig. 2f, relating to the period from 15 to 2 k& BAs Forster’s
other maps document, the H-type emerged in thekBi®ea area and, before 20 ka BP,
migrated to the Iberian peninsula, where it themedo be associated with Basque, and
subsequently spread to the North Sea area. Simdlstbound and northbound movements
can be seen in regard of the mtDNA haplogroups &nd V. Alsocf. Oppenheimer, S.J.,
2006a, The origins of the British: A genetic detective ngtoLondon: Constable &
Robinson.

56 |nevitably, we have no direct attestation of mydigies before historical times, and
my projection into the Upper Palaeolithic derivesnt two indirect considerations: (a) a
detailed analysis of the land and water *Borearabotary suggests that the Separation of
Land and Water had not yet installed itself as atraé motif in *Borean times (van
Binsbergen & Woudhuizem,.c); and (b) themes in Upper Palaeolithic iconograsiagh
as the great preponderance of horses which maygoedato represent the Mother of the
Waters. The Babylonian cosmogonic efiouma Elish(and, obliquely and briefly,
Genesisl, 1) constitutes a statement of the ousting efatuatic Mother of the Waters
Tiamat by the male sungod Marduk (King, L.W., 19B8uma Elish: The seven tablets of
creation: Or the Babylonian and Assyrian legendaaaning the creation of the world
and of mankindEscondido CA: BookTree, facsimile reprint of tH#02 edition, London:
Luzac). The same motif — Eurynome (with her selipentonsort, Ophion) ousted by a
generation of celestial gods — may also be see@raek mythology (e.g. Apollonius
Rhodius,Argonautica 1.503-506; LycophrorAlexandrall91 f; and Nonnu®)ionysiaca
2.563 f; with thanks to: Atsma, Aaron J., 2000-2008eoi Greek mythology: Exploring
mythology in classical literature and argt: http://www.theoi.com, s.v. Eurynome,
retrieved 8 July 2010). By the logic of the Pelasgiross-model (see below), this motif is
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Palaeolithic, the succession, c. 5-10 ka aparttwaf main cosmogonic
schemas:

a) first the Cosmogony of the Separation of the Waterd the Land
(which gave us flood myths — evoking the annihdatof the cosmic
order, when that order is based on the separafidgheowaters), and
subsequently

b) the Cosmogony of the Separation of Heaven and Keotimected with
the rise of naked-eye astronomy, detailed timeaeitlg, and of sha-
manism as an unprecedented concentration of syojpalver).

Although massive vestiges of (a) have survived lunistorical times

(notably in the form of the aquatic and marine auations of the Mother
Goddess and of her son-lover, the Hero), (b) hasrbe absolutely
dominant, and as a result the central motifs inaE@an mythologies have
now been, probably since early Neolithic times:

* how was the Separation of Heaven and Earth effected

* how can humankind be compensated for that Sepaisti@umatic
effects (basically, by items coming down from heavesuch as
rain, fire, seeds, cattle, humans, angels, Gods-saur rising up to
heaven — such as mountains, poles, spires, toalsss, sacrifices
—, or by re-unifying heaven and earth — such dsmiurge, king,
priest, shaman, twin)

» and what eschatological implication does this wadd have for
the end of the world?

Well, notwithstanding the prevalence of flood my#dso in Africa, this
same preoccupation with the effects of the Semarati Heaven and Earth
is found throughout sub-Saharan African mythologiesuch a way that |
have spoken, in connection with that part of thelayoof ‘relatively old
genes with relatively modern mythologies’ — as reargd above’

also represented in the Germanic-speaking mythotdfgihe primal being Ymir fed on
smelt-water and milk, killed, and the world fasteédnout of his body (cf. Chinese primal
being P’an Ku#s ) by the celestial Odin and his brotheEsi@a: Jonsson, B, ed., 1875,
Edda: Snorra SturlusonarKaupmannahofn: Gyldendals Békjverzlun; de Vriesn,Ja
1952, Edda: GodenliederenAntwerpen: De Nederlandsche Boekhandel); and & th
Uralic-speaking context of th&alevala cycle f. Tamminen, Maya, 1928Finsche
mythen en legenden: Het volksepos KalevZlaphen: Thieme, p. 69 f; Lonnrot, Elias,
1866,Kalevalg Helsinki: Suomalaisen kirjallisuuden seuran kigamossa).

57 Michael Witzel contests this African-Eurasian conity, and makes a funda-
mental, global distinction between ‘Laurasian’~( Northern and developed) and
Gondwana & Southern and primitive...) mythologies, Witzel, M., 2001, ‘Comparison
and reconstruction: Language and mytholojdther Tonguge6: 45-62; Witzel, Michael,
2010, ‘Pan-Gaean Flood myths: Gondwana myths —mybnd’, in: Wim M.J. van
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However, 15 ka is still a very long time spandamne in which
‘mythological drift’ is likely to play havoc withray empirical evidence of
transcontinental transmission. Therefore we artumate that the ‘Back-
into-Africa’ mechanism can be further narrowed dowinso far as it refers
to the Western Old Worleb to the much more recent mechanisms
postulated by the Pelasgian hypothesis, which nveres open to direct
study by the examination of ethnographic distribsi>® In addition to
genetics and linguistics, archaeology and comperatmythology,
comparative ethnography has been recognised asean@nue towards the
retrieval of the otherwise undocumented pasthe distribution of
ethnographic traits, used with caution, can prowtlees as to the extent
and boundaries of culture areas in pre- and prtioy, and indicate
affinities otherwise overlooked. Although soon nesults proved to be
supported by genetic distribution patterns as ftetlwas the analysis of a
large number of ethnographic trait distributionsotlghout the Old World,
that has recently made me formulate the Pelasgygothesis, with, |
believe, considerable implications for tBéack Athenathesis and Afro-
centrism.

Binsbergen & Eric Venbrux, eds\ew Perspectives on Myth: Proceedings of the Second
Annual Conference of the International Associatitor Comparative Mythology,
Ravenstein (the Netherlands), 19-21 August, 208&len / Haarlem: Papers in Intercult-
ural Philosophy and Transcontinental Comparativadi®s, pp. 217-235pace van
Binsbergen, ‘The continuityg.c.

58 Underhill however also claims a substantial Easturasian influx into Africa:
Underhill, P., 2004, ‘The South Asian Y chromosolaiedscape’, paper presented at the
2004 Harvard Round Table, Department of Sanskril &mdian Studies, Harvard
University, Cambridge MAgcf. the Sunda hypothesis of the British geneticispplta
Oppenheimer, claiming massive migration from Sok#st Asia in all directions in
response to flooding in the early Holocene: Oppenée S.J., 1998Eden in the East:
The drowned continent of Southeast Akandon: Weidenfeld & Nicholson.

59 | apologise that in the present argument | sawalt@rnative but to repeatedly
appeal to the Pelasgian hypothesis preceding the systematic discussion in the present
Section. Bringing together the main strands of miemsive research of the past two
decades poses enormous problems of space, coropaaitd auto-reference, but | could
not delay the present book any further by investingre time in matters of mere
presentation.

60 Cf. vansina, Jan, 1968, ‘The use of ethnographic dataources for history’, in:
Ranger, T.O., ed., 1968Bmerging themes of African histoiar es Salaam: East African
Publishing House, pp. 97-124dem 1981, ‘Ethnography as history: The past of the
peoples in the equatorial rainforest of Africkiabara, 4, 2: 157-191idem 1990,Paths
in the rainforests: Toward a history of politicahtition in Equatorial Africa Madison:
University of Wisconsin Press. Also van Binsbergdfim M.J., 1981 Religious change
in Zambia: Exploratory studiedondon / Boston: Kegan Paul International.

61 For these genetic details, see van Binsbergen &dNhaizenp.c.
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7. The Pelasgian hypothesis

The Pelasgian hypothe%iss one of the tools promising to create order
among, and to make sense of, the unmistakable cathma trends
emerging from comparative ethnography, and from thge global
mythological corpus, for that matter. It is an gregive perspective on
long-range ethnic, cultural, linguistic and genetféinities encompassing
Africa, Europe, and Asia. This hypothesis propoaesoriginal, primary
Pelasgian realm in Neolithic West Central Asia, shhdue to westbound
and eastbound population movements in the Early Midtlle Bronze
Ages (greatly facilitated by Central Asian pastistal achievements the
rise of horse-riding and of chariot technology e #poke-wheeled chariot
was invented in what is now Kazakhstan, c. 2,000EB(d to the
establishment of a secondary Mediterranean-Pelasg@m by the Late
Bronze Age. Although linguistically and ethnicalheterogeneous, the
primary and secondary Pelasgian realms stood ouat jpgckage of traits.
Individual ‘Pelasgian’ population groups never thsed anything near the
entire package, but selectively adopted a (uswadty limited) number of
them, also as the basis for ethnico-political ide@ition with other such
groups, e.g. in the context of the Sea Peoples@gpiat the very end of the
Bronze Age. Nor were these traits systematicallggrated as they might
have been when occurring within a single culturerce a mother goddess
may appear with bee connotation, with aquatic ctatrans, and as part of
a twin sibling pair, yet already under the shaddwa solar god. As many as
80 Pelasgian traits have meanwhile been identiffeflill list is presented
elsewheré4 A selection of proposed Pelasgian traits incluftesler is
arbitrary): gold mining and metallurgy; relativelyarly adoption and
transmission (if not invention) of iron-working tewlogy; veneration of a
Mother goddess associated with bees; male genalation in at least
part of the realm; territorial cults centring onrtbashrines, often in the
form of stone pilesnermg, with divination function; a central flood myth
and a creation mythology centring on the primal gmece of Land from
Water, with the Primal Waters personified as aiwmirGreator Goddess;
military prowess and pre-marital sexual licensevomen; veneration of a

62 yan Binsbergen, ‘The spiked wheel traw,c; idem 2010c, Towards the
Pelasgian hypothesis: An integrative perspectivegloange ethnic, cultural, linguistic
and genetic affinities encompassing Africa, Europed Asia Leiden: Papers in
Intercultural Philosophy and Transcontinental Corapiee Studies; van Binsbergen &
Woudhuizenp.c.

63 As a result, the term ‘Pelasgian’ can only be @ygil as an analytical label,
without any one-to-one correspondence with theiettistinctions the historical actors
themselves were making, even if when doing so émpgloyed the Greek, Latin, Egyptian
etc. equivalents of our English term ‘Pelasgiariie Tatter have been taken up by modern
students of ancient languages and ethnicities;aforoverview of such ancient uses of
‘Pelasgian’, see van Binsbergdmwards the Pelasgian, o.c.

64 van Binsbergen & Woudhuizen,c: chapter 28.
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divine (often sibling and / or twin) pair of opptesgender€.g.Athena and
Poseidon, Athena and Hephaestus, Tfnt and Sw, Ni&#& and Fu Xi
{R#%) associated with the installation of culture andriel orderés

relatively early adoption and transmission of abiariechnology; the
hunting technology of the spiked wheel trap; vetenaof a solar god;
headhunting and skull cult; common genetic backgdoin respect of
specific markers; boat cult, often associated withafterlife.

The distribution of these heterogeneous and egrated traits brings
out one of the essential features of the Pelasigyaothesis: thécross-
model. From the Middle Bronze Age on, and largely on thiags of
horse-riding and chariot technology, Pelasgiarigraave been selectively
transmitted in all four directions: west to the WWées Mediterranean and
the Celtic World; north to the Uralic and Germawiorld; East across the
Eurasian Steppe to East Asia, with diversions tatls@nd South East
Asia; and south across the Sahara into sub-Salfdrara — notably the
area where Niger-Congo (> Bantu) has been spokbistaorical times.

Fig. 5. Diagrammatic representation of the Pelasbigpothesis

i
®
1. Lower Neolithic Extended Fertile  [II. Upper Neolithic: Gradual I1I. Early to Middle Bronze Age:
Crescent = Primary Pelasgian realm |expansion of Neolithic Extended Diversification, transformation,
(1), with considerable Dene-Sino- Fertile Crescent, especially into the innovation of the Secondary Pelasgian

Caucasian presence; indicated is the | Western Mediterranean, so as to form |realm, introduction of such Bronze
schematic geographic distribution of |the Secondary Pelasgian realm (2), |Age traits (B, C) as metallurgy, horse
one arbitrary cultural trait A, e.g. within which trait A also spreads. and chariot technologies of

spiked wheel trap locomotion

65 Towards the end of this chapter we will encourelications that the Graeco-
Roman claim olLacus Tritonis / & al-Jerid (in modern Southern Tunisia) as birth place
of Athena (and Poseidon?) mirrors an earlier, nea&ern, Central Asian birthplace by a
major inland lake, and such mirroring occurs ineotlancient place names including
(H)lberia, Libya, and Africa / Ifriqa; Karst, J.,931, Origines Mediterraneae: Die
vorgeschichtlichen Mittelmeervdlker nach Ursprurghichtung und Verwandtschaft:
Ethnologisch-linguistische Forschungen Uber Euska#tk (Urbasken), Alarodier und
Proto-Phrygen, Pyrenaeo-Kaukasier und Atlanto-LeyurWest- und Ostiberer, Liguro-
Leleger, Etrusker und Pelasger, Tyrrhener, Lyded ttetiter, Heidelberg: Winters).
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IV. Late Bronze Age and Iron Age: Expansion of the transformed Secondary
Pelasgian realm, to West (a. Celtic world), North (b. Uralic world), South (c. sub-
Saharan Africa: Nilo-Saharan and Niger-Congo world), and East (d. Altaic world;
perhaps further into South East Asia and Oceania? — even Meso America? or is this
Trans-Atlantic?), resulting in the cross-model

Reviving an idea that was popular among ancienbti@ns in the second
half of the 18 century and that has a certain basis in the (yttenddled)
use of ‘Pelasgian’ terminology by authors in GraBmman antiquity, one
should not be surprised that something like my &gdan theory has been
in the air for some yeaf§,and in fact is becoming prominent among the
common-sense ideas informing amateur exploratioaisare so popular on
the Internet. Explicitly Pelasgian themes now eappear on disreputable
sites reflecting the Extreme Right’s fascinatiomhvdlut und BodenPelas-
gians also feature with alarming incidence amorg gblf-made motion
pictures of the popula¥ouTubewvebsite, and in that connection are pressed
into service to boost the ethnic consciousnessliohians, Cappadocians,
etc., even Atlanteans. The Pelasgian theory obtigen of the alphabet and

of Judaism, advanced by the British poet, critiod anythographer of
doubtful reputation among specialists, Robert Gsad®es not contribute
either to the respectability or credibility of aRglasgian hypothesis that is
now being formulate@’ | am aware that theories are often judged by name

66 E.g. the pedestrian Campbell-Dunn, G.J.K., 2008 African origins of classical
civilisation, Bloomington: AuthorHouse.

67 Graves, R., 1964 he Greek myth¢-11, Harmondsworth: Penguin, first published
1955;idem 1988, The White Goddess: A historical grammar of poetith London /
Boston: Faber & Faber, first published 1948. Grawesindependent scholar with nothing
but a ‘gentleman’s [secondary-school] educatiord arB.A. training in English literature
(cf. idem 1929, Goodbye to All ThatLondon: Watt & Son on behalf of Mr. Robert
Graves), is commonly chided, shunned even, fonaiay inaccuracies, his unprofessional
etymologies, and his ‘wild’ theories, often basedsaholarly works now considered to be
outdated. Yet, while on my guard, | have found nmensely inspiring and insightful
(e.g. he pinpointed as a matter of course the oityi between West African and Greek
myths, Greek mythsl, 22f), — one of the few students of myth whonaged to transcend
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and reputation only, but if that could bring mediscard an idea | have
found illuminating, | would never have entered Black Athenadebate in
the first place.

8. Uninvited gues$8 and disconcerting interactions in the Bronze
Age Mediterranean

Against this background of hypotheses suggestingnstontinental
continuities, let us finally return to Bernal.

One of my points of criticism addresses Bernaligeechanical
juxtaposition of the Indo-European and the Afrotisianguage families as
if this would sum up all there is to be said ab&nguistico-cultural
interactions in the ancient eastern Mediterran&he. juxtaposition springs
from Bernal's obsession with language as a keyltim@l history, which is
also responsible for the misnomer ‘Afroasiatic soof classical Greek
civilization’.8® The juxtaposition creates a sense of ‘either \nich befits
the political rhetoric underlying thBlack Athenadebate (Black — at least,
‘U.S.A. Black’, which includes any shade of skigmmientation in excess of
‘standard Caucasian’... — versus White; radical ahdration-orientated

stilted scholarship, and to steer a confident eobietween rupture from, and fusion with,
myth — as is the mythographer’s calliref; van Binsbergen, Wim M.J., 2009, ‘Rupture
and fusion in the approach to myth: Situating maaialysis between philosophy, poetics
and long-range historical reconstructioRgligion Compass3 (2009): 1-34.

68 To avoid misunderstanding in this age of transoental and cross-continental
migration and identity politics: | meamninvited from a point of view of the paradigm
which which mainstream (and implicitly Eurocentrsmholarship has looked at the Bronze
Age Mediterranean, without in the least questiortimg rightful claims or good fortune
that brought these theoretically unexpected grooiplseir destinations.

69 et me spell out, probably superfluously, why sta misnomerAfroasiatic is
exclusively a linguistic term, denoting the Afraat&i macrophylum as one of the four
language phyla found in Africa at the onset of nmadglobalisation (the others being
Niger-Congo, Nilo-Saharan, and Khoisan). Contrarytite other three African macro-
phyla, in historical times Afroasiatic (whose Afit branches include Ancient Egyptian,
Berber, Chadic, Cushitic, Omotic, Semitic) has almen represented in West Asia
through its Semitic branch, to which languages mglsuch as Arabic, Hebrew,
Phoenician, Ugaritic and Akkadian. When Bernal kpeaf ‘Afroasiatic roots’, he does
not mean (or should not mean) cultural influenceserninous with the extent of
Afroasiatic; he means:

a. in the first place: Egyptian roots (Egyptian beinge of the branches of
Afroasiatic; but the very obvious influences fronedbpotamia upon the Aegean,
especially in religion, myth, science and technglogre systematically under-
played by Bernal; when the RevisBthck Athenahesis began to focus on sub-
Saharan Africa, the other African branches of Adiatic were implied, but
hardly studied in detail as far as their cultunadl aeligious contribution to Egypt
and the Aegean is concerned), and

b. in the second place, more loosely, ‘African andafisiroots’, again concentra-
ting on Ancient Egypt and ignoring the rest.
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versus ethnocentric; the rest of the world versusopge or the North
Atlantic at large) but which obscures such continyet diversity as may
underlie (in Sumerian, Nostratic, Niger-Congo ethe actual cultural and
linguistic dynamics in this region.

In all likelihood many of the cultural, religiouand mythological
correspondences between Egypt and the Aegean beedrplained, not in
the first place by Late Bronze Age north-bound wdfbn across the
Mediterranean, but by a common West Asian Neolitiigin.

The field of Neolithic communalities which becanédiscernable for
West Asia and the Mediterranean, with extensiorepdato Europe and
Africa, displays a high linguistic diversitg,including

» Afroasiatic (Eastern and Southern Mediterraneanpaginly in west-
and sound bound expansion into North and West &fric

* North Caucasian / Basque involved (like most otbepulation and
language groups in that region and period) in aheemd expansion;

« the emerging Indo-European phylum initially prolaloloncentrated
around the Black Sea,;

» westbound, shamanism-associated Uralic elementschwizihariot
technology allowed to spread deeply into Central Horthern Europe
but also to leave traces in Mesopotamia (wherei@isaaind shamanism
appear in the middle of the second millennium BCEQypt (the
etymology of the theonym Neith as Mother of the &/ait— including
the Waters Above, i.e. Heaven — is probably Uraligmanic elements
in the tomb of TufAnkh-Amon in the form of chariots and a royal
diadem indistinguishable from a shamanic dheand the Aegean
(where Pythagoras, Empedocles, Abaris the Hypeeaora are
essentially shamanic figures suggestive of anci@sia-derived
continuities)’?

» African languages: Niger-Congo (of which Bantu iwell-known sub-
branch) has left traces in West Asian toponymydblytthe Palestinian
hydronym jabbok which means ‘fordable place’ in proto-Bantf,
Genesis 32: 22f; anttana’an Canaan proto-Bantu ‘to refuse’ —
perhaps the refusab board the Ark before the Flood (as related in

70 Cf. MccCall, Daniel, & Harold C. Fleming, 1999, ‘The epclassical circum-
Mediterranean world: Who spoke which languages’RinBlench & Matthew Spriggs,
eds.,Archaeology and language, IINew York / London: Routledge, pp. 231-248, where
further language phyla are considered, with emghasi Sino-Caucasian along the
Northern shores of the Mediterranean; also sedBuasbergen & Woudhuizem.c, ch. 4.

"1 van Binsbergen & Woudhuizeo,c.

72 Dodds, E.R., 1951The Greeks and the irrationaBerkeley/ Los Angeles:
University of California Press.
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some Islamic and Hebrew sourcéslut probably refusal — rather
typical of segmentary pastoralism — to accept therlordship of the
states in the Nile Valley and Mesopotamia, withesal/ parallels in
South Central Africaj# and in the various linguistic elements listed in
Table 275

Thus involved in an overall westbound (and, for #feécan languages,
also southbound) movement, and in ways that monerecular genetics
can now reconstruct in detail (Fig. 4), the scopé direction of the main
elements in th8lack Athenahesis take on a very different shape than that
claimed by BernalThe Aegean region looks similar to Ancient Egypt, n
primarily because of diffusion from Egypt in thetdd@ronze Age, but
primarily because both were the recipients of tfelasgian’ demic,
linguistic and cultural movement from West (ultietatCentral) Asia; and
this movement also extended to sub-Saharan Afpicajucing the same
similarities there. Ancient Egypt displays manytunal and religious
similarities with sub-Saharan Africa, not primarilyecause of diffusion
from sub-Saharan Africa to Egypt in Neolithic timésit the other way
around: because the Back-into-Africa movement, ydag a significant
share of Asian genes, as well as cultural, religi@and linguistic elements
(including the *Borean-associated elements towaMdger-Congo / Bantu)
passed via Egypt on its way from Asia to sub-Sahafaca — particularly
in the most recent forms which the westerly strainthe Back-into-Africa
movement took: as the South-bound arrow of thedgea cross-model,
from the Late Bronze Age on.

73 Cf. Heller, B., 1993, ‘Nih, the Noah of the Bible’, in: C.E. Bosworth, E. van
Donzel, W.P. Heinrichs & G. Lecomte, edEncyclopaedia of Islamnew ed., Leiden:
Brill, pp. VIII, 108-109. Michael Astour, one of Baal's intellectual heroes, has proposed
a different though not incompatible etymology ot thlace name Canaadf. Astour,
Michael C., 1965, ‘The origin of the terms “CandatiPhoenician”, and “Purple”’,
Journal of Near EasteriStudies 24, 4: 346-350; and: van Binsbergen & Woudhuizen,
o.c, p. 82f.

74 Cf. Lancaster, C.S., 1974, ‘Ethnic identity, histoand “tribe” in the Middle
Zambezi Valley’ American Ethnologistl: 707-730.

5 In this Table, the selection of cases in columashd |.b was suggested by: Karst,
Origines, 0.G. pp. 245f. Karst however, although a pioneer ofdera long-range
comparative and historical linguistics, is oftersolete or obviously wrong in his specific
interpretation of these long-range connections.rdfoee | base the identifications in
columns ll.a and Il.b, in terms of proto-Bantu, omre recent authoritative sources:
Guthrie, Comparative Bantu o.c; Guthrie, ‘Guthrie’s Proto-Bantu forms’, at
http://www.cbold.ddl.ish-lyon.cnrs.fr/Docs/Guthtiéml; Meeussen, &ntu lexical recon-
structions o.c; Meeussen, ‘Proto-Bantu Reconstructions’, at Httmw.cbold.ddl.ish-
lyon.cnrs.fr/Docs/Meeussen.htnalnd (for column I1l) Starostinfower of Babelo.c.
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Table 2. Proposed connections between (a) proteuBénMediterranean
divine names, religious concepts and ethnonyms

S

ne

I. Connections proposed
1. Proto-Bantu IIl. remarks
by Karst
la. Il.a. Guthrie, [Il.b.
Mediterra- |l.b. Bantu \r']V::qt?eurthne v,\c;r? Lrj]f)su(;n’
nean classes
1 |Phoenician/|muluku / -dOk-, to rain, |-dok-, rain, Proto-Bantu *-d- often changes into
Punic Mold m-luko, 650, > ? drip, 5.4., [ > |-I- in historic attestations. To
~ | mlungu, mulungu, S.C.&S. relegate the West Semitic form to
mulungu, God? Bantu Bantu is certainly possible, but th
‘God, mulungu, God |is a case where there is an
Heaven ] overriding *Borean etymology with
near-global; applicatiorcf.
*Borean (approx.) *TVKV ‘to
pour, drop’ (>Eurasiatic: *tUKV ;
Sino-Caucasian *[t]Hanko;
Austric: Proto-Austronesian *itik,
Proto-AustroAsiatic *tVk ‘drop’;
Amerind (misc.) :*tok” ‘saliva;
spit’76.
2 | Canaanitic E|Bantuy-ulu, |-*godo 5-, top; |-*gudu 5 L Cf. Germaniaggyod, whose
/ Bel cf. e-ulu, wilu  |sky, 880, [>- |LH, sky, etymology is unclear — both
" ‘God, ilu-in S.C. & |above, 6.3., |semantically and phonologically t
Sardinian /| jeaven  |S. Bantu] Bantu connection is more
Aegean convincing that Old Indiahuta,
Julus, Jolos, ‘the one who is invoked’. No
Jolaos obvious long-range etymology
available
3 |Aegean Abanty “ntd 1/2, “ntul 1, Cf. Austronesian-taw, ‘human’’7
Abantes ‘people’ person, 1798 |person, some [No consensual long-range
(or other), any,etymology available, howevecf.
6.4. Indo-European: *-nt-, ‘under’,
‘underling’, proposea8 as
etymology of Ancient Greek
anthr6 pos (‘human being’) and

76 Cf. Ruhlen, Merritt, n.d., ‘Amerind Dictionar’, no. B9unpublished, available in
Globet data base and incorporated in Starostina®oStin, Tower of Babelo.c.; Peiros I.,
1989, ‘The Austric macrofamily: Some considerationgn: Shevoroshkin, Vitaly, ed.,
Reconstructing Languages and Cultures. Abstractsl &aterials from the First
International Interdisciplinary Symposium on Langeaand Prehistory in Ann Arbor, 8.-
12. Nov. 1988Bochum: Englisches Seminar, Ruhr-Universitat RmehVol. 20, pp. 66-

69: 128.

77T Adelaar, A., 1995, ‘Asian roots of the Malagasy: liAguistic perspective’,
Bijdragen tot de Taal-, Land- en Volkenkuniil, 3: 325-356.

78 Ode, A.W.M., 1927, ‘Reflexe von “Tabu” und “Ndan den Indogermanischen
Sprachen’,Mededelingen der Koninklijke Akademie van Wetermodm, afd. Letter-

kunde 63, A, 3:

73-100.
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Athé na (as underworld goddess);
Afroasiatic: 3, ‘land, ground’
(Ancient Egyptian)Sino-Tibetan:
*daIH, Chineselk *taj? ‘bottom’,
HE *t5j7  ‘root, base’; Tibetanmthil
bottom, floor; the connection with
‘human’, and with this entire
complex, is hypotheticakhoisan:
‘person’ in the following
reconstructedProto-languages;
Central Khoisan*khéé ;

Khoikhoi: *khoe ; West Central
Khoisan:*khéé ; East Central
Khoisan:*khéé ; South Khoisan
(Taa):*ta”, *tu* ; North Khoisan:
Zu

Lohios Bantum- -+dOg-, to -*dog- L, No consensual long-range
logi, m-lozi, |bewitch, 644, |bewitch, 5.4., [etymology available, so Karst's
(Apollo), . ; .
o moloki, m-  |[ > -ro8 -in -*dog-L 1, Bantu proposal has a point
Meilihios rogi, S.C.&S. witch, 5.4.,
(Zeus),molo, |‘magician, |Bantu] /*dOgi
magical herbsorcerer’, |14, witchcraft,
in Homer 646,[>S.C.
& S. Bantu-
rof i- |
Chaldaean |Bantué- -*gaNga 9/10, |-ganga L 1, 9, |Dolgopolsky, one of the pioneers
Owan wangi, medicine man|doctor, the Nostratic hypothesis, identifie
' . |uwingo, 786, / medicine man|ngangaas a proto-Nostratic root
Cappadocian,, ingy, +gaNga 14, |4.3./*gang- |which therefore cannot merely be
Omanes, ‘God, medicine, 787|L, wrap up, |counted as originally Bant(P
Aegean Heaven’, bandage, heal,
primal god 4.3.
Okeanos.
Minos, Bantu ?-*nEnE DP, |-*néne, big,
- - i 2 *-.dok-
Menuas m-ngu, mu blg, 1350; : 33 qu ,
ungu, mu- |*dOk-, to rain, (rain, drip, 5.4.
[Urartean ing,, God', (650, > S.C. &|>S.C. &S.
king] S. Bantu Bantu

mulungu, God

mulungu, God

79 Dolgopolsky, A., 1998The Nostratic macrofamily and linguistic palaeooiy,
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7 |Basque. Bantu-Zulu |-*yiNk-, to -*nink-, give, |[Not necessarily Bantu-relatedf,:

yinko Nkulu, God; |give, 2085, ? ;|2.3.;-*kadu 1, |*Borean(approx.) : *KVRV ‘old’

. 80 Massaingai, |-*kédo DP, big, senior, |(> Eurasiatic : *gwVrV ‘old’;

God en-gai. old, 1197, /- |adult, 6.3. [> -| Afroasiatic : *gVrs - ‘old’
*kodo 1/2/14, |kulu, in S.C. &|(Cushitic, Chadic and Berb&gVr-
old person/old|S. Bantu ] ‘be bigger, older’);Sino-Caucasian
age, 1197, [ > T *xq(w)VrV ‘old’; African (misc.) :
-kulu, in S.C. Bantu*-kadu ‘old’; ljo kUrai ‘year’.
& S. Bantu ] (?); Sarkaré ‘full grown

person’8l

9. Not a revamped Hamitic thesis

| realise that my Pelasgian hypothesis comes urmdatfly close to the

now discarded Hamitic thesis. | have no use facafist Hamitic thesis, —
| consider myself to be reasonably, and demonstraibte from the

delusions of colonialism and racialism. Howevengtthery same freedom
allows me to ignore the pressures of political ecimess. If the Hamitic
thesis had an unmistakable colonial and racialigfip and implies to

deny the cultural creativity of modern Africaribat does not mean that no
major transfer could ever have taken plasmce the Upper Palaeolithic, of
genetic, linguistic and cultural material from Qahtand West Asia to sub-
Saharan Africa via Egypt and the rest of the Mediteean. Sometimes
scholars (prompted by an intuition informed by spkst knowledge,

where they can discern patterns of connectivithauit already being able
to properly separate cause and effect) are righthi® wrong reasons — as
seems to be often the case, for instance, withdeand with the scholars
from around 1900 whose ideas he often seeks teaeVhe inroads south,

80 Cf. Tower of Babelo.c, Basque etymology: Proto-Basqui@inko ‘God’; Bizkai-
an: Jainko; Gipuzkoan:Jainko; High NavarreseJainko, (Baztan)Jinko; Low Navarrese:
Jinko; Lapurdian: Jainko, Jinko; Zuberoan:Jinko. To this Tower of Babeladds the
following comments:

‘Azkue also citeslaungoiko (...), but possibly this longer word (‘lord who is bigh’)
is a “folk-etymology which attempts to rationalizéhe old name [Jainko] into
something more obviously Christian” (Trask, R.L99F, The History of Basque
London: Routledge, p. 323). The etymology remaigstarious.’

Entry 7 in Table 2 appears to go a long way towaadging the mystery and revealing the
Bantu affinities in the Basque theonym Yinko.

81 |llich-Svitych, V.M., 1971-84,0pyt sravnenija nostraticheskix jazykomlll,
Moscow: Nauka; Dolgopolsky, n.d., ‘Nostratic digtary’, unpublished but incorporated
in data bases Globet, Nostret and in Tower of Bat@5: 664 (SH - Turkic), 670 (SH -
Kartvelian).
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along the Nile valley and the Sahara rot&ésive been recognised as such
for a long time.

This influx should not be regardediagosing, in sub-Saharan Africa,
an alien packageonto ‘Africans’ as we know them today. The Palaeo-
Africans of 15 ka BP probably displayed, both geradiy and culturally, a
considerable level of continuity with the Palaeaigdn groups (character-
ised by mtDNA types L1, L2 and L3) that constitutdte whole of
Anatomically Modern Humans, and their ancestralucal before the Out-
of-Africa exodus from 80 ka BP onward. But todaydricans are
substantially different, both culturally, linguissilly and even genetically:
they are largely a product of the interaction bemv®alaeo-Africans and
the Back-into-Africa movement, and as such fairpntmuous with the
populations and cultures of West Asia and Europee Tonsiderable
affinities between Bantu and *Borean makes us lwitk a different eye at
the early theorists on Bantu who suggested thajor elements towards
Bantu (I am not saying: the Bantu phylum as a whcéene into being, not
on African soil, but in Asia. In that case, thesmtcibutive elements (a
27% *Borean proto-Bantu lexicon) were transferresgub-Saharan Africa
in the very process of the ‘Back-to-Africa’ migi@ti, notably3 in the form
of the Southbound, African-Pelasgian extension e tcross-model'.
Major cultural themes besides language came uresame dynamics,
and this explains the very considerable contin(aitymythology, kingship,
kinship, patterns of reconciliation and adjudicaticeligion, etc.) between
West Asia, Europe, and sub-Saharan Afffcdhe same may also apply to
metallurgy, whose invention is still being contesbetween West Asia and
sub-Saharan Afri¢d — but we can settle that argument by invoking a
model where it was proto-Bantu speaking groups gsWMAsia, carrying a
proto-African culture on their way to sub-Saharafrica, who invented

82 Marked by abundant rock art depicting chariotstecinology invented 2000 BCE
in Central Asia; and very nicely visible in the tdisution map of the spiked wheel trap,
Fig.1.

83 However, we must not forget that part of the *Bordexical roots (and other
cultural themes, for that matter) towards the pBémtu lexicon may also have been
contributed in the context of th&astern Eurasian branch of the Back-into-Africa
movement (Underhillp.c), hence affinity between Bantu and Austric. A dission of the
possible Eastern Eurasian (e.g. South East Asidtyral contribution to modern Africa is
beyond our present scope, but cf. Oppenheifaden o.c; and van Binsbergen, Wim
M.J., in collaboration with Mark Isaak, 2008, ‘Tsmontinental mythological patterns in
prehistory: A multivariate contents analysis ofoftomyths worldwide challenges Oppen-
heimer’s claim that the core mythologies of the idnt Near East and the Bible originate
from early Holocene South East Asi&psmos: The Journal of the Traditional Cosmo-
logy Society23: 29-80. Oppenheimer himself makes no spedifitns concerning Africa;
yet outside the field of mythology, his General @umypothesis appears to have consider-
able African applicability.

84 Cf, van Binsbergen, ‘The continuityo,c.

85 Cf. Alpern, S.B., 2005, ‘Did they or didn't they inveit? Iron in sub-Saharan
Africa’, History in Africg 2005 32: 41-94.
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and transmitted metallurgy — like the specialisickkmiths, the Sinties, on
the fire-god Hephaestus’ special island Lem#fas; like the iron-working,
music-oriented Gypsies (a major subgroup of whichlso called Sinti) of
which we find traces as far inside Africa as Sudad Zambi&’

The Hamitic thesis was predicated on an obsessitin difference,
with absolute and discrete distinctions betweernicafrs, Europeans and
West or Central Asians. The reality of culturaltbrg is much more fluid,
transitional, interconnected, and simply makes Sabaran Africa, like
Europe and on very similar terms, part of the watlthrge. Once more, we
have to admit that the notion of ‘African’ as attist identity is (like the
concept of Africa itself) mainly an inventidA,first of colonialism and
racialism, but subsequently internalised by thietat Black victims.

10. Going far beyond thBlack Athenathesis

In the newly emerging picture, Ancient Egypt canamger be regarded as
the child of sub-Saharan Africa and nothing morer, can Ancient Greece
be regarded any more as simply the grandchild bfSaharan Africa and
nothing mores®

86 |lias, 1. 594;0dysseaVlll. 294.

87 As far as the diffusion of metallurgy is concerngde proposed Pelasgian,
overland Southbound movement along the Nile va#leg through the Sahara, may be
complemented by a seaborne movement from South éfsieiromnik, C.A., 1981lndo-
Africa: Towards a new understanding of the histofySub-Saharan Africaluta: Cape
Town, which was initially discarded (appearing la tieight of South African apartheid,
and apparently denying, once more, Africans altural initiative; cf. Hall, Martin, &
C.H. Borland, 1982, ‘The Indian connection: An asseent of Hromnik’s ‘Indo-
Africa”’, The SouthAfrican Archaeological Bulletin37, 136: 75-80), but was recently
positively reconsidered at a high-powered SoutlicAfr archaeological conference.

88 As exposed in: Mudimbe, V.Y., 1988 he invention of Africa: Gnosis, philo-
sophy, and the order of knowledddoomington & Indianapolis: Indiana Universityes
/ London: Currey; specifically on tH&lack Athenalebate, this leading African / American
philosopher has made the following enthusiastictrgmution: Mudimbe, V.Y. 1992,
‘African Athena?’,Transition 58: 114-123.

89 Even though recent genetic research by ArnaizNikt al. (Arnaiz-Villena, A.,
Dimitroski, K., Pacho, A., Moscoso, J., Gomez-Casdtl, Silvera-Redondo, C., Varela,
P., Blagoevska, M., Zdravkovska, V., Martinez-Lash, 2001, ‘HLA genes in
Macedonians and the sub-Saharan origin of the GteBissue Antigens7, 2: 118-127;
Arnaiz-Villena, A., lliakis, P., Gonzalez-Hevillayl.,, Longas, J., GOmez-Casado, E.,
Sfyridaki, K., Trapaga, J., Silvera-Redondo, C.,tddaka, C., Martinez-Laso, J., 1999,
‘The origin of Cretan populations as determined dimaracterization of HLA alleles’,
Tissue Antigenss3, 3: 213-226) concurs with, for instance, iognaghic analysis of the
Thera / Santorini frescoes from Minoan times, iggasting an unexpectedly great African
elementCf. Marinatos, S., 1969, ‘An African in Thera@nalekta Archaiologika Athenon
2: 374-375; Knapp, B., 1981, ‘The Thera frescoabthr question of Aegean contact with
Libya during the Late Bronze Age'Journal of Mediterranean Anthropology and
Archaeology 1: 249-279; de Graft Hanson, J.O., 1976, ‘Afrean heroic Greek royal
families?’, Legon Journal for the Humanitie: 51-59. Arnaiz-Villenat al. incidentally
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The emerging picture is complex, and suggesengive and creative
interaction and feedback allong the North-Soutls.a8ince the influential
synthetic work of Hoffma® on the Saharan antecedents of Ancient Egypt,
and Williams’ impressive identification of Egyptia@ntral royal symbols
(royal bark, white crown and palace facade) on &i&luincense burner
from pre-dynastic time%, there is no possibility of denying the constitetiv
contribution made to Ancient Egypt from the Saharagion south and
west of the pharaonic territory. However, the Adricvolved in such
feedback is not in the least the primordial Afrafathe pre-Out of Africa
Exodus; on the contrary, it is an Africa that iseally deeply involved in
the Neolithic revolution, that makes its own cdmtitions to that revolution
by the local domestication of specific food cropsl @nimal species. It is
an Africa that has already massively absorbed #maic linguistic and
cultural material brought from West Asia by the Baato-Africa
migration, including the Southbound component & Belasgian cross-
model. As a result, on essential points of cosmpl@pminated by the
separation of Heaven and Earth), kingship (as tirecipal re-connection
of Heaven and Earth), and ritual / mythology priflyaorganised around
these themes of cosmology and kingship, it woulshewore than evecf
above, Chapter 9) be tempting to speak of an Extkkertile Crescent, far
exceeding the narrow West Asian confines that gé&vename to this
presumed cradle of the Neolithic, and in fact edieg from the fertile
Sahara and the Ethiopian highlands, via Egypt, Vdedt Central Asia, to
China, with extensions to North Africa and Europe.

11. A new, long-range reading of Athena and Neith

In this surprising, new context of the ExtendedtifeeiCrescent and its
Upper Palaeolithic prehistory, also Bernal's cdniin, that of the
theonym Athena as a barely disguised Athenian itnjpom Egypt, takes
on a very different shape. Athena and Neith togelleéong to a vast belt,
extending from the Sahara to West Asia (with exterssinto South and
East Asia, thus encompassing the entire ‘Extendatilé- Crescent) and
dating back to the Neolithic, displaying goddesassociated with young
womanhood / virginity, military prowess, and fenmei arts (especially

suggest, on the basis of their genetic researcAfrazan influx into the Aegean as a result
of forced resettlement of an ‘Ethiopian’ populatiemder the pharaonic state c. 2000 BCE
— which again is grist for Bernal's mill, even wgiiklightly upsetting my own applecart.

90 Hoffman, M.A., 1979,Egypt Before the Pharaoh®lew York: Knopf, rev. ed.
1991.

91 williams, ‘The A-group Royal Cemetery’, g.@em 1996, ‘The Qustul incense
burner’,o.c.
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weaving) and with spiders; other goddesses in bielé are Anahitd2
Anat?3 Anatu (perhaps also Inana; but more specificeflthe Sumerian
sun goddess Uttu, also with spider connotationgjp&ian Inanna, the
Libyan goddess Antinea, the West African spider-§chmbi / Nyambi,
cf. the West African spider trickster hero Anansi, etc

Ultimately, | would be inclined to interpret thegeddesses as trans-
formations of the proposed Upper Palaeolithic aeajoddess, the
parthenogenetic Mother of the Waters, under a ctsggdbased on the
Separation of Water and Land. Still in the Uppda®alithic, as part of the
verticalisation of the world image associated wtlike rise of shamanism
and of naked-eye astronomy, this cosmology waslanfgd by one based
on the separation of Heaven and Earth — which bemame the dominant
cosmology throughout the Old World, Oceania, amtl pethe New World,
from the proto-Neolithic on. Verticalisation broughstitutionalised social
and symbolic sources of power leading to a maleidatad world-viewg*
in which the ancient creator goddess was dethrdiyed celestial male
creator and her creative powers reduced to donitgstdthough she was
allowed to retain her connotations of virginity amer implicit association
with water. Neith is still in many respects the kit of the Water®;
whereas the aquatic epithets of Athena, althougbderstudied, are
massive:

e Athena Hippia ‘of the horses’ — in the Aegean caftdorses are in the first
place sacred to Poseidon, the god of the sea;\wmdthough classicists tend to
consider his association with the sea a relatilaty development, Poseidon may
well be considered a masculinising transformatidn(ar, if late and with a
different earlier trajectory of his own, a masciding imposition upon) the
Mother of the Waters, — to whom, as pointed outvabtorses were probably
sacred

e Athena Halea ‘of the sea’

92 Cf. Cumont, F., 1911, ‘Anahita’, inEncyclopedia of Religion and Ethjcs
Hastings, J., with Selbie, J.A., & Gray, L.H., ed&dinburgh: Clark / New York: Scribner,
pp. |: 414-415; Frederic Giacobazzi, F., n.d. (2008nat, Anath, Anit (Syria), Anatu
(Mesopotamia), Anahita (Persia, Armenia), Neith \(iy Athene (Crete), Athena
(Greece)’, at: http://www.kirtland.cc.mi.us/hon@sddess/anat.htm.

93 Fontenrose, J., 198@ython: A study of Delphic myth and its origifBerkeley
etc.: University of California Press; paperbackiedi reprint of the 1959 first edition, pp.
139, 244, 253 n. 48. Of course (but irrelevanthi@ present context), the goddess Anat
was an established member of the Egyptian pantietie Ramesside timesf. Bonnet,
H., 1971,Reallexikon der Agyptischen ReligionsgeschicB&lin: de Gruyter, reprint of
the first edition of 1952, pp. 37 f.

94 This is not merely an attempt to sound politicaltyrect and woman-friendly, or
to emulate the great woman archaeologist Marija bBitas. Throughout the literate
civilisations of the Bronze Age, all over Eurasie see female divinities being supplanted
and relegated to subaltern, domestic statusesa Ftatailed tablegf. van Binsbergen &
Woudhuizenp.c.

95 A point well appreciated by Bernalf. Black Athena ljo.c, pp. 87f. The other-
wise unattested Nestis (= Neith?) appears with Eimgles as the elemewater.
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e Athena Aithuia, ‘the sea bird’ (stormy petrel, spdh

e Athena Glaukopis, which at school we learned todiate as ‘Owl-Eyed’, but
which may simply render the colour of the sea —uts is the name of various
mythological figures all of which have a relatioittwthe sea

e Athena Nauta — ‘mariner’ or ‘shipwright’ — she ieedited with essential help in
the construction of the legendary ship Argo

* in Athens, Athena is mythologically and rituallyipga with Poseidon, who in
historical times is the dominant male sea god

e Athena’s counterpart or alter ego, Pallas, is aydtar of the sea god Triton.

All these maritime dimensions make Athena standasuvhat to my mind,

despite all the much later accretions of prowesksfare arts, she is more
than anything else: a transformation of the Viriother of the Primal

Waters. This was keenly seen by Fauth when he wrote

‘Auf die weitverbreitete Lallwurzetat- greift auch van Windekens zurtick, wenn
er der gottlichen Jungfrau (Pallas) in Athene dakr[alen] Titel der “Mutter”
zugesellt findet96

Viewed thus, there is no question any more of Neitlgendering
Athena, or the other way around. Both are closelgted specimens of a
cosmologico-religious system which, throughout thast belt thus
identified, has produced Great Goddesses with datioas of underworld,
death, violence, sea and sky, and ultimately of Ewemal Waters —
connotations which were often (although only obdilyuso in Athena’s
case)’ emblematised in bee symbolism, and which refleetttiple quality

96 Fauth, W., 1979a, ‘Athena’, in: K. Ziegler and \Bontheimer, edsDer kleine
Pauly: Lexikon der AntikeMunich: Deutscher Taschenbuch Verlag, cols. 683.-6

97 When Zeus’' companion, the shape-shifting Metisfl&tion, Counsel’ (Eury-
nome’s sister, if not alter-ego) was pregnant, wallewed her (as is probably implied: in
the shape of beg so as to prevent her giving birth to a son thatild oust him as king of
heaven, as predicted by Gaia / Earth (Hesidtkogonia 886 f). The story is related to
that of Erichthoniusdf. the long footnote at the end of chapter 4, abdeg)after Metis’
child, Athena, had been born from her father's hedth the aid of her brother
Hephaestus’ hammering, it was sperm from the labered at Athena that engendered
Erichthonius as child of Gaia / Earth — Athena’tuctance to acknowledge the child
which her stimulating appearance had caused tmbeetved, may have derived, not just
from disgust at Hephaestus’ ejaculation (as stcebgethe mythographers), and not even
from the incestuous connotations of the situatimrt,from her fear that — as predicted by
Gaia — the child would dethrone her beloved fatdeys. But the real threat for Zeus lay
not in another celestial deadly rival (as he haghldds father’s, Cronus’, and the latter, his
father’s again, Uranus’) but in the continuing,ailsubdued, vigour of the Cosmogony of
the Separation of Land and Water and of its primadin goddess, the Mother of the
Waters, which no reduction to domesticity (Athelile Neith, Anahita, the West African
cognates of Nyambi, and Japanese Amaterasu, waisler-associated goddess of weav-
ing) could permanently contain. Two millennia latdre implied Mother goddess would
be largely rehabilitated on the Northern shorehef Mediterranean, as the Virgin Mary,
Mother of God, Star of the Sea, and Queen of Hea&aather millennium later, in our
own time, women’s massive rejection of imposed dstioy begins to bring back a
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of the Primal Waters as the waters of the sky, hef sea, and of the
underworld.

In this light one must also view the question -€satral to theBlack
Athenadebate — as to the etymology of the names of AthedaNeith. The
two female deities, and their names, are not deons from one another,
but both are derivations from a theonyrpa]n[a][n]- which is not so
much Egyptian or (as Bernal is fond of thinkingmaitedly on the ground
of ample Egyptian sources) Libyan, but West Assulysequently Pelas-
gian, and subsequently (through the mechanism ef ‘thoss-model’)
implied in the goddesses of half the Old W&Ad.

12. Conclusion: Lessons for Afrocentrists

My alternative theory, in the first place, is stiry provisional and raises
enormous problems in its own right; and, in theosecplace, it could only
have been conceived thanks to Martin Bernal. Yehis theory cuts wood,
it more or less explodes tlidack Athenahesis, since it totally distances
itself from Bernal's key contradiction between I|AHoropean and
Afroasiatic (his quest for ‘Afroasiatic roots’) #se possible source of the
Aegean classical civilisation, and instead draws heterogeneous and
fragmented ‘Pelasgian’ continuities that could harde relegated to a
primal and exclusive African origin.

The lessons for Africa and for Afrocentrists alear, and although dis-
appointing at first glance, are ultimately illumiimg and even empower-
ing. Contrary to the essentialising and the otliernvhich has been the
standard modern approach to Africa world-vifd@nd which has also been
Bernal's approach, incidentally, as well as thatnwdny Afrocentrists),
Africa turns out to have always been an integnadl Enportant, part of the

mythical era of female leaders in the ritual (metientertainment), political and even
military fields.

98 Cf. Karst, Origines o.c, p. 95: ‘Bei Diodor, Sic., Kap. 56-68, wird vonner
Gottin Tritonis Athena berichtet, deren Kult in d8egend des libyschen Tritonissees
heimisch war. Diese tritonische Goéttin Athena isher identisch mit der arisch-iranischen
und pontisch-kappadokisch-armenischen Anahit. mistoder Triton ist als Géttesattribut,
als Theophorname derselben Gottheit zu fassen unedt dzu identifizieren mit der
eranischen Gottheit Thrita oder Thraetaona (Thragtebzw. dem indischen Trita, dem
wassergeborenen Gotte Aptya, der iranisch als Adhengcheint. Dies ware ein weiteres
Argument fur eine einstige ostarische Besiedelutgnidfrikas, vorausgesetzt, dal, nicht
schon in der Diodorquelle eine Verwechslung degpdwésch-libyschen Tritonsees mit
einem homonymen irano-turanischen und der afrikéeis Libya mit dem innerasiatisch-
turanischen Libyerlande vorliege. Hierfir sprachie Hei Diodor, Kap. 68, erwahnte
“libysche” Dionysosinsel mit Stadt Nysa in der ifitmissee, wo es sich vermutlich
urspringlich entweder um die “indische” Nysa (I$g$ handelte, die Heimat des jungen
Dionysos, bzw. um das medisch-hyrkanische Nisda ade die Nisdischen Gefilde in
Medien Kaspien, also um Lokalitdten des innerasihgn Libyen.’

99 Cf. Mudimbe,The invention o.c.
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world at large, and thus of global cultural histdtys true that the essential
cultural repertoire of Anatomically Modern Humarasre from Africa, but
that was at least 60 ka BP, and makes all of usahsnoday, or none of
us, Africans in the primordial (and meaninglesg)sge The Afrocentrist
claims however refer to a much more recent pastBitonze Age, or the
Neolithic Age at the very remotest. If for theséatigely recent periods
they claim an exclusively African origin of globaultural initiatives,
whether via Egypt (as Bernal and many Afrocentrisésve it), or by-
passing Egypt, they are mistaken. Moreover, thaly nipping Africa loose
from the texture of transcontinental continuitieswhich it has always
thrived, also during the past few millennia (despite setbacks of the last
few centuries), in which Africa has made its owalgll contributions, and
in which Africa can be recognised and can affireelit as a major player,
instead of (as is the global reality of the last fdecades) a disqualified
outsider.

In the light of my present argument, | cannotlapg the consensus that
has developed in the 2008 Warwick conference ontivi&@ernal’'s work,
where the once so controversiBlack Athenathesis was ushered into
academic mainstream respectability, almost asqdatie canon of proto-
history. What we owe to Martin Bernal is a visi@nm incessant drive, a
passion to steer away from Eurocentric complaceaatever insight into
the hegemonic mechanisms of the global politicskebwledge. That
already is far more than we owe to most studentdrariscontinental
cultural protohistory; and in this awareness, we jastified to regard the
Black Athenathesis itself as another Wittgensteinian laddetp be cast
away once it has served us to get a wider andrbe¢e.

100 wittgenstein, L., 1964Tractatus logico-philosophicus: Logisch-philosoyathie
Abhandlung Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp, first published 19Ehg tr. 1922 Tractatus
Logico-Philosophicug¢London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1922), 6: 54.
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