Now published (August 2011):

ETHNICITY IN MEDITERRANEAN PROTOHISTORY

Ethnicity in
Mediterranean Protohistory

Wim M. J. van Binsbergen
Fred C. Woudhuizen

van Binsbergen, Wim M .J., & Woudhuizen, Fred C., 2011,
Ethnicity in Mediterranean protohistory, British Archaeologi-
cal Reports (BAR) International Series 2256, Oxford: Ar-
chaeopress. ISBN 978-1-4073-0823-4, A4 format, br., 84 fig-
ures, 46 tables, Cumulative bibliography, Index of proper
names. I ndex of authorscited, 519 pp, two columns, £70

To beordered from:

http://www.hadrianbooks.co.uk

BAR International Serics 2256
2011

ETHNICITY IN ANCIENT HISTORY AND PROTO-
HISTORY

The use of ethnonyms as representing significantoso
cultural complexes is one of the most conspicueasufes
of cultural, historical and protohistorical studigsthe An-
cient Near East, Ancient Egypt, and the Aegean. dthe
nic model, variants of which were already utilidgdsuch
Ancient writers as Herodotus, Caesar and Taci®ISoi
much taken for granted that we scarcely realisetibhind
this model there is dar from self-evidenttheory of how
societies and cultures are organised, individualhg in
mutual contact, what keeps them together and wiakiem
them change. Ethnicity is one of the inveteratacdbpots
of Ancient Studies. This is all the more remarkalile-
cause the vast majority of authors contributingthiese
studies, both in Antiquity and in Modern times, édeen
citizens of complex states and have not identifieeim-
selves, primarily, in ethnic terms but in termssotial and
professional class, universalist ideals, religiamg citizen-
ship.

In the present project, the two authors have sotegbhal-
lenge the uncomfortable lack of sophistication cunding
most uses of ethnicity and ethnonyms in Anciendigti
Fred C. Woudhuizen, as an ancient historian arglist,
has tackled the protohistory of the ethnicity o€ tBea
Peoples, bringing to bear upon his strongly emgliric
analysis all relevant documentary, linguistic amchaeo-
logical material that more than a century of Seaphss
studies have considered, and adducing much matheal
hitherto has not been drawn into the orbit of ssitldies;

his analyses (which earned him a PhD from Erasmigelsity

Rotterdam, 2006) constitute Part Il of the preseitime. Van

Binsbergen’s contribution (besides supervising Rattas been
to concentrate on the theoretical and methodolbgickes of

studies in Ancient ethnicity (Part I) — although the process, it
was found necessary to combine theoretical andadetbgical

points with extensive and critical discussions lué empirical

data, taking sides in major or minor debates canegrspecific

empirical issues (Part III).

While highly technical, supported in great detaithaan abun-
dance of linguistic, archaeological, cultural angtmological

data, aspiring to methodological sophistication &énking up

with many relevant specialist discussions, thiskkmargument
addresses a period, a region and a topic of that grerld-

historical significance. It was in the Late Bronge, and ap-
parently largely as a result of the Sea Peoplesodpi that in
Western Eurasia cultural initiative decisively s$&if from the
Levant and Egypt, to the Central and Western Meditean
(Greece, Carthage, Rome), leading on to the tholitghtvorld,

and forms of socio-political organisation of the déon world at
large.

This monumental study (2 million characters, 370,0@brds)
can scarcely be summarised within the scope ofwapages.
The extensive table of contents, lists of tables diagrams, the
cumulative bibliography, and the exhaustive indeskproper
names and of authors cited, afford the reader lddtaiews of
the book’s contents, which are rich, complex, wideging
(both in a geographical and a disciplinary senaed, often un-



expected and counter-paradigmatic. Meanwhile, ttesadl
structure of the argument is as follows:

data), and suggesting possible solutions. Thistelhaspecially
addresses historians’ well-known and understandahletance
vis-a-vissystematic theorising.

PART |

Part | of this book is entitle&thnicity in Mediterranean
proto-history: explorations in theory and methadter an

in introductory chapter defining the interdiscigliy co-

ordinates and the methodological and theoretic&nta-

tion of the author (with special emphasis on recanh-

parative mythology and long-range linguistics asgpal

analytical tools), Chapter 2 offers an (largely igdin-

orientated) general discussion of ethnicity wittlie scope
of social science research. This will introduce sasfithe
important concepts and theoretical insights to fiygealed
to for an approach to ethnicity in the Mediterranéate
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Fig. 4.5. [Uninvited guests in the Bronze Age Merdinean ] (a) Elongated labia minora

Bronze Age. It is argued that ethnicity is much entran
the classification of human individuals in termsawf eth-

nic label;ethnicity is in the first place a way of creating a

wide-ranging, supra-local socially (politically, ligiously,
economically) structured space as a context foriadpc

depicted at Gobekli Tepe. Pre-Pottery NeolithicABatolia (8800-8000 BCE): (b) Khoisan
apron.

Before the argument then proceeds to two caseestulat will
highlight the specific methodological and theoratidifficulties
of the study of ethnicity in the Late Bronze Agediterranean,

economic, political, military and ritual interactioover a
relatively vast areaEthnicity is argued to have at least the
following constituent aspects:

Chapter 4 presents, asolegomenathemes in long-range lin-
guistics. Here the reader is introduced to the iFigm Starostin
*Borean Hypothesis which reconstructs hypothetipakent
forms of the lexica of most of today’s languagesthie form of
an Upper-Palaeolithic hypothetical language. Adadinis back-
ground we will try to identify, in addition to thebvious and
recognised languages available on the Late Brorge Medi-
. t?rranean scene, uninvited guests so far largedylasked by
cally structured space ac_commo_datmg a number %cholarship: mainly Niger-Congo (with Bantu as ajana
concrete named groups in interaction, and branch), a language macrophylum now exclusivelykepain
as a process, involving both the interaction ofséhe g, \h_saharan Africa; and Sino-Caucasian. Moreowver thie
ethnic groups over time, and the dynamics (émeizgyntian context we shall highlight indications thie Uralic
gence, maturation, change, decline, replacemen), etyhyjym (and of the shamanism that is often assedid). Fi-
of the overall ethnic space they constitute togetbe  5jly we will draw these elements together in thespntation
this process we distinguish at least two importank Karst's hypothetical five-tiered linguistico-etic model for
movements: _ ) . the Late Bronze Age Mediterranean, according toctvtthat
o ethnogenesis, amounting to the redefinitionggion by that time was already subject to conditiof proto-
(through changes in the classification systemy|qpajisation: linguistically homogeneous populatiovere not
of the overall ethnic space so as to accommqpg ryle, but every area typically displayed a @lity of lan-
date a new ethnic group (often with repercusyage phyla, in an hierarchical socio-political aagement
sions for the other groups already recogniseihere the dominant strata predominantly spoke Bdmpean
within that space) .. and / or Afroasiatic (linguistically relative newvers), whereas
ethnicisation, as the internal process of takyhe subaltern strata spoke older scions on thee@otree, of-

ing consciousness’ through which membersep, relegated to the status of submerged substragaages.
of an essentially non-ethnic category in the

as a system of mental classification into a fimiten-
ber of specific, named ethnic groups,

as a socio-political structure, notably a devicauim
the overall, neutral geographical space into amieth
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Chapter 3 approaches ethnicity in the Eastern Medit
nean in the Late Bronze Age as a specific research-
lem, entering into a discussion of the empiricaétmodo-
logical and theoretical problems that arise in #itsation
of protohistory (characterised by a paucity of emcpl

25 ka BP

Fig. 4.3. Dendrogram setting out the relative posit of *Borean-associated linguistic
macro-phyla in relation to Niger-Congo and Khoisper,centages indicate the minimum
proportion of the corpus of 1153 reconstructed #or roots to be traceable in each
macrophylum.



mythical antecedents, across several continentaienods many
millennia, of Noah (typologically demonstrated te & ‘White
God’ of creation or second creation) and his sgrand distri-
butional comparative ethnography. Only againstoekground
of this mythological insight can the document &bal used as a
historical source on Late Bronze Age ethnicity. Thaeiliar
question is addressed of how to use Early to Mididia Age
data in a bid to reconstruct ethnicity in the, inciagely preced-
ing, Late Bronze Age. The treatment of both docuhenncen-
— trates on the question of the identification of ¢tm®mastic ma-
terial (ethnonyms and toponyms) they contain. RerAchaean
. S . — = ~ Catalogue of Ships we arrive at a coherent viewichviadds a
tlzc;gk:r.]?.lléz)itzred linguistic complexity of the BaenAge Mediterranean according few new minor points to the study of ethnicity q].m“tical or-
ganisation in the Homeric Age. Also discussed ésriélevance,

In Chapters 5 and 6 the theoretical and analyfidatiples for Sea Peoples Studies, of the Homeric images®fGreeks
outlined in the preceding chapters are appliedvo well- before Troy. For the Table of Nations however, hablems of
known texts from the Early to Middle Iron Age which Onomastic identification turn out to be truly draiaand, to
scholars have since long recognised as importainteye judge by the extensive literature reviewed, insurnable,
to ethnic structures in the Late Bronze Age: thenddc ~ €ven if an anthropological discussion of the gevgiahl format
Achaean Catalogue of Ships, and the Biblical Tadfle of the Table of Nations equips us with additionahblstical
Nations inGenesisl0. A close reading of these texts speiools. Yet, beyond the deconstruction of some téblscholars’
cifically with the aim of identifying aspects oftetic clas- cherished views, Chapter 6 yields a very imporfasitive re-
sification, structure and process reveals someehighun-  Sult that is to guide us through the next Partéhisf book: ex-
noticed ethnic traits: tripartite regional clustgyiin the tensive evidence of an ethnic space encompassigerttire
Catalogue; a dualist binary structure — extensiaetued known world from West Asia to the Central Mediterean aand
to be archaic — underlying the Table of Nationgartite =~ Northeastern Africa.

surface structure, while that latter text’s numear@thnic
labels, defying scholarly consensual identificasioryet
clearly define an ethnic space encompassing thieent
known world. Such a reading moreover helps usgbdst
some of the methodological and theoretical notidesel-
oped in the earlier chapters. It reminds us offtwt that
often the protohistorical social arrangements wek s®
interpret in ethnic terms, are in great measureemer
mythical; and it finally prepares the reader foratvithe
two authors have chosen as thgigce de resistancehe
guestion of the ethnicity of the Sea Peoples.
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Fig. 6.5. [Triads as a relatively recer{t and feglqnhenomenon: ] Triads seem to be re-
stricted to literate Eurasian mythologies: Glohatribution

[m ] N 2

1 attestation; 2 uncertain
Fig. 6.7. Distribution of theonym Noah and proposednates in various continents

Fig. 5.4. Contiguity and discontinuity in the liggi of regions irliad I

The two case studies have a parallel compositidreyT PART Il

first situate the document under study in its dpediis-  After the more general discussions in Part |, Rrdmlidhuizen
torical context, seek to understand its place & ltnger takes the floor in Part Il with his detailed, stafehe-art spe-
work (thelliad, the Bible) in which the document is incor- cific discussion of the ethnicity of the Sea Pesptm the basis
porated, and try to understand the document asxta teof all the available primary documents and of tlstvsecon-
against a necessarily brief overview of the abuhdahol- dary literature. This Part Il, entitleflhe Ethnicity of the Sea
arly literature. Both documents turn out to haveleied, a Peoples: An Historical, Archaeological and LingitsStudy
strongly mythical and cosmological orientation whiwe entails the revised and updated commercial editioRred C.
first need to appreciate: especially through thgliegtion ~ Woudhuizen’s PhD dissertation.

of comparative mythology — highlighting the longige



Against the background of a short review of ethigiaind
of exposés of the historical setting, Part II's rgeh is
interdisciplinary in nature in that it combines adtom
archaeological, epigraphical, historical and lirsgigi
sources, and tries to work them into an historsgaithesis.
It also transgresses the borders as set by traditachol-
arly disciplines in that it uses data ranging fr&oropean
and central Mediterranean archaeology, Mycenaestiest
and later Greek epic and literary sources, Anatoha-
chaeology and Hittite textual sources, supplemehsethe
relevant Luwian ones, Ugaritic studies, Levantinehae-
ology and Hebrew Biblical reminiscences, and, tagtnot
least, the relevant Egyptian texts. No single sahol his
right mind could claim to be a specialist in akesle differ-
ent disciplines, and so the support is gratefuiignawl-
edged of — to name the most important contributothe
Egyptologist J.F. Borghouts and the Assyriologisars
Wiggermann in transliterating Egyptian and Ugariégts,
respectively.

(b)

Fig. 21.2. Statue-menhirs from Corsica: (a) Cawdth(horns reconstructed on the
helmets), (b) Scalsa Murta (from Grosjean 19668. &i Sandars 1980: 99. afb. 60)

Thus, in Part Il, the whereabouts and vicissitudeshe
various groups which made up the Sea Peoples areume
lously described as far as the sources allow frosp the
period before the upheavals which mark the endhef t
Bronze Age up to its aftermath. It is argued thatare not
dealing with an amorphous bunch of pirates, buhwlis-
tinct ethnic identities, which, in working togethesven
developed a sense of inter-group relationshipste say a

PART 111

How was it possible that the Sea Peoples, comiam fsuch
geographically dispersed origins, could identifyffmiently
with one another to form a formidable force capabialealing
a lethal blow to the Hittite empire and of permathemveaken-
ing the Egyptian stateWoudhuizen’s answer is in terms of a
shared Indo-European identity and of Urnfield exgiam pres-
sure €¢f. Kimmig 1964), engendering a somewhat adventurous
motivation to go and plunder the wealth diftant kingdoms.
Part 1ll, offering van Binsbergen’s second opiniadduces an
additional interpretation of the Sea Peoples dataerms of
relatively peripheral and archaic segmentary grogegking to
counter, bya combined eastbound and westbound movement
encroachment by theearbystates of+atti and Egypt From this
alternative perspective the Urnfield and Indo-Ewap factors
appear less than exhaustive and conclusive asphanation for
ethnic identification among the Sea Peoples (alsddw of the
non-Indo-European linguistic elements identifiedChapter 4).
Part 11l proposes to attribute such ethnic idecdifion in the
first place to the Sea Peoples’ conscious affiromatf an ex-
tended circum-Mediterranean identity that is sutgpgbso have
existed since at least the Early Bronze Age — anietaware-
ness for which ‘Pelasgian’ is proposed as a sutalalytical
term, even though the polysemy of this term thraughthe
nearly three millennia of its use inevitably ingteonfusion and
misunderstanding. From what few scraps of factofalrimation
we have concerning the Sea Peoples’ culture anddwew,
Part Il argues (against a comparative-mythologibalck-
ground, and a very extensive list of Pelasgiartstrand their
geographical and ethnic distribution) a Pelasgidantation for
the Sea Peoples as the basis for their effectiveiemobilisa-
tion across vast geographical spaces. The ExteRetabsgian
Hypothesis sees the Pelasgian cultural substratelafgng in
the Neolithic and Early Bronze Ages in a regionufging on
West Asia but extending from the fertile Sahar&eémtral Asia,;
subsequently, ‘Pelasgian’ traits expanded in alf firections —
Central and Western Europe; Northern Europe; theadtan
steppe and beyond; and sub-Saharan Africa, usantgtthnolo-
gies of chariot and seafaring as main vehiclepodéad; of this
proposed expansion the Sea Peoples episode maypbengust

common goal and destiny. An overall eastbound movesne aspect.

ment is posited, starting in the Central Mediteeam and
gradually building up with the addition of more amre
ethnic groups, until Sea Peoples were ready tchdige
their accumulated powers onatti and Egypt, with vary-
ing success.
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Fig. 21.3. Distribution of Urnfield culture and ¢tied arrowed lines) the route of the
Sea Peoples; (&) 1180 BC
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1. Mute swan(Cygnus olor):

2.Whooper(Cygnu cygnusand Bewick's swafCygnus bewickii)'.
3. Brooding area;

4. Wintering area;

data: Houlihan 1986: 50 f. and Fleee & Hoskiu 2007.

Fig. 28.9. [Identifying the geographical origin®éa Peoples by the bird ornaments on their
boats ] Schematic representation of Eurasian bngpalnd wintering areas of the three
indigenous speciexf Cygnus



time scale 2 ka BP
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I Lower Neolithic Extended Fertile |11, Upper Nealithic: Gradual 111. Early to Middle Bronze Age: IV. Late Bronze Age and Iron Age: Expansion of the transformed Secondary
Crescent = Primary Pelasgian realm |expansion of Neolithic Extended Diversification, rransformation, Pelasgian realm, to West (a. Celtic world), North (b. Uralic world), South (c. sub-
(1), with considerable Dene-Sino- Fertile Crescent, especially into the innovation of the Secondary Pelasgian [ Saharan Africa: Nilo-Saharan and Miger-Congo world), and East (d. Aliaic world;
Caucasian presence; indicated is the | Western Mediterranean, so as 1o form | realm, introduction of such Bronze perhaps further into South East Asia and Oceania? - even Meso America? or is this
schematic geographic distribution of | the Secondary Pelasgian realm (2), | Age traits (B, C) as metallurgy, horse | Trans-Atlantic?), resulting in the eross-model

one arbitrary cultural trait A, e.g within which trait A also spreads, and chariot technologies of

spiked wheel trap locomotion

Fig. 28.16. Diagrammatic representation of the Botéel Pelasgian Hypothesis

PART IV

Thus the two authors differ considerably, largedyaaesult
of their different background and disciplinary gilence.
Van Binsbergen (Parts | and Ill), apart from pravgdan
elaborate theoretical framework, as a historicisinghro-
pologist is focusing on long-term processes anducall
features; Woudhuizen (Part Il) as of origin a histo is
more occupied with the reconstruction (howeveridlit,

in the protohistorical context) of the petty histat inci-

dents. Yet in the end the two authors offer thedeeaa
balanced synthesis (Part IV), in which their respec
views turn out to be complementary rather than diam

THE AUTHORS

Wim van Binsberge(947, Amsterdam; picture bottom left), read arpioto
ogy, sociology and general linguistics at Amsterdamiversity, and took a PhD
at the Free University, Amsterdam (1979). He cotetliethnohistorical and
ethnographic fieldwork on North African popularasi, religious change in
South Central African protohistory, kingship antirétity in Zambia, ecstatic
cults in Southern Africa, and healing cults in WASica. In the last two dec-
ades his empirical research has extended — alsaghrshort-term explorations
in South, South East and East Asia — into long-€atrgnscontinental compara-
tive research in the fields of formal systems (uion, animal symbolism,
games, early Cretan writing, languages, mythologycient Mesopotamian
magic, ecstatic religion), kingship, and (protolphmlisation. Meanwhile his
philosophical research has explored the epistergyadod methodology of inter-
cultural knowledge formation. He was lecturer igistogy, and a long-standing
research affiliate, at the University of Zambiatlie 1970s-80s. A member of

cally opposed, and in which also an elaborate @urth the African Studies Centre, Leiden since 1977 dumded there the department

methodological and linguistic vindication is offdrdor
some of the more controversial points containedhe
present book.

1. Pelasgian realm; 2. core statal area of Egygtodibatti: 3. sphere of influence of Egypt and
Hatti, hence proposed provenances of the Sea Pesilesding to van Binsbergen; 4. for these
areas the approaches of Woudhuizen and van Binsbgigld the same positive result; 5. for
these Central Mediterranean areas as Sea Peoplespnces proposed by Woudhuizen, no
support is offered by (a) van Binsbergen's stregsesipheral revolt against encroaching state-
hood, however (b) they may be vindicated by invgkime Pelasgian hypothesis.

Fig. 29.3. Synthesis of the approaches of Woudhuarel van Binsbergen

What has sustained the two authors’ close and siat$tic
co-operation over the years, is their uncomprorgisifiort
to turn data from the margins of prehistory, wheffec-
tively means from protohistory, into history. Irigtmanner
they flatter themselves to have retrieved knowleofgeth-
erwise long forgotten yet crucial episodes of huroiaii-
zation, notably, the eastern and central Meditemanin
the Bronze Age.

of political and historical studies, and directeftidanist social and historical
research through the 1980s-90s. He taught antlogpaind ethnic studies in
professorial positions at the universities of Leid&anchester, Berlin (Freie
Universitat), Durban-Westville, and Amsterdam (Fkémiversity). Since 1998
he has been Professor of the Foundations of IftaralPhilosophy, Erasmus
University, Rotterdam. By the mid-1990s, a criticelassessment of Bernal's
Black Athenahesis made him turn his research again, in aiediterranean
protohistory, f|na||y resulting in the present bodHis latest works ar&ew

: Perspectives on MyttiPapers in Intercultural
Philosophy and Transcontinental Studies,
2010; with Eric Venbrux), anBlack Athena
Comes of AgéLIT, 2011). His two-volume
monograph orReligion and Social Organi-
sation in Northwestern Tunisia to go to the
press shortly, while another book project
Africa’s transcontinental continuities in pre-
and protohistonyis on its way.

*# Fred C. Woudhuize(1959, Zutphen; picture

- top right) studied Mediterranean Pre- and
Protohistory at Amsterdam University, and
received a PhD from Erasmus University
Rotterdam (2006, incorporated in the present
book as Part Il). He has specialized in Luwian uistics, seeking to demon-
strate the relevance of this particular languageofo understanding of frag-
mentarily preserved languages like that of Creianolglyphic, Etruscan, Eteo-
Cyprian, and Sidetic (various publications in tlenf of articles, conference
papers, and monographs). The present study hasdsasva spring-board for his
archaeo-linguistic reconstruction of Indo-Europeation in the Mediterranean
as published inThe Journal of Indo-European Studi@8 (2010) 41-131; the
resulting familiarity with Semitic linguistics alleed him to present comprehen-
sive treatments on the Byblos scriptg@rit-Forschunger89 [2007] 689-756)
and Cretan Linear A — in so far as this notateemitk idiom (see his books
The Earliest Cretan Scripfd] of 2006: 35-57 an@he Earliest Cretan Scrip®
of 2009: 124-149).
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