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1. Introduction and main line of the argument

1.1. Flood and hero — an intersection of central th emes

The hero is a central theme in comparative mythgfoand so are Flood myths — one
of the few mythemes that can boast a near-glolsafilolition (cf. Figure 1§.My aim

in this paper is to look at the intersection ofsiaéwo themes, by considering the hero
theme in Flood myths world-wide.

! partly due to pressure of time, and partly becarisferther thinking through of the systematics of
flood myths, this is a somewhat different papenfrhe one | initially proposed for this meetingarh
grateful to the conference organisation, especittly convenor Michael Witzel, for graciously
accommodating this change, and | apologise forimegnvenience it may have caused.

2| am indebted to the African Studies Centre, Lejder supporting the present research within the
context of the Research Unit on Connections ino&ini Knowledge, and for contributing to my trip to
this conference; to the Department of the Philogoph Man and Culture, Philosophical Faculty,
Erasmus University Rotterdam, which formed a statin environment for my research on the global
history of transcendence, of which the present rmegd is one instalment; moreover, to Michael
Witzel, Stephen Oppenheimer, Steve Farmer, Emilie,Lgynd Fred Woudhuizen, for illuminating
criticism of earlier and related work.

% Dumézil 1965; de Vries 1978; Farnell 1921; Fortser1980; Kerenyi 1978; Jung 1991; Lévi-Strauss
1968; Tegnaeus 1950; Okpewho 1981; Ford 2000.

4 Frazer 1918; Dundes 1988; Witzel 2010.



1.2. Via statistics to prehistory

My method will be somewhat unusual in the circle coimparative mythologists:
rather than a close-reading of a limited set ofmparly mythical texts gleaned from
ancient literatures or from ethnographic accouintg|l consider a worldwide corpus
of Flood myths, standardised and summarised in a modern intenatianguage;

the patterns | will discern in this material arédonmed not in the first place by an
hermeneutical exercise based on extensive philcdhgiliterary-critical and

ethnographic skills within a wider, intersubjectidisciplinary domain — the method
most of us used within the International Assocratior Comparative Mythology
IACM — but they will be produced, blindly and indigminately, by statistical

procedures, notably multivariate analysis and twoethsional cross-tabulation.

a:1

Fig. 1. Flood myth attested (=1) in historical ter{all types and sources aggregated,;
sources include Frazer 1918; Dundes 1988; Isaa&)200

Yet my claim will be that these patterns — onceythee subsequently subjected to
hermeneutical interpretation — afford us considerapglimpses of insight into
prehistoric modes of thought, and in the develogneésuch patterns over time. Not
only will this throw additional light on Flood mysh— it will also help us put the
concept of the hero in perspective, both concelytaald across (pre-) history.

This paper could be read as consisting of a fiestign in which the gist of the
argument is already delivered, followed by sectiédhS which are really only
elaborations (often methodological) of that ovemwiéfter introducing the data set,
analysis and method, and indicating how | will gpgile concept of the hero in the

® This is the fully referenced collection compileg Ibaak 2006, and here gratefully acknowledged. My
agreement with Mark Isaak has been to explicitty him as collaborator to my first paper on this
material (van Binsbergen _ Isaak 2008), after whialould be free to publish my subsequent results
(although likewise based on his data) exclusivelgar my own name. Regrettably, Isaak’s additions
to his collection after 2006 could not be takem iatcount any more: the enormous investment of time
and effort that went into data entry and stati$tpracessing of the initial, 2006 data could be ead
only once.



context of Flood myths (section 2), | will procetdsituate Floodheroeswithin the
total data set of Flood myths; this will be donelefly looking at some aggregate
results of multivariate analysis (section 3), inieththe presence of a prehistoric
transformative cycle of elements will be highligitas an important background of
that combat that gives the heroes their main naeréatures. But as we shall see, for
reasons of statistical methodology multivariate lgsia can only capture a limited
part of the information contained in the data aat the remainder will be considered
in Appendix 1: an overview of statistically sigidint associations found when cross-
tabulating each hero-related variable against afi-lmero-related variables. These
numerous associations will have to be further slootét and weeded out — preferably
on the basis as such feedback as | hope to retminethe audience. Finally, the
conclusion reiterates the main points in this sunyma

1.3. Postulating a number of evolving modes of thou ght in
prehistory

The discussion (section 5) will advance interpretet of the statistically significant
patterns found, in the light of a limited numbemaythemes that amount to evolving
modes of thought in prehistory. Within the scopets present argument, | cannot
fully substantiate my claim that these four schesedt‘modes of thought’ are not just
figments of my scholarly imagination, but — with alevitable simplification and
stancdardisation of such mythemes — demonstrabiyegmond with worldviews
actually held by the ancient (pre-)historical astor

1. the hypothesis of the existence of a major mythémdJpper Palaeolithic
Eurasia) of the — essentially horizontalis€Cesmogony of the Separation of
Water and Langthis cosmogony revolves on the image of the (ably
virgin) Mother of the Water and her unique malda;Hiand, who is also to be
her lover

This mytheme is unmistakably present in the olddttsted cosmogonies of the
Ancient Near East, the Bible, Ancient Egypt, and heft many traces in Nordic,
Uralic and other mythologies. However, when we emter it, it is often only in
conjunction with the next mytheme, which has suppdsed itself upon it and has
become dominant. In a recent study Emily Lyle (Q#s given what appears to be
a related perspective on this mytheme, concengrdtowever when male hero and
female Waters have already dissociated into enenaied their earlier parental
relationship is no longer conspicuous.

2. the hypothesis of the existence of a major mythéméurasia between the
outgoing Upper Palaeolithic and the Neolithic) loé + essentially verticalist —
Cosmogony of the Separation of Heaven and Earth

So conspicuous is this mytheme, that throughouClieWorld (including much of
Africa,® and with extension into Oceania) mythologies temgresent the separation
of Heaven and Earth as the central cosmogonicnacessary but traumatic, so that
much mythological and ritual attention is paid lie problem as to how to reconnect
Heaven and Earth: through natural and man-madeceMincluding altars and

® In what could be considered (although | have tef:cWitzel's terminology as unjustifiably
essentialising and dichotomizing) Northern, “Laigas imports into the Southern, “pre-Laurasian
domain’, cf. van Binsbergen 2010b.



sacrifices, foodcrops, mountains and trees), titohgmans in particular roles
(shaman, hero, king, twin, priest), and through ideges, tricksters and demi-gods
uniting celestial and terrestrial qualities.

3. the existence of a horizontalisingansformative cycle of ‘elementsiidely
attested throughout the Old World (with likely exteon into the Nearctic
World), and amounting to an immanentalist, cycliwakldview of anEwigen
Wiederkehr des GleichefNietzsche), where the ontological status of each
form of being is merely ephemeral, fluent and trams underneath of which
undifferentiated and immutable primal matter panpts itself timelessfy

4. the emergence of a lineal and verticalising penspemn the world and
humankind,

o in which Heaven (as a distinct realm of existeragg as such not
identical with the ‘sky’ over everyday experience)nvented,
o in which also the possibility of an irrevocablyrewersibly different
state of being than the here and now is contentplate

firm and lasting absolute distinctions are becontimgkable,

and with them transcendence,

the supernatural, and

the concept of history as we understand it today.

© O 0O

1.4. Detectable changes in human thought operations in the relatively
recent past ( < 30 KA BP)? Borean ‘range semantics’ and the excluded
middle

At this point a digression is in order. Althougtetpoint is rarely considered in the
context of comparative mytholo§ywe arenot justified to assume that the logical
toolbox of Anatomically Modern Humans has alwayerbén place, throughout the
200 ka of their existence, in exactly the same waawhich it presents itself in our
own, modern North Atlantic / global specialist aeamlc discourse — in our
conference debates and publications. While we bane reason to assume

’ For extensive details, see van Binsbergen 2008102

8 Or, if cursorily considereavithin Comparative Mythologythe usually unquestioned assumption is
simply that the thought faculties of Anatomicallyolfern Humans have remained unchanged both in
nature and in scope since our own human type emeirgeAfrica, 200 ka BP. An illuminating
theoretical exploration of the personalising aspddhese thought structures, with much background
literature but without going into periodisation, iRarmer 2010. The assumption of extreme
immutability stands in great contrast with viewsculating only a few decades ago, e.g. that the
"bicameral” mind had only yielded modern thoughicpsses notably a self-reflective identity, in the
Late Bronze Age (cf. Jaynes 1990-1974; Vroon 199¥ten in consideration of what literacy does
with thought processes); or the notion of Hieman Revolutionmuch discussed in the 1980s prior to
the shift to the Out-of-Africa hypothesis as a lieg point, c. 40 ka BP, when Humans (with an
emphasis on Western Eurasia) were thought to hegeirad faculties of symbolic thought and wider
group processes. These presentist, myopic and t@dhgricurocentric approaches find few supporters
today, now that the long-range prehistoric studshefhuman mind has developed into a sub-discipline
of its own (Mithen 1996; Renfrew & Zubrow 1994; Négk & Gibson 1996). An important
consideration is that minds capable of symboliaugfa and of articulate language do not drop from
heaven lock, stock and barrel, but must be undedsés having emerged in association with crucial
social-organisational, economic and ecological esses — such as palaeoanthropological
archaeologists are now perceiving, with ever mataitl to have taken place since c. 200 ka BP in
Africa, and from c. 50 ka BP also in other contitsen



that the capability for language and logic is iena our variety of humans
(Chomsky 1965), and

that present-day structures of natural languagepaactical reasoning, however
variable, yet remain within a recognisable rang&lich also the expressions of
the first Anatomically Modern Humans belonged 2a@P

yet it is quite likely that these logical capalidg have a history, and that much of that
historical process took its course not before, during the 200 ka of Anatomically
Modern Humans’ existence. Let us concentrate on wee/ crucial thought
procedure: the Aristotelidnlogical principle of the excluded middigP Z -P":
‘either P or not P’). The tendency towards blurred distinctions and wate the
logical principle in question is typical of muchtael language use in most non-
specialist conditions, not only in historic, pretustrial rural societies but also in
North Atlantic everyday life. To account for thisdespread violation of specialist
logic, the analyst has a choice between

Lévi-Strauss’s arch-rationalisnffor Lévi-Strauss, ‘savage’ thought, i.e. non-
specialist ‘natural thought® makesdifferent distinctions from those made in
modern North Atlantic specialist science — yehrives on these very distinctions,
to such an extent that this theoretician can dedlae¢ binary oppositions out of
which such distinction consist the very backbonmén culture; he thus insists on
the human’s quality as a rational animal in thet begench tradition ever since
Descartes (and mediated in anthropology via Léra&is’ intellectual forebears
Durkheim and Mauss, as well as de Saussure), arradical alternative,

Derrida’s recognition of the condition that everistihction necessarily carries
within itself its own negatignso that the Aristotelian principle of the excldde
middle becomes an peripheral, artificial stipulatmerely for abstruse specialist
language games, rather than a true reflection minecon human thought.

Recent long-range linguistics has offered us ongest in which these theoretical
ideas may be given, albeit most tentatively, aohnisal dimensiort* This is the

detailed reconstruction of the lexicon of *BoredteMming 1991, 2002; Starostin &
Starostin 1998-2008), a hypothetical language cocistassociated with Central
Eurasia and the Upper Palaeolithic, and arguedatee Heft substantial traces in
practically every linguistic macrophylum spokenagdElsewhere (van Binsbergen &
Woudhuizen, in press; van Binsbergen 2010b) | hawesidered the reconstructed
*Borean lexicon in some detail, and | argue thatead of firm binary semantic
distinctions it seems to operate on the basis aftwbuld be called ‘range semantics’.

° Aristotle, Metaphyica 2996b 2630, and, 1011b 26-27; idenDe Interpretationec. 9.

19 This expression is merely to be understood by ogyawith the common expression ‘natural
language’.

A complementary approach | have already suggéstety writings (van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b,
summarised in ¢.s. 2008 and in 2010) on the Aggineg®iachronic Model of Global Mythology: here
| group the emergence of specific Narrative CompdeNarComs’) before and after the Out-of-Africa
Exodus (c. 50 ka BP) around less than a dozen lsdc&ontexts of Intensified Transformation and
Innovation’ (CITIs),i.e. specific complexes that (through analysis of lisgai material, modes-of-
production, archaeology, iconography, and hermécedutinalysis of the logical and modes-of-
production implications contained in surviving migdd texts) can be most provisionally identified in
space and time, in such a way that each NarCom,aafudtiori each CITI, appears to constitute a
specific innovation in the logical field: identitglistinction, duality, synthesis, etc.



A particular lexical root may indicate not so mugither ‘wet’ or ‘dry’, ‘penis’ or
‘vulva’, ‘dark’ or ‘light’, but any specific variable value in the ranges ‘degree of
wetness / dryness’, ‘genital of either gendersegibe of lightness / darknesBirm,
sustained, consistent, absolutmgical distinctions would thus appear to be post-
*Borean, and while their emergence and installatidtimately to become standard,
should in the first place be regarded as a resulintnsified use of articulate
languag& (and the socio-organisational, productive andatipractices facilitated by,
and engendering, articulate language) since theetJpplaeolithic. It might then be
correct to say that the subsequent, increasingriime of such binary distinctions in
human culture was largely brought about by the tpivinle of increasingly precise
and technical language in the context of pust-Neolithic package of writing, the
state, proto-science, and organised religion.

WATER INTERMEDIATE LAND
Lrecitl s coltd, coniping Ty -
*CVCViaa | O soxe. By, goul
SOy ird VK2 tard, sland
*CMLV 2 firh frap, ferce; slime, dirt oLy rieppe, valley, meadow
AOMLY waler, pour
SOV 2 alind of bird. fish UMY tarsh, unedtivated land
UMY riore, mouniain
WP o izl
*CWRY o flow, drip *CVRVi2a dirt, to dry, © stand
TV dairic, Bqwid
VWY 2 hqud =a, water
“HiHV o rland up, meve upwards
*HyKY waer
MLV wet
HUMCY shm
HMGY A eafth 7
gy dnirie, swallow
HUNLY woow
NV water
*HVRCY R, o
THYRY Bgad HURV shore
AN 2 bird strearn, fow of waler
* MY =4, water
* PN 1o Live, stand

HOVCY1.2 dry, zand

HOHNY? | A

KVKY ay
WLV 24 a lond of bird, big fch; pand VLY walle, Foarn, ford, wessel oYLV, 23 dry, burn, done, ok wmley
HOMCY a lond of figh
oMY 4 Iand of hird KW 2 dry, haxd

“OYNTY eorner, enclosue

12 Articulate language can be claimed to have beenams’ principal context for learning to generate
and to handle immensely subtle and complex distinst— by the phonological principle distinctive
features Jakobsonet al. 1952), the distinction and use of phonemes andrddmguage elements
entirely depends on the dextrous management ofyboy@positions.



UMY 4 Jdnd of bird WO 2 burn, roast, dry, hill
OV a ldnd of hird
HVRTY enclozume
RV 23 a Idnd of fish; a lind of gallina- SR, 2730 dry, dung, moad; enclosure; moune
ceanhird; care fain, hill
T2 waher, to mubmerge; a Idnd of T ATt
= RO store, wountain
IR liquid, flow
K2 a ldnd of bird; gooss O pool, low ground Y Airt
RV hoat
Wz | lseefih
MY awarap (land f water)
FLWMNY to wazh, pour LY store
LR soft, wet
LT liguid
W o powr
*MVCHS wash
+ wet
ALY momtain
*MVRY N
TV mokture
MW water, wet
*NYHY to stay, be, stand
R a land of fizh
MR flow
*PYCY sprinkle
*PYHY, 2 bird, fly; o pour P Hill, Tec It
RIS t porr, wash APV, o dust, dirt; hard, firm
P2 ashee, dirt; rountain, hill
P earth, mowmd
RN water PV 2 clay, roud; stone
PR meomtain, top
APy ashes, bum
*RVMCY store
*RVNKY =
*RVPY sl
QUMY a ldnd of bird
*TWVHY spit, spittls TyH 2.8 hottorn; earth; stone
VKN 12,3 4 ldnd of dwle or hew Tl W | +Typ0y 0 wessel, boat; vessel, to scoop; water, | TGy, o eatth; rourtain, high
poir, drop pund
*TWLWY 2 Hill; stone
*TVMWS 2 pot, vessel; to melt, flow TN top
TVPY 1l
FTVRMY 2 a ldnd of bird; to drinle, flow TR 2 eatth, dust; encloswe, sard
AT duet, ashes
AN enclozure
AR momtain
AT water

Calls with a grey baclieround present the isclated words, ie. thoge that are not paired with an opposite of intermediate form displaying the
same consonantal structure. The subscripts indicate a plurality of other vise indistinguishable reconstrusted *Eorean words with the specified
consonantal stmicture.

Table 1. *Borean reconstructed words of dryness\aathess




dry swamp, marshland wet
|

*Kvn...n+4LVn._n+4 *KVnA..n+2LVn..An+2 *Kvn...n+2LVn...n+2
‘dry, burn; stone, ‘walk, roam, ‘a kind of bird,;
rock; valley’ ford’ big fish; pond’

where -9 <n < 1: the number of different vowels involved in these
10 reconstructed *Borean words of the general form *KVLV is
minimum 1 and maximum 10. For each of the dry, intermediate
and wet clusters, n is to be determined in the same way. Note in
many ancient cosmologies, birds are regarded as ‘fishes of the
waters above’

Fig. 2. The semantic field of the cluster of *Bare@ords *KW,._n+1d-Vn..n+10

For my present argument this is an important pdiné ancient and widespread
transformative cycle of elements which | will repeatedly appeal belowan be
considered a transitional thought technique to ihgased somewhere between

*Borean blurred range semantics, and
modern absolute binary distinctions.

Whereas the transformative cycle is inherently imemdalist and cannot appeal to
some ulterior, external principle outside it, th@gosed historical process through
which (a) the transformative cycle (with its cyelioontology of ephemeral phases
systematically giving way to one another) was sapigd by (b) absolute binary
distinctions, also mearike invention of transcendeneewithout which the notion of
‘Heaven’, morality, truth, and the Supreme God wobk unthinkable. There is
nothing more transcendent that writing, which aeat virtual but viable and
increasingly decisive world that is in principle anrom the here and now. For good
reasons (although perhaps regionally chauvinistid enyopic; cf. China, Meso-
America), comparative religionists have situateel ¢imergence of organised religion
in Neolithic and Early Bronze Age Ancient Near Eastluding Egypt, where a
literate theocratic and proto-scientific priestlgss formed the backbone both of the
early state and of a temple-based economy.

1.5. Introducing Noah as a Flood hero

In the light of these considerations we may begircdnsider Noah, the heimar
excellence(but with many cognates world-wide) of the Stand&fdborate Flood
Myth (shortly to be characterised in detail),

not as a static mythological given,

but as the thought-provoking end of a long develepm towards
transcendence, morality, the invention of Heavethafra Supreme God, and a
linear and unique and dramatic (in other wordspie8r conception of events
and of the human condition (in other words: the gy@ece of the notion of
history), on the basis of earlier, more immanestatind cyclical modes of



thought whose outlines we may increasingly dis¢arn.

all this against the background of recent and Igrgenverging insight$ in the
prehistoric emergence and unfolding — mainly indSia from the Middle Palaeolithic
to the Bronze Age — of a limited number of specifigthological themes. In the
specific theoretical perspective that | have degwetbin recent years under the
admittedly stilted title ‘Aggregative Diachronic Mel of Global Mythology’, |
recognise a few dozen of Narrative Complexes (Nar€p to be conceived as
transformation and innovations of the original, @andsome extent reconstructible,
mythological contents oPandora’s Box(i.e. the common cultural package that
Anatomically Modern Humans built up within the Afain continent between c. 200
and c. 50 ka BP, and with which they left for otleentinents in the context of the
Out-of-Africa Exodus, c. 50 ka BP.

As my contribution to the section on Hero mythsthé 4" Annual Meeting of the
International Association for Comparative Mythologwill argue that Flood heroes
are not necessarily what they appear: fully-fledgedividuals conceived after the
heroic pattern of West-Asian/Mediterranean Antighd considerably transformed
(in terms of personhood, agency, and morality) &lwith Atlantic modernity. In
passing, | will begin to suggest

in what sort of historic constellation (in termsthbught mechanisms, modes
of production, variety of religious forms in terntd immanentalism or
transcendentalism) we can expect to encounter flighfledged hero myths
at all —

in such a way that such hero myths may be coresiidéire relatively recent
end products of a mythological, and in generalsaoaitural and conceptual,
development which, in earlier phases, may be thbofjhs having engendred
prototypes from which our heroes could be argudthie evolved.

A worldview that puts a low premium on personhoaod distinction, that knows no
linear history but insteads conceives all eventm@schangeable steps in an endless,
circular, repetition, that knows no morality, nariscendence and no gods, let alone a
Supreme God, simply cannot produce hero mifths.

3 1n a way, this argument continues an approach lwhiiirst pioneered in myReligious change in
Zambia(1981), which, beyond its inevitably regional enygal focus, was essentially a statement on a
materialist theory of religion from the perspectofenodes-of-production analysis.

14 Cf. Witzel 2010 and in press; Berezkin 2008, 2C8,0; van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b, 2010b.

15 Specialists’ estimates of the time spans involard subject to constant change. At present, the dat
of ¢. 50 ka BP appears to reflect specialist mgjariews as vented at the Radcliffe conference on
Comparative Mythology, Harvard, October 2010.

6 Over the past near-decade, and instigated inithe dflace by Michael Witzel's (2001) seminal
explorations in this direction, he and | have emghip an exchange on the broad general trendsin th
global development of mythology since the emergaricggnatomically Modern Humans. Although we
continue to somewhat disagree (van Binsbergen 20Witrel 2010) in our appreciation of the
difference, periodisation, interpenetration, andtualindebtedness between a Northern (in Witzel's
terms, ‘Laurasian’) and a Southern (in Witzel'snter ‘Gondwana’), Witzel's emphasis on the
historical and person-centred nature of the Nontheend (primarily Eurasian, and reflected in the
literate mythologies of the Ancient Near East, 8cand East Asia, the Ancient Mediterranean and the
Iron-Age Northern Europe) is very well-taken: it kea possible a mythology @alted persons in



Yet, as far as Flood myths go, the type of the No#bod hero is widespread, and by
no means limited to the Ancient Near East. The Moatodel posits the image of

a righteous male

who is forewarned of the Flood by the Supreme Gohisally,

and who therefore manages to survive the Flood

in a specially constructed vessel (an Ark) as thmate Flood hero,

and to repopulate the devastated earth in the emfrsome sort of Second
Creation,

where Heaven and Earth (collapsed in the cataclysvhen they sky could no
longer contain the Waters Above and also the unoldawopened its Waters
Below) are re-connected once more (through theboain sacrifice, divine
election, priesthood, food crops including the yitee Tower, by the very air),
sexuality

and the handling of fire are resumed once more,

and animals find themselves put under the salypatyonage of the heroic
human;

also post-Flood repopulation is mythically presdntes the beginning of
human ethnico-linguistic diversity.

This ‘Elaborate Standard Flood Myth’, as | havdezit, is remarkably widespread
world-wide. Although some of that distribution mu=t due to contaminatidhas a
result of the worldwide expansion of three worltigiens (Judaism, Christianity and
Islam — all of which feature Noah-N as a central figure), for reasons of historical
analysis as well as statistical distribution pastit is likely that most of that global
distribution is not due to contamination but reffea widespread substrate which has
produgged, as a relative late and highly evolvedawdy the Noahic variant among
others.

time — in other words of heroes and kings, in ways ¢hatore cyclical, a-historical cosmology could
never yield.

"' A point repeatedly, and rightly, made by Stevenfexr first in plenary discussion during the
founding meeting of the IACM in Beijing 2006, arakén care of in the present statistical analysis by
the control variable CONTAMIN, see next footnote.

18 See my discussion of the constructed variable CRANIN in van Binsbergen c.s. 2008.

¥ Much more could be said, and has been said, abmait in this connection. Although typologically
the Noah of the Elaborate Standard Flood myth éarty an advanced type of Flood hero, for the
systematic reasons given in the main text, | hdsewehere (van Binsbergen c.s. 2008, and much more
elaborately van Binsbergen & Woudhuizen, in pre@sgued the great antiquity of the name and some
of the characteristics of Noah. The connotationsvbiteness that surround him identify as another
‘White God’ of Creation or Second Creation — belioggto a large and widespread class of ancient
primal gods, all associated with the colour wheey( Heimdall, Poseidon, Shiva, Virococha, etc.)etc
and nearly all supplanted and reduced to subomligtgtus in the pantheon, with the rise of new
celestial male gods, such as Yahweh, Zeus, etg. @iMoreover, nearly a dozen (cognates of) the
name Noah, with cognate connotations includingehafisFlood heroes, can be found throughout the
Old World and the Nearctic, e.g. the South ChinEked heroine N Wa. Finally, etymological
explorations into the names of Noah and his maieetlsons suggest him to represent the primordial
matrix (‘Chaos’) out of which Day and Night (Japhé&penness’ and Ham ‘darkness’) were separated
— or by a slightly different etymology, Heaven (tbpen sky) and Earth (the dark land) — another
reason to see him as a primal but supplanted casmmgod — originally not necessarily male — of an
earlier dispensation, upon which only secondatily subaltern relationship with a Supreme God and

10



o :1;%%:2
1. Attestation of the idea of the lowly pigmented. giant god of
creation or second creation (after disaster);
2. uncertain attestation.

Fig. 3. Global distribution of attestations of tii¢hite God of Creation or Second
Creation

However, if by ‘Flood hero’ we understand a mythical protengst who features
centrally in a Flood story as actually braving tRéod (regardless of such braving is
with or without success, with or without survivaljth or without warning and
protecting divine ally, with or without adversargusing the Flood, with or without
post-Flood repopulation, rekindling of fire, re-cattion of Heaven and Earth) — then
the corpus of Flood myth has many more types afd&lheroes’ to offer besides the
Noahic model:

not male but female
not human but animal, in a world where the onlytisem beings were (still)
animals — the ancestors of later, human clanshim light, Noah'’s role as
saviour of animals suggests a conceptual transtovmdrom animals as
fellow beings to animals as domesticated within INteie food production)
not righteous but a devious trickstgenseits von Gut und Bos@Nietzsche)
not elected to survive for his superior moralityt bar other reasons (notably,
his superior knowledge — by implication of sinisteagical relationships and
practices incompatible with pious dependence onuprégne God) or for
undisclosed reasons
not righteous but causing the Flood by his owndgaessions
not a simple earth-dweller but a demiurge situasedhewhere between
Heaven and Earth
escaping not in an Ark but by other means,
0 e.g. by using a boat already at hand, or some athermade device
0 or by the use of some vertical, natural elemenh agretreating to a
mountain top or a tree, ascending through the éensfda reed stalk, etc.
0 or by recreating dry land with the aid of an anirhalper, ‘Earth

ally was imposed as a later development withinne worldview that was opening up, presumably in
the course of the Neolithic.

11



Diver’, in the shape of an aquatic bird or a rodent

in the process of constructing his escape vessehetessarily being ridiculed
by the members of his community (like Noah was tegtio have been)
at some point in the Flood narrative, confrontedhvatrong evocations of
blowing (e.g. on conches, as in Ovid's Flood evooat pipes, reeds, wind,
trumpets — in what | will identify below as likelpanifestations of another
element besides Water and Earth, notably Air
at some point in the Flood narrative, confrontedhvatrong evocations of
carpentry or other use of arboreal themes — in Wihwtl identify below as
likely manifestations of another element besidesteVand Earth, notably
Wood
at some point in the Flood narrative, confrontethwgtrong evocations of fire
(e.g. the general extinction and post-Flood rekimgd? — or, in the
Promeutheus variant, the theft —of fire, or theilaition of the cosmoclasm
not to water but to fire — in what | will identifyelow as likely manifestations
of another element besides Water and Earth, notldy
braving the flood, not singly but as a couple afhbgenders
braving the flood, not singly but as a set of twafi$oth genders
braving the flood, not singly but as a pair of bt

o either bonded by friendship or fighting among eattter
not single but a group

o either bonded by friendship or fighting among eattter
not surviving but perishing
not forewarned but surprised by the Flood
not in alliance with the Supreme God but with sastieer supernatural being
not in alliance with any deity, but confronting feidable, evil supernatural
beings
sending out, or not sending out, a bird to asaerntelether the Flood has
ended
not involved in post-Flood reproduction
involved in post-Flood reproduction, but of an ewtdinary kind:

0 a-sexual, plant-like fission and growth
homosexual
sibling incest
parent-child incest
any combination of such abnormal forms of reproidunct

© O 0O

In many Flood stories worldwide we find an emphasision-normal means of post-
Flood reproduction. An obvious rationalisation st after the Flood the usual,
human, non-kin mates are no longer available, abttte one or two survivors have
no choice but to take recourse to sibling incemthdr-daughter incest (Lot), or to
producing offspring with the help of animals, pkmrand stones. | think the real
reason goes deeper. In the first place, sexualdy tve simply too sacred in an
archaic context to deal with explicitly in publi@mative — a convention prevailing
even in the urban North Atlantic region less thaif b century ago. Another reason,
more particular to the Flood stories as a genrthéir own right, is that the Flood

% The annual extinction and rekindling of a commyisitfire, from a common (priestly or royal)
source, is a recurrent trait in many parts of thd \@orld (van Binsbergen 2010), and can convingingl
be interpreted as an annual renewal of the posteHleconstruction of the world.
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often appears to be triggered by the discoveryemfiality, and/or by engagement in
illicit sexuality, and that therefore all sexuali/to be ruled out in the earliest post-
Flood period, when the restored cosmic order Is\&ry precarious. For instance
(but there are many other cases from other partiseofvorld) Talmudic and Islamic
sources (cf. Heller 1993; Quri, sura 71, al-N [=N ]; Talmud: Sanhedrin 108a-
b — cf. Goldschmidt 1908-1935; Mishna as in DanBg3) emphasise that s
family had to observe strict abstinence whilsthia Ark — am'’s curse being based,
not so much on ridiculing his father when the latteas indulging himself in
alcoholic drink (Genesis 9: 22f), but on his owddlging in sexuality while aboard
the Ark. There is an interesting parallel here vwstircery (of which am is also
accused in the same traditions — especially maatiingl, with evil intentions, the
potent remains of Adam and Eve, and their leopkil-slothes, which has been
taken along in the Ark as ancestral mementoes)eTisean even clearer parallel, on
this point, with the use of fire, which (as an altive cosmoclasm) in some Flood
stories triggers the Flood, and which in many Fletaties needs to be re-initiated
specifically after the Flood. Again there is a piad rationalisation: all fire will have
been extinguished by the Flood, but again thermisde be more to it. Also compare
Prometheus (uncle of the Greek Flood hero Deucpiido — after the Flood, as the
comparative logic of Flood stories suggests — binbtige stolen fire in a narthex i.e.
a reed (!); and whose name means ‘Thinking Aheatike- bees (!) accumulating
their honey, and contrary to crickets who just sing dance without a thought to the
future (cf. the name of Prometheus’s brother Epies, ‘Thinking Afterwards’, the
husband of Pandora).

not engaging in food production through agricultanel animal husbandry (as
is obliquely suggested by Noah’s Ark full of anima@nd his success with the
viniculture) but an immanentalist hunter/gatheneho may Kill, but also
reproduce, with, animals, and for whom even vegetahs of reproduction
may be the most effective ones for post-Flood refain.

Most of these dimensions are taken up in the coofseur discussion of the
guantitative results.

1.6. More general underlying assumptions

My argument is predicated on a number of assumptishich need to be made
explicit and to be critically discussed (althougbt mecessarily within the present

argument):

1. Not only the contents but also the format, the lor| of the thought of
Anatomically Modern Humans has evolved, and noty optior to their
emergence but also after their emergence, and tttesgges are in principe
open to empirical investigation — although the @&ptaal, methodological and
empirical difficulties on this point are enormous.

2. Yet, despite this shifting toolbox, enough of aibdegical, conceptual and
emotive instrumentarium has persisted across ténkaoto allow us, as
intellectual specialists in the postmodern Ageatove at something like a
valid (albeit necessarily distorted and partial)derstanding of Ancient
Models of Thought

3. While (2) is already an appeal to the underlyingyuaf humankind (at least
humankind in our Anatomically Modern variety) inrtes of mental and
communicative capabilities, another — | admit, pboaly even more
contentious — appeal to continuity is being mathe cultural history of
Anatomically Modern Humans ever since their emergem the African
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continent 200 ka BP has been one sustained procwhere myriad
local and regional developments inevitably and destably have gone their
own way, without however totally being out of touchoth by contemporary
contacts and exchanges however diffuse, and by rileance on the common
pre-Exodus heritage. This is the theoretical jiesttfon for lumping all Flood
myths from all over the world in one all-encompagsidata base, and
analysing them statistically as if they constitube@ consistent population.

4. Elsewhere (van Binsbergen 2009a) | have presentgenaral definition of
myth that has received the honour of being incaisat into Witzel’s (2010’
awesome edifice of global mythological history. Hewer, my fourth
assumption is that in Flood myths we often find paeticular type of myth:
the type in which the narrator continues to tedt@y while the original, coded
meaning of that story has already been lost fromsciousness, so that the
narrator resorts to templates of narration and dtargy that may translate the
underlying implied (but no longer consciously péred) relationships into
deceptively real-life moving images, whilst potatifi distorting these
relationships almost beyond recognition. In thetern of Flood myth, it
appears as if we encounter many examples of tlmardics: Flood heroes that
are not heroes of flesh and blood but elements trarssformative cycle, or
Flood-surviving incestuous siblings apparently emga in repopulation of the
earth after the Flood (what could be more logical enore interesting) but in
fact constituting oblique representations of lamdi &vater, or Heaven and
Earth, or Sun and Moon, etc.

1.7. Statistical methods are merely a tool, notag oal in themselves

This paper is the second instalnfénof a comprehensive analysis, that kept me
occupied nearly full-time for a year in 2007-20@8d whose final report (now
completed in draft, and scheduled for publicatior2011) is to run into more than
500 pages. In this light the present argument, itkespy apparently ineradicable
tendency to long-windedness, can only be truncaded, will have to leave most
methodological and interpretational points untowuchigluch of this paper will be
spend on presenting the statistical results inlébd form — a text genre that could
hardly be more removed from the habitual and familtext production of
comparative mythologists. | am aware that thistegy will tax my audience’s
patience and interest. However, we should not fotigat, to non-specialists in the
fields of historical linguistics or Vedic scholaighamong the Comparative
Mythologists, the highly technical discussions beging to such specialist fields
could be equally taxing. Although | was initiallyained as a social scientist and
taught quantitative research methods already feaades ago, | have soon moved on
to become a student of identity, of religion, ofe thphilosophical bases for
interculturality, and — increasingly — a student tbé remoter past, first of the
Mediterranean and Africa, more recently at a gladzalle. My interest in statistics as
such is as slight as that of most people in thelemoce. What attracted me to
comparative mythology (or rather, what brought raekito it, after a fallow period of
decades, following substantial early work on tlapi¢) was (cf. Witzel 2001) the

2L The first being: van Binsbergen with Isaak 2008sdxl on my paper for thé Annual Meeting of
the IACM in 2007, Edinburgh.
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hope that it could be a vehicle towards the idemifon and periodisation of
prehistoric patterns of thought — ultimately in @& o create, instead of merely
speculative wishful thinking, an empirically-basedpalytical framework for
understanding both the underlying unity of pres#at- humankind (with special
emphasis on the integral place of sub-Saharana\fithin that global patterrf},and
its cultural and linguistic diversity (van Binsberg 2003, 2009a). It is on this
endeavour that | have concentrated since the 8af9s?® with the present argument
constituting merely another step.

2. Data set, analysis and method

It is almost impossible to summari&ein a few pages, and for a non-specialist and
potentially unsympathetic audience, the complexatsgies and problems of a
guantitative contents analysis of Flood myths, vgtlat varieties of length, contents
and symbolism; gleaned from many cultures all dkerworld; and dating, at least in
their recorded version, from anytime between thdyHdronze Age and the present.
Appendices 2 and 3 give some impression of the &fnatiginal data that formed the
starting point of the analysis, and of the routiyewhich these very heterogeneous
data were forced into the straightjacket of on@scgient and sustained, procedure of
data entry. For reasons of space | cannot heretlgevdescriptive statistics of the full
data set. Since the analysis had to be conduatedesnanded, | soon had to decide
not to process Mark Isaak’s entire data set of B@®d myths, but to take a 20%
subsample — including only every fifth item in thet. This means, of course, that the
results based on an analysis of this 20% subsahgie a certain error distribution
around the true sample values that would have bb&ined had it been possible to
enter all 395 cases into the analysis; thereforefimgl data set reflects the true
population (i.e. the hypothetical collection of Blbod myths of all times and from all
over the world) only in a somewhat blurred manreywever, the subsample was
large enough and the statistical tests used wdfieisatly powerful to make this
blurring effect negligible. Data entry was not ontyne-consuming but also
tantalising, for only while already processing tfeious myths did it become clear
what new categories had to be added to the origina¢ book, and what categories
turned out to be impracticable and needed to blaceg by others; as a result, much
of the exercise had to be done all over again abeurof times.

After data entry, the following main difficultiesatdl to be faced, in a fashion not
uncommon in anthropological statistics which atembased on small-sample data:

missing cases

The factor analysis | intended to use as a maihnigoe would only be meaningful with
listwise deletion of all missing cases, yet thatildchave been potentially disastrous, since the
heterogeneity of the data set, and my initial geation for finely tuned distinctions, left

22 Cf. van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b, 2010b.

% Cf. van Binsbergen 2004, 2006a, 2006b, 2009b, 20A0%0b; van Binsbergen & Woudhuizen, in
press.

24 Meanwhile, some methodological discussion wasadlyajiven in van Binsbergen c.s. 2008.
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many cells in my entry forms empty. Many input ahtes could be slightly rephrased so as to
avoid missing cases (e.g. ‘is there a hero in emidemight have the pre-set values ‘0’ (no),
‘1’ (yes) and ‘missing’ (unclear, contradictory gtchowever, rephrasing this as ‘is there
positiveevidence of a flood hero’, would only leave thenfioissing values ‘1’ (no) and ‘2’
(yes). However, given the heterogeneous naturkeoflaita missing values are bound to occur,
and we have no option but to keep these outsidentiiBvariate analysis, reserving them for
cross tabulation only.

the handling of dichotomous variables

Dichotomous vqariables notably ‘yes/no questiomsigtitute the great majority of the entry

variables, besides variables measured on ordirdlirgerval scales. It is common practice,

although with shaky mathematical foundation, toatreichotomous variables as having

interval scales (e.g. ‘no’ = 0, yes = ‘1’, and tpisctice has been followed here. For specific
tests e.g. cluster analysis, other solutions aadable.

the small number of cases for many cells in crabsHation

The most common statistical test of associationcfoss tables is the chi-square test, which
however requires a minimum expected value of 5efach cel. With the present data, that
requirement cannot always be met, but there isuadalternative, the likelihood-ratio test —

yielding the test statistic known under the leffer , where no such requirement exists.

multicollinearity

It is common practice, in quantitative analysisgdéwsive one variable from one or more others:
e.g. age of source = (year of souncmusyear of data entry); however, such derived vaesbl
are stochastically dependent upon the origin véealand if both types would be entered in a
multivariate analysis simultaneously, such wouldsuie in meaningless artefacts of
multicollinearity. In constructing the set of about a hundred véggbipon which the factor
analysis was to be performed, careful selectiontrbasmade of the proper combinations, a
task rendered even more complex because also lexiaith more than a few missing values
are to be excluded from such sets. As a resulgrasiderable part of the total information
contained in the data set cannot be utilised irtiwariate analysis. These excluded variables
have been singled out for simpler tests of asdoaiatith the use of cross tabulation, using
employing the likelihood ratio test so as to yi#ldand (given a particular number of degrees
of freedom df) I's associated probability (p; Op 1) indicating whether a particular
association can be claimed to exist at a choseel l@&vsignificance. In line with common
social-science practice, a p of 5% i.e. 0.05 iept#d as an indication that such association
between variables as is revealed by statisticaintgsis not merely a research artefact but
corresponds with a genuine association in reddi#gween the phenomena measured by these
variables. However, we must realise that accepsogh a relatively low threshold of
significance means that we are prepared to runiskehat, of all our statistical conclusions, 1
out of 20 will be spurious.

the distinction between empirical associations kgical implications

A problem similar to that of multicollinearity ibe following: two variables may more or less
presuppose each other by implication and thus yigjtly significant statistics, which yet are
meaningless, and in fact confusing, in so far ay ttannot be used for the identification of
genuine, empirically demonstrable underlying stetibgatterns of association in the data set.
Let us consider the following example from our gs&:

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between (a) ‘animals stated or implied
to survive the Flood’ / (b) ‘Flood hero stated mpiied to have directed the earth divér

25 animals stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero stated or implied to direct
earth diver
-1.000 46 29 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes
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Here, and in many similar cases in our analysig,statistical significant association that may
be found must be considered an artefact — notensénse that it does not correspond with
reality, but that it does so by logical implicatiand not as the outcome of a stochastic process
of chance variation: since the earth diver is aimah (b) cannot attain a positive value as
long as (@) is not positive

underlying variables

There is a fundamental difference between multatariechniques such as factor analysis, and
simple cross tabulation. Multivariate techniquarsaggregative approach, whose scope is not
limited to the numerous surface variables that bagp have lend themselves for data entry;
instead, multivariate analysis (e.,g. factor arig)ybrings out a much smaller number of
underlying variables which, if properly identifien the basis of the respective factor
loadings on each mathematically constructed aniliiyi anonymous factor), promise to offer
much more overall insight in a much smaller pritespat work, and to specify exactly which
percentage of the data set's total variance eactorfas capable of accounting for. Cross
tabulation however remains at the naive level efghrface variables available at data entry.
One suspects that when a whole series of suchcsudfariables of comparable wording (
(a)’'the supernatural’..., ‘a god'..., ‘the Supreme Gog’etc. (b) ‘warns the Flood hero’) all
yield significant statistical results, that theremt one and the same underlying variable
responsible for this, so the results should notreated as so many different dimensions of
insight, but as one insight gradually manifestiigelf. The results of cross-tabulation,
however spectacular at times as we shall see,saentally weaker and of lesser scope than
those of multivariate analys?S.

In ways to be set out in the final report, mordess satisfactory solutions for these
methodological problems and challenges were fooften by time-consuming trial
and error.

3. Flood heroes within the total data set: Some
aggregate results of multivariate analysis,andan ew
perspective on heroic combat

3.1. Aggregate factors and their bearing on Flood h  eroism

The following Table 1 (taken from my 2008 artic)mmarises, in highly simplified
form, the main results of factor analysis on thedt. It turns out that twelve mutually
totally unrelated factors can be constructed (aard ke identified on the basis of their
loadings on all the original variables). Thesed@drs together account for just over 50%
of the total variance in the data set. Given therbgeneity of the data set in place and
time, and the qualitative nature of the varialiless, is an excellent result. | have shaded
the factor descriptions that have a manifest bganmthe Hero theme.

TOTAL 46 33 79
| = 7.283; df = 1: p = 0.007

% One could try to compensate for this by doingHertanalysis of variance upon the constructed
factors broken up against the kind of variablegi{wypically a high degree of missing cases) tlateh
been more or less excluded from multivariate amalfer reasons of multicollinearity, and that now
dominate the cross tabulations. But further ditties arise here.
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Factor, with
percent-age of
total variance
explained

PROPOSED FACTOR NAME, cursory indication of variables involved, and proposed
interpretation

FACTOR(1)
4.461

VERTICAL FROM PARADISE: In this factor/motif the vectl dimension is emphasised, with
the vertical reed (NarCom 27) which, like the shaisran(NarCom 16) that is also explicitly

included in this factor, represents the verticahroection between the separated heaven
earth — and also in the image of animals suspefrdetdheaven in their attempt to escape fr
the Flood. The same idea of suspension betweerehed earth we find in the spider mo

and
DM
if.

While this separation implies the notion of tranmsitence, the vertical, spatial separation also

becomes a conceptual and temporal separation isetege that a transcendent paradise, not
and not now, is evoked as pre-Flood and having émwdth the Flood. To this attaches tl
NarCom 14 of the two children, twins often, who bejed to a paradisiacal state whi

here
he
ch

however came to an end when one killed the othtbe-Cain and Abel theme (which however

in the Bible is not recognised as specifically mdrthe ic Flood story there).

FACTOR(2)
5.646

GOD AS ALLY OF HERO: The supernatural is presentha form of the supreme god, who

dwells in heaven (NarCom 3), sends the Flood (NarCt)rand enters into an unequal alliarjce
with the Flood hero — the supreme god being evidesuiperior to the hero. The latter receives
warning of the Flood, sends out birds (probablypsfarmations of the earth diver i.e. NarCam
26, belonging to an earlier phase of mythologieiedlopment) at the end of the Flood, and (in a
sense that is evoking NarCom 24) engages in agiieutfter the Flood — this is the core of the

biblical or in general Ancient Near Eastern Ela@i@lood story

FACTOR(3)
4.694

HERO AND ARK: There are survivors to the Flood, sfieally there is a Flood hero who
the survivor, and there is a concrete materialuestevice (an ‘Ark’) which allows the hero

survive; this motif/ factor is an alternative taetbgre motif (NarCom 6 — there the confined

space is doom rather than rescue), and also anatiies to the blood motive (NarCom 30)(bgth

of which are evocations of the feminine traits e faminine as source from which life emerges

(womb/earth) and to where it returns in death (gfearth); cf. the Primal Waters, or earth
as male land, but as life-giving and death-recgjiyvin

not

FACTOR(4)
4.815

FLOOD ALTERNATIVE: An alternative to the Flood motils the evocation of othe
cosmoclasms besides the great Flood. Here thetiattéa drawn to the vertical axis, with the
emergence of mountains as a result of the Fload etlocation of the celestial cow (NarCgm
25), and cosmogony from the fragments of a shattier@tureless object (NarCom 33)

=

FACTOR(5)
5.310

ANIMAL SURVIVORS: Animals survive the Flood, espedjathe earth diver (NarCom 26)
who is usually in the shape of a rodent-like smaimmal. The theme also speaks of the hu
demiurge of male gender. A formal characteristtacites to this factor: if it is high, also t
length of the Flood story in question will be highwhich reflects the tendency for Elabor
North American Flood stories, where the themesisf factor prevail, to be renderé@dextenso,
in the professional ethnographic literature

FACTOR(6)
3.890

SWEETNESS THROUGH INCEST (cf. Shi Yang 2006): Thenties of sibling incest an

honey (NarCom 18) appear to celebrate the discovesgxuality (cf. Lévi-Strauss’s equatid

of honey and sexuality; Lévi-Strauss 1969-78; cfolCh976). In some, still unclear way this

associated with the theme of a warning which cotoethe Flood hero from some third panty

and not from the causer of the Flood himself oséér~ one is reminded of the snake in
biblical paradise, since the fall of man was somes (especially in the Christian traditio
associated with, again, the discovery of sexuality.

=

is

he
n)

FACTOR(7)
3.777

POST-FLOOD REPOPULATION ABNORMAL BUT NOT STONE: Sinceet Flood usually

is held to destroy the whole of humankind with #weeption of up to a handful of Fload

survivors, there is usually the need for post-Floegbpulation of the earth. Under FACTOR(
such repopulation proceeds along abnormal lines aterwise than through norm
heterosexual human sexuality. This FACTOR(7) offeeseral variations for the connecti
between the Flood and stones (NarCom 8) — Floodimsctturning into stone<, and
repopulation after the Flood taking place by meafnstones which (as in the Greek Flood st

of Deucalion and Pyrrha) turn into human beingds Tactor appears to reveal relatively very

ancient mythological layers, with the original daadentified as female.

N,
al
N

pry

FACTOR(8)
4.393

KILLING ANIMAL DEMIURGE AND WHITE GOD: This motif highlights the animal
trickster or demiurge, who is being murdered ordathengages in murder. This attaches to
theme of the White God (NarCom 21), who may be edtak® a Primary God of Creatio
subsequently to be supplanted by a later divineeiggion or dynasty, and then may

the
n
be

associated with the sun or moon — bright luminabesveen heaven and earth in a less than

27 Cf. Lot's wife at the fiery cosmoclasm of SodomdaGomorrah (Genesis 19: 26); here the
destruction is in the form of fire (NarCom 36) asadternative to the Flood; but there are manylaimi
examples in the regular Flood stories in our glaaahple.
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supreme role. One reason for the appearance ofMhiée God theme appears to be f

he

following: this is typically the original God of Caéon, and the narrative therefore is situated at
a time, and emulates a worldview, when the semaradf the waters into sea, heaven and

underworld had not yet taken place or at leastcoatpleted. In the context of this primordi
mythical time, repopulation was not by normal me@res sexual, and intra-species), but by,

al
a_

sexual, homosexual or inter-species means. Weameih the presence of such shape-shifters

are Proteus, Nereus etc.: transformations of thgir@t Mistress of the Primal Waters once s

he

was dethroned by the gods of a later dispensagiod,typically of male gender. This suggests

something about the origin of the trickster figiregeneral: possibly as a transformation of
original Creatrix, of reversed gender. The typicartN American Flood hero is a trickste
Coyote, or Raven, who may cause and fight the Flotileasame time.

FACTOR(9)
3.485

SACRIFICE AS RE-CONNECTION: This is an unusual factothat it only loads considerably
D

on one variable only, in the data set: the variald@asuring whether in the context of the Flo
and especially after the Flood, an explicit refeeeis made to sacrifice.

FACTOR(10)
4.359

HEAVEN, LUMINARIES, CONNECTION, PARADISE: | have podaied that the Floog
stories are predicated on a thought experimentviagpon the following idea: ‘if the essence
the cosmic order is the separation of Land and Wétder verticalised and otherwis
transformed into the separation of Heaven and [attten destruction of that order must
equivalent to the annulment of the separation & Waters (or of Heaven and Ear
respectively). This factor considers heaven, netifafactor 2) as the dwelling place of t
supreme god as Flood causer, but as the contéRegjreat luminaries Sun (NarCom 35) g
Moon (NarCom 9). Remarkably, the Spider complex (NanCb) turns out to belong to th
factor — confirming an earlier hypothesis of miméiich equates the Spider with the Sun
ancient cosmologies. In the mytheme conveyed by féuitor, the connection of heaven a
earth is still intact, hence the inclusion of theio theme, and the explicit idea that the Flg
ended the period of paradise — which, of coursegtwinat of the unproblematic, self-evide
connection — the incessant embrace — of heaveeantiol

FACTOR(11)
3.683

HEROIC COMBAT: In this motif the combat theme (NarCon) aBpears as, emphatically,
alternative to the Flood motif; there is a heroio@tion of the hero as the human incarnatio
the re-connection (NarCom 2) par excellence betwesaven and earth; yet, in line with t
biblical and Ancient Near Eastern conception ofFFteod Causer and the Flood Hero as all
the combat is not between the Flood Causer andltioel Hero, but with a third party — or wit
the Flood itself.

FACTOR(12)
3.056

NUMBERS: This motif is predominantly about numbespexially entire numbers greater th
one. One might even say that this motif is abouherical rationality. It stresses that there
more than one Flood hero. If we are allowed to eedcto consider the weaker loadi
variables, the emphasis on a plurality of heroesge®ewith another plurality: that of the fo
directions and/or elements (NarCom 29); since trese virtually globally, the dominar
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evocation of the land, and since the Flood herdhénlight of the above analysis, is another

evocation of the land, it is not surprising thag flour directions / elements have come to
thought of as persons, implicity even as Floodoberjoining their forces. Moreover w
encounter a number of additional themes here:eifetlare more Flood heroes mentioned, th

will not be closely related as siblings. The emjghas this factor is on equality. No special,

exalted rank is attributed to the Flood hero. Thao@ hero is not picked for such rank, but
instance for his moral quality; the latter couldib&rpreted in terms of personal achieveme
since in traditional contexts rank is often a nratteascription, of birth right. If this factor i
high, a specific duration for the Flood tends togbesn. Also this factor loads slightly on th
theme of volcanic qualities (NarCom 37(fire, earthkgs etc.) as opposed to the theme of
earth as source of life and nourishment).

51.569

Table 2. Detailed discussion of the factors idefif

be
e
ese
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Out of these twelve constructed and identified des;t at least six do not bear
manifestly upon thé&lood herotheme: FACTORS(1), (4), (5), (7) although dealing
with post-Flood repopulation, (9), and (10). Thecheomponent in FACTOR(6) is

puzzling but slight. In FACTOR(8) the Flood heroedoappear, but as a whimsical

% This table has been heavily edited and aggregatetle sense that the original constitutent vaeisb
are no longer specified, but instead a discursesedption of their apparent total performanceiven.
There is a better, more original version in thefDReport, and | may consider inserting that hese a

well.
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and rebellious Trickster, and not as the piousabetlient, subservient Noahic type in
a transcendent context dominated by the Supreme Bodd causer and warner at
the same time.

Heroism, combat, and the transformative cycle of el  ements

FACTOR(11) highlights heroic combat, which in 2008till attributed to the hero’s

capacity as the connection par excellence betwesawvéh and Earth. Meanwhile,
however, after much further work on the ancientnoalegy of the transformative

cycle of elements, | am inclined to see the conpb@barily (although, as the further
statistical analysis reminds us, not exclusively) a different light, that of a

transformative cycle of elements. Essentially,dielical transition between elements
can take two forms:

element E destroys elements, kg, or
element k., produces elements,E

Both transitions may also have — as in the Taassion of such systems (cf. Carus
1898; Needham c.s. 1956) — an attenuated formitiosthinder next to destroy; and
stimulate or further, next to produce.

In many Flood myths, the (non-sexual, processuphpduction’” motif in the
succession of elements seems to replace ordinbeyerp-)sexual reproduction in
humans especially for the purpose of post-Floodpafation of the earth; this is an
aspect of my present reading of the abundance mkagual post-Flood reproduction
in Flood myths worldwide, even in cases when thst4tood actors are human and
in possession of the usual organs of reproduction.

On the other hand, the ‘destruction’ type of eletakrransition may take the
narrative form of a struggle. In other words, iirisa mutation of the transformative
cycle that | would now seek the origin of the engdan combat in Flood myths as
brought out by FACTOR (11). The combat myth couletre be said one of the
principal mythemes in comparative mythology worlatev(cf. Fontenrose 1980), and
| suggest — contrary to Fontenrose, who gets nbduthan a sweeping appeal to the
universal human condition in the face of death atthere, too, a widespread
underlying model of the transformative cycle camséis the explanatory underlying
factor.

It stands to reason to see ‘combat’ as the mairdifgug factor of heroes in the
context of Flood mythsBut that would mean that many heroes in such nahsot
heroes of flesh and blood enacting the tragedyhefhuman condition, but merely
superficially disguised personifications of the tdestive type of cyclical transition
from one element to another. In other words, maogdheroes are not heroes at all,
but dummy representations of proto-chemical retafops.

The final hero-related factor, FACTOR(12), with ksnphasis on a plurality of
protagonists, in my opinion drives home the fa@ttim a cyclical transformative
system, it would be absurd to have only one protesgce- only if there are at least
two, could there be a transformation of one in®akther. The striking implication of
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FACTOR(12) is that of ‘numerical rationality’ — lv&en items of equal rank in a
series. | suggest that this, again, is a barelyuigd reference to a cyclical system of
elements. On the other hand, still other numbeialsées load significantly on this
factor, such as the duration of the Flood in numifedays; this suggests that an
interpretation in terms of a transformative cycfeetements does not quite exhaust
the dazzling implications (of proto-science?) a$ ttactor.

4. Conclusion

Apparently, statistics can be a tool to plausilglyeal genuine, code structures of
thought going back to tens of thousands of yeans By a painstaking analysis of
these many dimensions as mythically narrated foodrheroes, | believe to have
situate Flood heroes, in all their dazzling vari@tigherto largely underplayed by
comparative mythologists), in a sustained histdngleas ranging from the Upper
(perhaps even Middle) Palaeolithic to present tiraad informed by the major
developments listed above:

the supplanting of cyclical immanentalism by lindanscendentalism; only at
the latter end of this continuum could we situéie Noah type of Flood hero,
the morally impeccable and obedient servant of mromparably more
powerful, male Supreme God who issues a Flood wgmihile causing the
Flood himself

the emergence of history; regardless of whether Rleod — as | find
absolutely implausible — has ever been a historeneof whatever local or
more extensive scale (as an infatigable scholadystry has sought to prove),
the idea of a Flood as a total cosmoclasm is atgstoncept that constitutes
a total departure from the transformative cycleel@dments — even though
ingredients of the cosmoclasm (Water, and by asparent transformation
also firef® could be argued to have been borrowed from thestoamative
cycle, the fact that one element (Water) takes witastrous possession of
reality as a whole goes to show that a unique amtrapetitive event is
meant, in other words a breach of the transforreatixcle is implied

the invention of heaven,;

the invention of food production (through agricuséttand animal husbandry —
featuring in Flood stories as post-Flood reconoastiof heaven and earth, and
as the special charges of the Flood hero in whatoody be interpreted as a
mythical evocation of animal husbandry), and

the gradual assault — by male religious and somesasational power and
initiatives — on the unmistakable creative and prative prerogatives women
derive from their specific anatomy; hence the diditmg of the female body
and its manifestations (menstrual blood, childbedturation) and instead the
claim of abnormal post-Flood reproduction and oferaeation through the
power of the word rather than from the womb.

% As in the transformed Flood story of Sodom and Gwah, complete with a few surviving Flood
heroes notably Lot and his daughters, resortingaient-daughter incest for the purpose of global
repopulation.
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As an unexpected further result of this analysie,are now in a better position to
understand the figure of the Flood hero and thehHaiver in their interrelation. As

Villems™ (2005) research has shown, the mythentaegarth diver (coot-like bird, or
rodent) is mainly found in Northern Eurasia and tNokmerica. At an abstract level
of structural analysis, identity could be arguetiveen

(@ the Land as produced from the Water, in the postdl&€osmogony
centring on their Separation, and

(b) the Ark, as some concentrated form of the Land tfancbut now
amenable to human agency and to the instructioasSafpreme God.

The Earth Diver is usually presented, in Flood rayths subservient to the human
Flood hero, yet as an Aquatic Bird (although, atkdiy, less so as rodent) this
character may be seen as a simple transformatitileahcomparably primal Mother
of the Waters (who throughout Eurasia manifestsdieias or through an acquatic
bird, preferably white, cf. Noah’s own whitenesdoran extensive discussion with
literature see van Binsbergen & Woudhuizen, in §reshe earth diver would then
appear as a transitional character, a vestige einthin, female, protagonist in the
Cosmogony of the Separation of Water and Landtransformed beyond recognition
by the rise of another cosmogonic dispensationtriognon a celestial male god. In
fact, Earth Diver and Noah/like flood hero woulddmch other alter egos and both
may be seen as a radical mythological developmmaking the Land-producing
Mother of the Waters into theltimate enemywhich she has become throughout
Ancient Near Eastern mythology Leviathan, Apep, Ydmamat), not so much of the
Flood hero (who after all is her transformationj bfithe male celestial god that has
taken her cosmogonic place. By striking an alliawdé the Flood hero (even though
hed is a transformation of the enemy) the Supremme i@ the Noahic model renders
the contradictions generated by the impositionwad successive cosmologies, more
negotiable, and thus clears the way towards argsimear, transcendent worldview
— one in which heroes have been eminently in pldwman Gilgamesh, and his
forebear Utnapishtim (the Nuahic prototype), to thgriad heroes, usually highly
violent, that populate our TV screens in moderrest

39 When | wrote the paper proposal for the preseguiraent, early 2010, | still departed from the idea
that the Flood hero could be considered a transfttom — under the new and soon dominant
disposition of the Cosmogony of the Separation @&fav¥eén and Earth — of Land as the junior
complement (Son and Lover) of the Primal Watersexsor complement. What | had in mind was a
prototypical hero as exemplified by the Greek hekohilles, child of the sea goddess Thetis who in
many ways qualifies as a demoted Mother of the Y8atagain under the newer Heaven-Earth
cosmology. However, on second thoughts Achillesilemine herpar excellencgis also a major sea
god in his own right, especially in the Pontic mgi So is (as demonstrated by many of her epithets:
‘stormy petrel’, ‘seafarer, etc.) the goddess Adigffor the detailed argument see van Binsbergen &
Woudhuizen, in press), while her protégé, Odysseusiany way qualifies as a Flood hero — almost
inescapably tied to the sea (personified by hik-aremy Poseidon — another, male transformation of
the Mother of the Waters), from which he emerges akipwrecked, both among the Phaeacians and
finally at Ithaca. Through the mythical charactérAahilles, although a formidable fighting machine,
still shimmer the feminine connotations of the Mattof the Waters from which, | propose, he is a
transformation: at one crucial stage he hides imawws quarters, and women'’s clothes.

The point of the gender transformation (from femalemale) of many primary gods throughout
Eurasia in the course of the Bronze Age cannot iseudsed here; see van Binsbergen &&
Woudhuizen, in press, pp. 149ff.
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Appendix 1. A selection of statistically significan t
associations found when cross-tabulating each hero-
related variable against all non-hero-related varia  bles

Al.1. Introduction

The following is the most empirical but also theighest part of this draft. Out of
nearly a thousand significant returns, | have tteedelect (none too rigorously, at this
stage) those that appear to have a direct beannthe nature and associations of
Flood heroes. | have tried to provisionally orderstmaterial, and add selective
comments — but in fact, almost every significattime when written out in the form
of a discursive statement of association of the typ

‘there is a statistically significantegativeassociation between ‘human agency stated or
implied to have caused Flood’, and ‘Flood heroestair implied to survive the Flood:

constitutes a text for lengthy contemplation arfteetion, to an extent that could not
be done justice to in the present context. | amhding the fact that the results,

1 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero stated or implied to survive
Flood

-1.000 2 7 9 no

1.000 37 13 50 yes
TOTAL 39 20 59
1=8.722; df = 1; p = 0.003
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although remarkably convergent and consistenthateso to the full 100%. We are
working here with statistical tendencies, ineviyatilanifesting themselves somewhat
out of focus for a number of reason:

our limited understanding across the mists of time

the inherent inconsistency and flux of the prehistsystems — their lack of
total integration;

errors of transmission across many centuries.

We cannot expect total consistency any more thawilénd total consistency in the
analysis of any living socio-cultural and symbolrahgious system; in fact, for the
reasons mentioned, such consistency as the rgstltssplay is truly remarkable. We
have to ask ourselves whether it is a true refdactf the prehistoric systems under
review, and of their dynamics over time — or whetth@at consistency could yet to
some extent be a research artefact, produced byarladytical distinctions and
procedures which we have imposed on the data irptbeess of constructing our
corpus, of designing our analytical categoriegrotcessing the raw data according to
their categories in the course of data entry, drgt@uping the results in writing up.

Al.2. Statistically significant associations of Flo od heroes,
conditions and aftermath

Al.2.1. ‘Flood hero in evidence’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘some kind of Flood rescue de(iBek’) in
evidence’ and ‘Flood hero in evidente’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed' /
‘warning stated or implied to be made by the Floadser®

Al.2.1.1. Statistically significant associationskibod hero being
stated or implied to be human’

# There is a statistically significantegative association ‘first conscious beings stated or ietpto be animals’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to have been huniaf'could be interpreted as by implication, yeitiot obvious
that the Flood hero has to belong to the firstibafcconscious beings ]

%2 some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero i n evidence

-1.000 3 0 3no

1.000 11 65 76 yes
TOTAL 14 65 79
=10.961; df = 1; p = 0.001

33partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warning stat ed or implied to be from Flood causer
-1.000 14 0 14 no
1.000 8 3 11 yes
TOTAL 22 3 25
| =5.455; df = 1; p = 0.020
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# There is a statistically significamgegative association ‘human trickster-demiurge in evidenc&#lood hero
stated or implied to have been huniar’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘bird stated or implied to be sent outddFlood hero
stated or implied to have been hum#h’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to haverb&é@man’ /
‘sacrifice in evidencé”

Al1.2.2. On what grounds does the Flood hero qutditye just that?

Al.2.2.1. Statistically significant associations dhe Flood hero being stated or implied to
gualify as such by virtue of special knowledge
# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thatvirtue of

knowledge’ / ‘the motif of the Separation of LandidaWater in evidenc® [ an advanced stage of
transcendentalisation ]

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to haverbéeman’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virmfeknowledge® [ difficult to understand, unless knowledge is

3 first conscious beings stated or implied to be anim als
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be human

-1.000 7 4 11 no
1.000 42 1 43 yes
TOTAL 49 5 54
| =9.398; df = 1; p = 0.002

® human trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be human

-1.000 11 6 17 no

1.000 46 6 52 yes
TOTAL 57 12 69
1=4.493; df = 1; p=0.034

3 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood her o stated or implied to be human

-1.000 17 0 17 no
1.000 45 7 52 vyes

TOTAL 62 7 69
1=4.212; df = 1; p = 0.040

3 Flood hero stated or implied to be human
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sacrifice in evidence
-1.000 17 44 61 no
1.000 0 8 8 yes
TOTAL 17 52 69
| =4.859; df = 1; p = 0.027

38 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o f knowledge:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL separation o f the waters in evidence

-1.000 5 0 5no
1.000 8 6 14 yes

TOTAL 13 6 19
1=4.577;df =1; p =0.032
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magical knowledge whereas what qualified for Flbedoism in the context of the Standard Elaboravedrstory

is morality ]

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thgtvirtue of
knowledge’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to batthy virtue of his morality*®

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer / ‘Flood hero is stated or implied to batthy virtue of knowledge™ [ again: knowledge as something
that defies transcendence and pious subservieatmost as if knowledge is truly an attribute of ®erpent; cf.
Genesis 3:1: ‘Now the serpent was more subtil Hranbeast of the field which the LORD God had m#adel he
said unto the woman, Yea, hath God said, Ye sloalkkat of every tree of the garden?’ ]

Al.2.2.2. Statistically significant associations dhe Flood hero being stated or implied to

qualify as such through high socio-political rank

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thlyiowby virtue of

rank’ / ‘warning in evidence®

Al1.2.2.3. Statistically significant associations dFlood hero stated or implied to be that

by virtue of agency’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘the Flood hero stated or implied to battby virtue of
agency’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be tyawirtue of his morality*® [ morality = agency]

3 Flood hero stated or implied to be human
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s
virtue of kn

-1.000 11 46 57 no

1.000 6 6 12 yes
TOTAL 17 52 69
|=4.493; df =1; p=0.034

40 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s
virtue of mo

-1.000 55 13 68 no

1.000 11 0 11 yes
TOTAL 66 13 79
| =4.292; df =1; p = 0.038

4 Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s
virtue of kn

-1.000 15 17 32 no

1.000 7 1 8 yes
TOTAL 22 18 40
| =4.786; df = 1; p = 0.029

42 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warningine
-1.000 49 3 52 no
1.000 21 6 27 yes
TOTAL 70 9 79
| =4.490; df = 1; p = 0.034

a3 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s
of morality

tated or implied to be that by
owledge

f knowledge:

tated or implied to be that by
rality

user:

tated or implied to be that by
owledge

f rank

vidence )

f agency

tated or implied to be that by virtue
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Al.2.2.4. Statistically significant associations dFlood hero stated or implied to be that
by virtue of morality’

# There is a statistically significamgegative association ‘Flood hero stated or implied to bat thy virtue of
morality’ / ‘the motif of the Separation of Land catwater in evidencé” [ puzzling for emphasis on morality
seems so central to the Standard Elaborate Floog ]st

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘duration of the Flood stated or impliédFlood hero
stated or implied to be that by virtue of his mityaf® [ puzzling, perhapaumerical rationality aspect of recent
transcendence: numbers are transcendent | doubthehétis should be by implicatioh

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thgtvirtue of his
morality’ / ‘causer of Flood stated or implied te & god*®

# There is a statistically significant, negativesa@sation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thgtvirtue of
knowledge’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to batthy virtue of his morality*’ [ knowledge is immanentalist,
the ability to sustain and benefit from the transfative cycle; morality is transcendentalist, tby neot on the
order of nature (=transformative cycle) but on $upreme God ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘the Flood hero stated or implied to battby virtue of
agency’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be thgt virtue of his morality®® [ agency morality but
knowledge; there is an element of implication buttotally so ]

TOTAL 65 14 79
| =49.218; df = 1; p = 0.000

44 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o f morality:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL separation o f the waters in evidence

-1.000 3 2 5no

1.000 14 0 14 yes
TOTAL 17 2 19
|=6.057;df =1; p=0.014

4 duration Flood stated or implied
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtu e
of morality

-1.000 56 12 68 no

1.000 4 7 11 yes
TOTAL 60 19 79
| =9.366; df = 1; p = 0.002

46 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o f morality:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of FI ood stated or implied to be a god

-1.000 23 1 24 no
1.000 16 5 21 yes
TOTAL 39 6 45
1 =3.974; df = 1; p = 0.046

4 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o f knowledge:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue
of morality

-1.000 55 13 68 no
1.000 11 0 11 yes

TOTAL 66 13 79
1=4.292;df=1; p=0.038

8 Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virtue o f agency
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Al1.2.2.5. Statistically significant associations chuman agency stated or implied to have
caused Flood

# There is a statistically significantegative association ‘human agency stated or implied tehmused Flood’,
and ‘Flood hero stated or implied to survive thedel *°

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘human agency stated or implied to haaesed Flood’
and ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or implied to hagen killed® [ here narrative imagination takes over from and
supplants the transformative cycle

# There is a statistically significantegative association ‘human agency stated or implied telmused Flood’
and ‘earth diver in evidencél:[ the Flood is nobody’s fault, but calls forth thechaic earth diver; does this
simply mean: while En-1 (= Water) tries to prodiice (= Land, the earth diver's product), the pro@sast runs
havoc so that En-1 goes out of control and tot@kes over, but subsequently that imbalance islatgp again
and En is produced at last; but where does eartr thien come from? ]

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘human agency stated or implied tehaused Flood' /
‘rodent in evidence® [this is the dynamics of the transformative cyuéerative conceived as agency; the rodent
expressed a version of the transformative cyckome version that has been transformed in a diffevay ; what
does the rodent (earth diver) have to do with agehc

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue
of morality
-1.000 65 3 68 no
1.000 0 11 11 yes
TOTAL 65 14 79
| =49.218; df = 1, p = 0.000

49 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood

-1.000 2 7 9 no
1.000 37 13 50 yes
TOTAL 39 20 59
| =8.722; df = 1; p = 0.003

%0 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL partner stat ed or implied to be killed

-1.000 52 21 73 no
1.000 1 5 6 yes

TOTAL 53 26 79
| =7.086; df = 1; p = 0.008

51 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver in evidence
-1.000 48 26 74 no
1.000 5 0 5yes
TOTAL 53 26 79
| =4.155;df =1; p =0.041

52 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rodentinev idence

-1.000 44 26 70 no
1.000 9 0 9 yes

TOTAL 53 26 79
| =7.741; df = 1; p = 0.005
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Al.2.2.6. Statistically significant associations dfhe notion of sin’ being in evidence

# There is a statistically significarmtggative association ‘animal trickster-demiurge in evideérmed ‘notion of
sin in evidence®

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘shape-shifting in evidence’ / ‘notiafrsin in evidencé*

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘notion of sin in evidence’ / ‘causer leibod stated or
implied to be a god®

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘multiple Flood heroes are in evidenbe are siblings’ /
‘notion of sin in evidence®® [ here the multiple Flood heroes are placeddtoae association with sin. ]

This is remarkable. In what sense could sin be tatiom of the transformative cycle? Taboo, a triamsifrom
A B thatis not allowed. Or should we go back herth&idea that the multiple heroes are Heaven anith Fa
such a way that the original way lies in their safian?

Al1.2.3. Does the Flood hero survive the Flood?

Al1.2.3.1. Statistically significant associations dFlood hero stated or implied to survive
the Flood’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’, and ‘Flood herdedeor implied to
survive the Flood® [ this is somewhat puzzling: it reminds us of thet that the surviving Flood hero is not just

53 animal trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sinin evide nce
-1.000 54 11 65 no
1.000 14 0 14 yes
TOTAL 68 11 79
| =4.660; df =1; p =0.031

>4 shape-shifting in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sinin evide nce
-1.000 55 10 65 no
1.000 14 0 14 yes
TOTAL 69 10 79
| =4.202; df = 1; p = 0.040

55 . . .
sin in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of FI ood stated or implied to be a god

-1.000 22 2 24 no

1.000 14 7 21 yes
TOTAL 36 9 45
1=4.534; df=1; p=0.033

%6 multiple Flood heroes in evidence who are stated or implied to be siblings
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sinin evide nce

-1.000 15 17 32 no
1.000 5 0 5yes
TOTAL 20 17 37
| =6.813; df = 1; p = 0.009

57 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood

-1.000 8 1 9 no
1.000 27 23 50 yes
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an advanced state towards transcendentalism, bathisr intimately connected with the immanentalishihe
transformative cycle; perhaps the Flood hero stémdeality, after all ]

# There is a statistically significamegativeassociation ‘the Flood stated or implied to beveisged with blood’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to survive the Fladt again: blood (with its feminine connotations) = deht

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘human agency stated or implied to haanesed Flood’,
and ‘Flood hero stated or implied to survive thedel >°

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘the gender stated or implied to heggered the Flood
is female’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to swevihe Flood*®°

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘gender Flood hero stated or impl®dé¢ female’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to survive the Flabt] if Flood hero is woman then does not survive ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer’ / ‘Flood hero stated or implied to sunvive Flood®?

TOTAL 35 24 59
| = 4.455; df = 1; p = 0.035

8 association Flood and blood in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 6 3 9 no
1.000 49 1 50 yes
TOTAL 55 4 59
| =7.991; df = 1; p = 0.005

59 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 2 7 9 no
1.000 37 13 50 yes
TOTAL 39 20 59
| =8.722; df = 1; p = 0.003

€0 gender stated or implied to have triggered the Floo d
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive
Flood

-1.000 1 4 5no

1.000 7 1 8 yes
TOTAL 8 5 13
1=6.291; df = 1; p = 0.012

61 gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 2 4 6 no
1.000 25 3 28 yes
TOTAL 27 7 34
| =7.868; df = 1; p = 0.005

62 Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood

-1.000 6 0 6 no
1.000 12 13 25yes

TOTAL 18 13 31
| =7.548; df = 1; p = 0.006
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# There is a statistically significanmiggative association ‘Flood hero stated or implied to seevihe Flood’ /
‘ridicule in evidence’ [ i.e. if there is no ridirigreater tendency to survivaf]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘some kind of Flood rescue deyiBe’) in
evidence’ and ‘Flood hero claimed or stated to iserfFlood®*

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘animals stated or implied to survive feod’ / ‘Flood
hero stated or implied to survive the Flod@' [ here we are also in the narrative domain fanaeed from
reminiscences of the transformative cycle ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to survibe Flood' /
‘Flood rescue device stated or implied to have bean-made®®

Al.2.4. The number of Flood heroes, and interretsibetween them

Al.2.4.1. Statistically significant associations diultiple Flood heroes are in evidence
who constitute a married couple’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer’ / ‘multiple Flood heroes are in evidenc@whbnstitute a married couplé” :[ one we have a divine Flood

&3 Flood hero stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL ridicule in evidence
-1.000 0 14 14 no
1.000 2 5 7 yes

TOTAL 2 19 21
|=4.833;df =1; p=0.028
o4 some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood

-1.000 6 3 9 no
1.000 5 45 50 yes
TOTAL 11 48 59
| =12.795; df = 1; p = 0.000

& animals stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero stated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 9 0 9 no
1.000 24 26 50 yes
TOTAL 33 26 59
1=11.724; df =1; p = 0.001

66 Flood hero stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-made
-1.000 8 23 31 no
1.000 1 27 28 yes

TOTAL 9 50 59
| =6.365; df = 1; p = 0.012
67 Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL multiple Flo od heroes stated or implied to be married
couple

TOTAL 11 6 17
1=4.677;df =1; p=0.031
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causer and all well on the way towards transcerglethe element connotations of the multiple Floetbks are
shed and they simply become a married couple

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘multiple Flood heroes are in evidenceovdonstitute a
married couple’ / ‘causer of Flood stated or imglie be supernatura?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘multiple Flood heroes are in evidenceovgonstitute a
married couple’ / ‘post-Flood re-population statdimplied to be through ston&ST this is strange for as a
couple they might also reproduce in the standarchmea — it indicates that Flood heroes, especiallyewh
appearing as a couple, are essentially not to hesiwered human persons; perhaps the married coispf®t so
advanced after all; | am inclined to interpret thearried couple as the Two Children (elsewhere indhebles |
have suggested that these Two Children could be &dnMpoon, but Heaven and Earth seems both more
comprehensive and more likgly

Al.2.4.2. Statistically significant associations diultiple Flood heroes in evidence who
are stated or implied to be each other’s siblings’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘multiple Flood heroes are irdexce who are
siblings’ / ‘motif of the two children in evidend® [ here it turns out that the idea of multiple des (as derived
from the elements) may mix with the idea of the whildren (as an image of Heaven and Earth, oruof &d
Moon, or of Water and Land) ]

Al1.2.5. Gender of the Flood hero(es)

Al1.2.5.1. Flood myths, menstruation, and the cosnmagical place of women in general

We are familiar with an entire historical load afgative stereotyping vis-a-vis women (especialighsallegedly
polluting properties, allegedly impossible to reciémwith the sacred, as are attributed to menstmachildbed,

female genitals). Such stereotyping is so widesp(@adaism, Christianity, Islam, sub-Saharan Afriba} it must
have a history of millennia. Even though we domextd to go so far as to postulate that these vegsttreotypes
go back to Pandora’s Box, if seems inevitable thafind the same complex of negative stereotypirak lia the

context of a mythical complex as old and as widesgras that of Flood myths. This stereotyping rhase a
cosmological, culture basis. It appears that indiwetext of the present analysis of Flood myths,ane close to
identifying that basis. For Flood myths appeareteoive on the ascendance of male power, but how?

&8 multiple Flood heroes stated or implied to be marri ed couple
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of FI ood stated or implied to be supreme god

-1.000 14 0 14 no

1.000 5 2 7 yes
TOTAL 19 2 21
1=4.833;df =1; p=0.028

&9 multiple Flood heroes stated or implied to be marri ed couple
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be through stones

-1.000 32 3 35no
1.000 0 2 2 yes
TOTAL 32 5 37
| =8.831; df =1; p = 0.003

0 multiple Flood heroes in evidence who are stated or implied to be siblings
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 18 6 24 no
1.000 2 11 13 yes

TOTAL 20 17 37
| =12.895; df = 1; p = 0.000
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Let us consider a Flood myth among the Tabo peoptie interior of Northern Argentina.Here the Flood is
called forth by the rainbow snake, which is furitnezause a menstruating woman has polluted the watértue
of her state. In a way that suggests an origifandora’s Boxthe same motif is found in Arnhem Land (Northern
Australia), and in South Central Africa. In the datregion the motif is concentrated, among othtrstdtions,
around the myth of Ruweej / Luwedfi.She was queen of her people (throughout this negiatending a few
hundred kilometres in either direction from theensection of the Angola-Congo-Zambia border, thst fiew
generations of rulers were almost invariably womamtil with the arrival of a stranger, named Hunte
Chiwinda, the idea was introduced that a menstrgatifers means a pollution for the kingship, an@ assult the
royal office was henceforth reserved, not longewvdmen, but to men. This is the main motif of mydstTears of
rain: Ethnicity and history in central western Zaml{iL992). It is tempting to link up this motif withhather
motif, which the Dutch phenomenologist of religiSierksma (1917-1977) has description in termtheftheft of
the women’s secréf the postulated emergence, after the Neolithicamhed men who overthrew female
dominance in the fields of reproduction and foodduction, and who as sign of their supremacy apgatgd the
female cult symbols. This kind of ‘matriarchal’ nifetwas rather popular in anthropology and compegat
mythology until the middle of the 20th century.idtnot clear whether such motifs have an empiricatorical
ground, or whether (as most specialists would asstoday) they merely constitute anti-masculine, wom
friendly modern myths in their own right, in thentis of well-intending scholars (e.g. Bachofen, Gsa¥ngels
and most recently Gimbutas).

Al1.2.5.2. Statistically significant associations ofthich gender the Flood hero stated or
implied to have

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘gender Flood hero stated or impl®dé¢ female’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Floalser'*

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘gender Flood hero stated or impletd female’ stated
or implied to be female’ / ‘Flood hero stated opliad to survive the Flood”

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘animals stated or implied to sunthe Flood’ / ‘gender
Flood hero stated or implied to be femdf®’:

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘gender Flood hero stated or impl®dé¢ female’ /
‘Flood rescue device stated or implied to have bewmn-made’ ” [ as if the female domain is totally
incapacitating ]

1 Cf. John Bierhorst, 1988;he mythology of South Amerjddew York: William Morrow, pp. 142-143; with
thanks to Mark Isaak, 2006.

2[ add refs ]

3 Sierksma, F., 1962, De roof van het vrouwengehBienmythe van de dictatuur der vrouwen en het aatstier
geheime mannengenootschappen, Den Haag: Mouton.

“ gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be ally of Flood causer
-1.000 9 6 15 no
1.000 12 1 13 yes
TOTAL 21 7 28
1 =4.249; df = 1; p = 0.039

& gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 2 4 6 no
1.000 25 3 28 yes
TOTAL 27 7 34
| =7.868; df = 1; p = 0.005

e animals stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
-1.000 12 23 35 male
1.000 9 1 10 female
TOTAL 21 24 45
| =10.678; df = 1; p = 0.001
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘gender Flood hero stated or impliedeéddmale ‘ / ‘post-
Flood repopulation stated or implied to have bebnoamal’”® [ Why is it that, precisely on this point, the
possession of female reproductive organs does a#e meproduction self-evidence and unproblematgthe
Flood a catastrophe of the female organs? Becahseidea of a transformative cycle amounts to a aleoi
female prerogatives in reproduction? Or is the Flamply a celebration of male dominange?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘gender Flood hero stated or implied éddmale’ / ‘post-
Flood repopulation stated or implied to have besmaial™

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘gender Flood hero stated or impl®dé¢ female’ /
‘sacrifice in evidence®

Al.2.6. With reference to the time before the Fla®there any
partner / sibling of the Flood hero(es) in eviderrce

Al.2.6.1. Statistically significant associations dFlood hero’s partner stated or implied
to be a sibling’
# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘plurality of worlds in evidence’ / ‘Flaohero’s partner

stated or implied to be a siblinf® [ plurality of worlds (among other things, aasfanic concept) presupposes
the separation of Heaven and Earth — these artivedyaadvanced themes ]

" gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-made
-1.000 16 8 24 no
1.000 19 2 21 yes
TOTAL 35 10 45
1=3.912; df = 1; p = 0.048
78 N
gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be abnormal
-1.000 10 0 10 no
1.000 4 4 8 yes
TOTAL 14 4 18
|=7.979; df = 1; p = 0.005

& gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual
-1.000 7 4 11 no
1.000 7 0 7 yes
TOTAL 14 4 18
|=4.649;df =1; p=0.031

8 gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sacrifice in evidence

-1.000 28 10 38 no
1.000 7 0 7yes

TOTAL 35 10 45
1=3.872; df = 1; p = 0.049

81 plurality of worlds in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL partner stat ed or implied to be sibling
-1.000 44 6 50 no
1.000 20 9 29 yes

TOTAL 64 15 79
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# There is a statistically significant, positive asiation ‘fire stated or implied to have caused fh@od’ / ‘Flood
hero’s partner stated or implied to be a sibffAiq evocation of the transformative cycle ; thetper is not a real
partner but the adjacent element in the cycle ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘human agency stated or imphbeldaive caused
Flood’ and ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impltede a siblin?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe a sibling’ /
‘re-connection of Heaven and Earth in evidefite’ [ 528. It looks as if here, after all, lies the keythe
interpretation of the ‘Flood hero partner is sibjhas Heaven and Earth (Land / Water); but in otlaspects of
our analysis the interpretation in terms van eletaewas also rather applicable. ; sibling, twin is a@rrh of
reconnection; also think of the Nkoya idea concegrifre identity of sister and spouse

Al1.2.6.2. Flood hero(es) (attempt to) kill partner sibling: Statistical associations of
‘Flood hero’s partner being stated or implied to bekilled (or threatened to be killed)

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbie killed’ /
‘Flood hero’s partner stated or implied to be disi§i®®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed' /
‘Flood rescue device stated or implied to be nétdfa

1=4.178;df = 1; p = 0.041

82 fire stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL partner stat ed or implied to be sibling
-1.000 49 1 50 no
1.000 24 5 29 yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
|=5.998; df = 1; p = 0.014

8 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL partner stat ed or implied to be sibling
-1.000 38 12 50 no
1.000 15 14 29 yes
TOTAL 53 26 79
| =4.825; df =1; p =0.028

84 partner stated or implied to be sibling
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL re-connectio nin evidence
-1.000 23 5 28 no
1.000 27 24 51 yes
TOTAL 50 29 79
|=7.067;df = 1; p = 0.008

& partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL partner stat ed or implied to be sibling
-1.000 50 0 50 no
1.000 23 6 29 yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
| =12.895; df = 1; p = 0.000

8 partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural

-1.000 67 3 70 no
1.000 6 3 9yes

TOTAL 73 6 79
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed" /
‘serpent stated or implied to have caused the FI8bd[ Is it the Serpent that brings about the sejmaranf
Heaven and Earth? And if so, in which capacity: ]

as adversary tout court

as obsolete principle that, in this ordered wonhdge, can only bring about chaos, in the form cddsh
(Tiamat, , Apep)

But take care: the Act of Separation of heaven aarthEnay be violent, painful and destructive, lbus ialso the
Central Act of Creation! Serpent therefore also appeafthe Ultimate Creator, prior to Heaven and lEdafhe
birdlike Sky god that becomes the Patron of theoélblero, is in the first place the bird of prayying on the
serpent as Snake (iconography: eagle holding simali# or claws, China and possibly other proveres)c Also
see: Zimbabwe rock art: snake into Heaven. Thatdvmean that the Rainbow [Serpent] which the Sky geid
in the Sky, as, as a sign of the post-Flood cavensiin fact (as so often when it comes to higmgrand control /
manipulation of one deity over the other) the s@asiSupreme God of an earlier dispensation. But befuta
separating (the Act of Separation) may be violgmatinful and destructive, but it is also the Centhat of

Creation! Serpent therefore also appears as then&tki Creator, prior to Heaven and Earth. [ Thisnistlzer
version of my NarCom ‘The Earth as Primary’ — EartBerpent , in this connection ] . And when thep8et is
supplanted by the later dispensation featuring Eeand Earth (after the invention of Heaven, indbetext of
shamanism and naked-eye astronomy, sometime idgper Palaeolithic | used to think until the prasamalysis
threw into relief the relationship between shamanand agriculture), then the Serpent becomes tineopdtial,

chaotic stuff out of which Heaven and Earth ardifas — the Serpent becomes in itself, not the peafme, but the
victim, of Creation as an Act of Separating Violdnt.

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed' /
‘motif of the two children in evidenc®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed' /
‘warning stated or implied to be made by the Floadser®®

Al1.2.7. The Flood hero in relation to the Flood sau

Al1.2.7.1. The Flood hero as ally of the Flood causétatistically significant association
‘Flood hero stated or implied to be an ally of thé=lood causer

1=6.238;df =1; p=0.013

87 partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL serpent stat ed or implied to have caused Flood
-1.000 70 4 74 no
1.000 3 2 5yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
1=4.613; df = 1; p = 0.032

8 partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 60 2 62 no
1.000 13 4 17 yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
|=6.244; df = 1; p = 0.012

89partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warning stat ed or implied to be from Flood causer
-1.000 14 0 14 no
1.000 8 3 11 yes
TOTAL 22 3 25
| =5.455; df = 1; p = 0.020

38



Of course, the entire idea of a statistical analysi Flood myths is based on the idea of their re&deand
profound comparability. Therefore my Aggregativea&ironic theory of global mythology constitutes a
precondition for the present investigation. theseai statistically significanthegative association ‘Flood hero
stated or implied to be ally of the Flood causethé Flood stated or implied to be caused by sefp@[ If the
Serpent is pre-[out of Africa ] Exodus adversahgert it must have been very considerably transforbefdre it
can have taken on the connotation of ally of thmo&lhero; with the Serpent itself, no alliancedsgble. Se the
preceding notes for the full argument. ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer’ / ‘the causer of Flood stated or impliebeaa supernatural beifly’

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to b @ Flood causer’ /
‘combat between Flood hero and Flood causer inegniel %>

# There is a statistically significamgegative association ‘Flood hero stated or implied to Hg af the Flood

causer’/ ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be that by virinf knowledge’®®

# There is a statistically significamegative association ‘gender Flood hero stated or impl®dé¢ female’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Floaliser™

% Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL serpent stat ed or implied to have caused Flood

-1.000 17 18 35no
1.000 5 0 5yes

TOTAL 22 18 40
| =6.559; df = 1; p =0.010

o Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of Fl ood stated or implied to be supreme god

-1.000 17 4 21 no
1.000 4 8 12 yes

TOTAL 21 12 33
| =7.535;df = 1; p = 0.006

92

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be ally of Flood causer

-1.000 7 5 12 no

1.000 8 0 8 yes
TOTAL 15 5 20
1=6.193; df = 1; p =0.013

% Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue of
knowledge

TOTAL 22 18 40
|=4.786; df = 1, p = 0.029

% gender Flood hero stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be ally of Flood causer
-1.000 9 6 15 no
1.000 12 1 13 yes
TOTAL 21 7 28
| =4.249; df = 1; p = 0.039
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘some kind of Flood rescue deyiBe’) in
evidence’, and ‘Flood hero said or implied to haveyod for ally®® [ If the idea of an iterative, repetitive
transformative cycle is breached in favour of ttiea of a unique cosmoclasm, then one needs a cauraéty
exceptional great counterforce in order to contaimd remedy this otherwise unthinkably devastatisaster. The
idea of the High God springs not just from a thaugkperiment thinking through the separation of d.and
Water (that was only a first attempt on my part), frings particularly also from thinking throughe enormous
forces that have created, and that subsequentliaisiighe world order! Besides, the thinkability safch forces
increased and became easier with the increase afdheplexity of socio-political realm created by tams, from
the Upper Palaeolithic onwards.

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer’ / ‘post-Flood re-population stated or iraglto be through stoné$’

Al.2.7.2. as the proverbial Flood hero

The biblical account of the Flood ( Genesis 6-50)dmplemented by Talmudic and Arabian traditidwexording
to these, the bones of Adam, and / or the animakgkpecifically reported to have been leoparaigkin which
he and Eve were clothed after the Fall, were takenthe Ark as powerful relics and magical objedise entire
journey in the Ark fell under a prohibition of seatity (which refers to the connection, found in édomyth in
many parts of the world, between the Flood anddikeovery of sexuality — and also on the transfdrreacycle
as an implicitly male-centred, mysogynic, a-sexalérnative to normal reproduction; but which waset
rationalised by reference to the limited spacehim Ark, which make procreation undesirable); 's son am
allegedly violated this prohibition, and / or akkelly tried to commit magic with the bones and tkies and these
hideous acts were supposed to have been the tgerrdor 's curse of am (especially of the latter's son
Canaan) — even though the Bible explains this cursevijat is unmistakably a concealing rationalisatias
resulting from ’s hangover after the first-ever drunkennéss.

A1.2.8. The primal twins as a particular pair ooed heroes

Al1.2.8.1. Primal twins in the context of Flood myth

A motif that is found in many Flood myths is thdttiee Primal Twins, who produce (either in paradisein the
first phase of repopulation after the Flood) otth@mans and gods; cf. the Ancient Egyptian Primain§vehu and
Tefnut (‘Air’ and ‘Moisture’) the first offspring mduced by the male primal god Atum through masttiol; and
Genesis 2-3, in which — in a typical reversion lué briginal Water-Land relationship — the womarmrisduced
from the man, and becomes his spouse. This motfsis found in the well-known Grimm fairy tale oftlle
Brother and Little Sister, in which however the Rlauotif is almost completely submerg&d.

Al1.2.8.2. Statistically significant associations dfwo Children being in evidence in the
Flood myth

% some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be ally of Flood causer

-1.000 6 16 22 no
1.000 0 18 18 yes

TOTAL 6 34 40
| =8.035; df = 1; p = 0.005
% Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be from
stones

-1.000 22 15 37 no
1.000 0 3 3yes

TOTAL 22 18 40
|=5.091; df =1; p = 0.024

7 See especially: Heller, B., 1993, ‘Nuh, the NoalkhefBible’, in: C.E. Bosworth, E. van Donzel, W.P itt&zhs

& G. Lecomte, 1968, edEncyclopaedia of Islammew edition, VIII, Leiden: Brill, pp. 108-109.
98 Cf. Grimm, 0.c, no. 11: ‘Briiderchen und Schwesterchen’.
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘shape-shifting in evidence’ / ‘motif thfe two children in
evidence®® [ puzzling: if we agree that shape-shifting refersthe transformative cycle then we cannot
accommodate the Two Children. The association ofesisaiting with the demiurge and with sea gods sih a
Proteus suggests also a connection with the Motligh® Waters hence the Cosmogony of the Separafion
Water and Land, and in that case the Two Childrenhinig, not so much Heaven and Earth (with which ehav
identified them elsewhere in this list), but thengogonically analogous Water and Lahd

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘motif of the two children in evidence"dombat in
evidence!® [ again: combat is not just the transformativeleyand nothing more, otherwise it would not be
associated with the Two Children ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘fire stated or implied to have causesl Rood’ / ‘motif
of the two children in evidencg®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbie killed’ /
‘motif of the two children in evidenct?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘hanging in evidence’ / ‘motif of the twahildren in
evidence'® [Heaven and Earth

% shape-shifting in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 57 5 62 no
1.000 12 5 17 yes
TOTAL 69 10 79
| = 4.655; df = 1; p = 0.031
100 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 42 20 62 no
1.000 6 11 17 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =5.785; df =1; p=0.016

101 fire stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 60 2 62 no
1.000 13 4 17 yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
| =6.244; df = 1; p = 0.012

102 partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 60 2 62 no
1.000 13 4 17 yes
TOTAL 73 6 79
| =6.244; df = 1; p = 0.012

103 — .
hanging in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 59 3 62 no

1.000 10 7 17 yes
TOTAL 69 10 79
| =12.956; df = 1; p = 0.000

41



# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘multiple Flood heroes are irdemce who are
siblings’ / ‘motif of the two children in evidendd* [ Heaven and Earth, of Water and Land, rather thamednts
or the two luminarie$

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘re-connection of Heaven and Earth irdemce’ / ‘the
motif of the two children in evidencé®® [ Two Children as reconnectidn

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘motif of the two children in evidence'Hlood rescue
device stated or implied to have been man-m&e’

Al1.2.9. The Ark: The nature of the rescue fromHAbed

A1.2.9.1. Is there any effective Flood rescue deeice. ‘an Ark’ in evidence?

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Arki)evidence’ /
‘the Flood stated or implied to be associated wiitod’ '°” [ the blood and absence of ark appears to be an
archaic versior

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘some kind of Flood rescue de(iBek’) in
evidence’, and ‘Flood hero said or implied to hawgod for ally®®

104 multiple Flood heroes in evidence who are stated or implied to be siblings
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 18 6 24 no
1.000 2 11 13 yes
TOTAL 20 17 37
| =12.895; df = 1, p = 0.000

05 L .
re-connection in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 27 35 62 no
1.000 1 16 17 yes
TOTAL 28 51 79
1 =10.202; df = 1; p = 0.001

108 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 31 31 62 no
1.000 14 3 17 yes

TOTAL 45 34 79
1=6.186; df = 1; p =0.013

107 some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL association Flood and blood in evidence

-1.000 11 63 74 no
1.000 3 2 5 yes
TOTAL 14 65 79
| =4.866; df = 1; p = 0.027

108 some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be ally of Flood causer

-1.000 6 16 22 no
1.000 0 18 18 yes

TOTAL 6 34 40
| =8.035; df = 1; p = 0.005
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One would therefore expect a statistically sigaific association between the Flood hero’s gendet,aanArk
being in evidence — and in fact there is a stramtication of such an association but (given thatiedly small
sample size) it just fails to be significant:

like previous, blood stands for femininity, but thesociation between the gender of the Flood hedbthe
presence of some ark just falls short of beingigmt'® -- it may have been significant if a larger sarripéel
been used

A1.2.9.2. Flood myths with no specific detached arlout with a natural refuge as part of
the landscape

In many Flood myths, the refuge is not a naturainan-made Ark, but merely a natural elevation sagta tree
trunk, a tree or a mountain top.

A1.2.9.3. Natural Flood rescue device serving as Krstatistical associations

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood rescue device stated or impliedéonatural’ /
‘motif of the two children in evidencE? [ Yet, of the idea of Two Children is so stronglsociated with Heaven
and Earth, then we still need to explain why tllisai tends to be associated with a natural resalénge. The
only explanation which | have so far proposed & tiere we are still very close to the transformatiycle. ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘animal trickster-demiurge in evidence’nfountains
stated or implied to constitute Flood resétfe’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero’s partner stated or impliedbe killed" /
‘Flood rescue device stated or implied to be nétdta

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘multiple Flood heroes are in evidenceowvane siblings’ /
‘Flood rescue device stated or implied to be nétdta

109 some kind of Flood rescue device (‘Ark’) in evidenc e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL gender Flood hero stated or implied to be

-1.000 4 31 35 male

1.000 4 6 10 female
TOTAL 8 37 45
| = 3.784; df = 1; p = 0.052; not significant!

110 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 60 2 62 no
1.000 10 7 17 yes
TOTAL 70 9 79
| =15.328; df = 1, p = 0.000

111

animal trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be mountain

-1.000 59 6 65 no
1.000 9 5 14 yes

TOTAL 68 11 79
1=5.497; df = 1; p = 0.019

12 partner stated or implied to be killed
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural
-1.000 67 3 70 no
1.000 6 3 9yes

TOTAL 73 6 79
|=6.238;df =1; p=0.013

13 multiple Flood heroes in evidence who are stated or implied to be siblings

no yes
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘incest in evidence’ / ‘Flood rescue aevistated or
implied to be natural*'*

Al1.2.9.4. Rescue through climbing inside a reed

In several Flood myths, again especially from Neadstern Asia and the New World, Flood heroes (@aihe
animals) escape from the Flood by climbing up taviea in a narrow reed stalk. Here the parallel With Greek
Prometheus myth is particularly manifest: Promeshzarried the stolen fire in a reed stalk (narthex)

Al1.2.9.5. Statistically significant associations dhe Flood rescue device being man-made

# There is a statistically significant, positive adation ‘Flood rescue device stated or implied &avénbeen man-
made’ / ‘causer of Flood stated or implied to god™™®

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘Flood rescue device stated or impiekave been man-
made’ / ‘a third party stated or implied to be itweml in the Flood episod&® [ 596: by third party, not a man-
made device: this is to be thought through furthpert it could be an artefagt

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘Flood rescue device stated or impiekave been man-
made’ / ‘Flood rescue device stated or impliedembtural™’

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘Flood rescue device stated or impfekave been man-
made’ / ‘Flood rescue device stated or implieddnsist in a mountain or mountaitt$’ [ mutually exclusivé

-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural
-1.000 20 13 33 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes
TOTAL 20 17 37
| =6.798; df = 1; p = 0.009

114, . .
incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural

-1.000 68 2 70 no
1.000 7 2 9yes
TOTAL 75 4 79
1 =3.961; df = 1; p = 0.047

15 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of FI ood stated or implied to be a god

-1.000 19 5 24 no
1.000 10 11 21 yes
TOTAL 29 16 45
1 =4.946; df = 1; p = 0.026

116 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL third party in evidence

-1.000 19 25 44 no

1.000 26 9 35yes
TOTAL 45 34 79
|=7.901; df = 1; p = 0.005

el Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad e
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural

-1.000 36 34 70 no
1.000 9 0 9yes

TOTAL 45 34 79
1=10.997; df =1, p = 0.001
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood rescue device stated or implietidoe been man-
made’ / ‘post-Flood re-population stated or impliede through stone&*

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘re-connection between Heaven and Eadted or

implied to be man-made’ / ‘warning in evidenc#

A1.2.10. Are the Flood hero(es) / other protagdsjsinvolved in a

contest-game-combat

A1.2.10.1. Statistically significant associationsf ccombat in evidence’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘serpent in evideff [ this is
another indication that the entire text of Genési® amounts to a Flood story, cf. the Serpentiagise ; yet the
presence of the serpent suggests that the combadtcaimply be reduced to an expression of thesfommative

cycle and nothing more ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘rank in evideri@®[ this is not so
clear; rank suggests a relatively late developmentbelieve | have miscoded the rank variable bsuasng,
during the data entry process, that ‘hero’, or ‘dege’, automatically imply: high rank ]

118 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue
-1.000 31 34 65 no
1.000 14 0 14 yes
TOTAL 45 34 79
| =18.010; df = 1; p = 0.000

119 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation
-1.000 45 31 76 no
1.000 0 3 3yes
TOTAL 45 34 79
| =5.216; df = 1; p = 0.022

120 Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-mad
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warningine
-1.000 34 18 52 no
1.000 11 16 27 yes
TOTAL 45 34 79
1=4.399; df = 1; p = 0.036
121 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL serpentine
-1.000 45 24 69 no
1.000 3 7 10 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =4.452; df =1; p = 0.035
122 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rank in evid
-1.000 39 18 57 no
1.000 9 13 22 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
1=4.966; df = 1; p = 0.026

e

device stated or implied to be mountain

e

stated or implied to be through stones

e

vidence

vidence

ence
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘demiurge in evide™*

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’, / ‘the motif of demge and murder
in evidence'® [ puzzling: murder we can interpret in terms af transformative cycle (Elestroys Ej), but the
demiurge seems to be a different kettle of fishgather ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘two children in evidence’/ ‘combat inigence®?® [

again; the combat as an intermediate developmenthé Two Children are not easily explained immerof the
transformative cycle ; by an Ancient Egyptian aggl¢Tefnut and Shu, the first creatures to be egbaty Atum,
through masturbation, and associated not only titimidity and Air, but also with Sun and Moon — he Eyes
of Horus) one might think that the Two Children neve an initial step in the Cosmogony of the Sefiamaof
Heaven and Earth — cf. Genesis 1:16 ]

# There is a statistically significant, negativeaasation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘fish in evident®’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘fire stated orpied to have
caused the Flootf’ [ this still reminds us of the battle between fire avater, and of the entire transformative
cycle of water, fire, earth, light, wood and metalvas at this point in my analysis, in fact, thatds struck by the
insight that what we are essentially dealing with, these Flood myth, is mutations of a cosmological
transformative cyclé

123 . )
combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL demiurge in evidence
-1.000 33 13 46 no
1.000 15 18 33 yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
|=5.579;df =1; p=0.018
124 combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL motif of dem iurge and murder in evidence

-1.000 44 21 65 no
1.000 4 10 14 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
1=7.287; df = 1; p = 0.007
125 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 42 20 62 no
1.000 6 11 17 yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
1=5.785; df = 1; p = 0.016
126 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL fishin evid ence
-1.000 42 31 73 no
1.000 6 0 6 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =6.295; df = 1; p =0.012
127 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL fire stated or implied to have caused Flood

TOTAL 48 31 79
1 =12.002; df = 1; p = 0.001
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# There is a statistically significamtegative association ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘cosmoclasntestar implied to
be a Floo&® [ makes sense: if the combat is an evocation ottt transformative cycle, then one element
(Water) cannot take over the whole of reality ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘mountains statedmplied to
result from Flood®®® [ Could this be part of the same transformative cyalater produces earth? Is it still an
echo of the original separation of Land and Watér?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘Flood stated mplied to end
paradise®® [ rather logically so, more or less by implicatiormken literally from a modern perspective, the
combat is the opposite of Paradise, for it mearfesthowever, if we look at Paradise as the histtass cycle of
self-repetitive transformations, then combat iseapression of the sare

# There is a statistically significant, negative a$ztion ‘combat in evidence’' / ‘multiple Flood he® are in
evidence who constitute a married coupfe[ the crux seems to be, not the fact that theeenaultiple Flood
heroes (for these we have learned to understaptbamnts within a transformative cycle) but tharéhare only
two elements which moreover intimately belong thgetas a married couple — both in number, andrmg®f the
strength and uniqueness of the bond, a breacledfahsformative cycle ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ and ‘a third partgtsed or implied
to be involved in the Flood episod®[ Third Party: Adversary, Serpent, Rainbow Serpentther other elements

128 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL cosmoclasm s tated or implied to be Flood

-1.000 2 6 8 no

1.000 46 25 71 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
|=4.711; df = 1; p = 0.030
129 combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL mountains st ated or implied to result from Flood

-1.000 48 26 74 no

1.000 0 5 5yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =9.885; df = 1; p = 0.002
130 combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood stated or implied to be end paradise

-1.000 48 27 75 no

1.000 0 4 4 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =7.818; df = 1; p = 0.005
131 combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL multiple Flo od heroes stated or implied to be married

TOTAL 21 16 37
| =6.254; df =1; p =0.012
132 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL third party in evidence

-1.000 36 8 44 no

1.000 12 23 35yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
1=19.102; df = 1; p = 0.000
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; yet again indicating that combat cannot be totaktlegated to the transformative cycle, for thieeré could not
be a Third Party ; however, see the next item

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ / ‘Flood hero statedmplied to be
trickster™®3 [ more than the Demiurge, the Trickster can be seea simple evocation of the (shape shiftingr eve
transforming) transformative cycle; this would tiwrbght on the previous item: apparently the diffece between
Trickster and Demiurge is not always so very gteat

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’, and ‘Flood herdestieor implied to
survive Flood™** [ this | cannot explain on the basis of the transfative cycle — unless the Flood hero is reality
itself, which persists immutably but merely undexg@phemeral, unessential format changes

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ and ‘earth diverewidence™® |

Does this not suggest that the earth diver beltmd®andora’s Box? Yet is also surfaces in North Acaeand in
North East Asia. Or would Flood myth have theimgerithere (yes! in North East Asia, where the orilijgs of
mtDNA Type B). This means t hat the Earth Diverongls to NarCom 11. It is also a production of CITI(éind
therefore should no longer be listed as a sep&tat€om in its own right). The earth diver is alsatpa the
transformative cycle: Earth ends Water / Earth rdgst Water. The entire combat theme is cosmologital
addition to social/political/military. ; So paradiprecedes the cosmological transformative cyclexists outside
that cycle; paradise revolves on the idea of thigywof opposites, in such a way that one’s siblagayn be one’s
spouse. ; Could we not also interpret the Trick#tethis sense? The trickster does not represent(phe
cosmogonic) Chaos, but the transformation, the cyaoldact the idea of transcendence is, in the fitace, a
denial of the transformation cycle. This is why teparation of Heaven and Earth radically bothtesand
upsets/threatens/changes the order of reality. Ehigerhaps also why China, especially Taoism, hasem
fundamentally adopted the vertical scheme (degpiténg lip-service to Heaven and to the emperdhasSon of
Heaven) and has been stuck in the transformatieke ¢ Ching, pa kua ) — just like Africa, incideliya where
true transcendence is relatively unthinkable fasoms why | have explored elsewhere (leopard stidie

# There is a statistically significant, positive adation between ‘combat in evidence’ and ‘earthedistated or
implied to have ended Flodd®

133 . .
combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be trickster
-1.000 36 23 59 no
1.000 2 8 10 yes
TOTAL 38 31 69
1=6.032; df=1; p=0.014
134 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to survive Flood
-1.000 8 1 9 no
1.000 27 23 50 yes
TOTAL 35 24 59
| =4.455; df = 1; p = 0.035
135 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver in evidence
-1.000 48 26 74 no
1.000 0 5 5yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
| =9.885; df = 1; p = 0.002
136 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver stated or implied to have ended Flood
-1.000 48 27 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes
TOTAL 48 31 79
1=7.818; df = 1; p = 0.005
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ and ‘post-Flood oaweection
between Heaven and Earth stated or implied to beahd*” [ this does not fit our theory: re-connection eps
to be a relatively late theme since it presuppasesSeparation of Heaven and Earth; however, oné ciso
argue that such re-connection tries to annihilathsSeparation of Heaven and Earth as has beettegffeand
therefore tries to revert back to an earlier cosgicll phase, in other words is regressive andiogically early,
not late. The combat motif seems to constitutenéerinediate stage: trying to steer away from thasformative
cycle, but not very well succeeding

A1.2.10.2. Statistically significant associationsf éhe Flood hero / causer combat

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘supernatural in evidence’ / ‘combetineen Flood hero
and Flood causer in evidendé®[ for a combat between Flood hero and Flood cawsetld be predicated on the
assumption that the two antagonists are equathier avords that we find ourselves within an immaakst world
view which has not room for transcendence anddba of a god, let alone a Supreme God ]

# There is a statistically significanbegative association ‘combat between Flood hero and Flomaser in
evidence’ / ‘food crops in evidencE?®

there is an there is a statistically significantsitive association between ‘gender of the superabstated or
implied’, and ‘combat between Flood hero and Floadser in evidencé*®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat between Flood hero and Flood eaurs
evidence’ / ‘human trickster-demiurge in evideri¢eT is very important, because here combat istsétislated in

137 . .
combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL re-connectio n stated or implied to be human

-1.000 45 23 68 no
1.000 3 8 11yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
1=5.919; df = 1; p = 0.015

138

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL supernatural in evidence

-1.000 2 3 5no
1.000 16 2 18 yes

TOTAL 18 5 23
|=4.797;df = 1; p = 0.029

139 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL food cropsi n evidence

-1.000 17 6 23 no
1.000 8 0 8 yes

TOTAL 25 6 31
|=4.060; df = 1; p = 0.044

140

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL gender of th e supernatural stated or implied to be

-1.000 8 0 8 male
1.000 0 1 1 female

TOTAL 8 1 9
1=6.279; df = 1; p = 0.012

141

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL human tricks ter-demiurge in evidence

-1.000 22 2 24 no
1.000 3 4 7yes

TOTAL 25 6 31

49



terms of a combat between the Flood hero and thedrtéauser (e.g. Marduk / Tiamat),and the Flood hes not
yet become the ally / servant / dependent of a @nprGod. ; In view of the evocation of the cosmimlalg
transformative cycle, the trickster is nothing the combat, but that is an implication at the lesfelhe Ancient
Thought as reconstructed by me, not at the leveéhe@imodernist logic of statistical analysis.; agaimanentalist

implications — as are characteristic of the tramftive cycle |

# There is a statistically significantegative association ‘combat between Flood hero and Flomaser in
evidence’ / ‘causer of Flood stated or implied éospernaturaf?

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation between ‘combat between Flood herd-fyat causer in

evidence’ / ‘warning in evidencé*?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat between Flood hero and Flood eaurs

evidence’ / ‘earth diver in evidencdé*

# There is a statistically significant, positive asation ‘combat between Flood hero and Flood causer
evidence’ / ‘earth diver stated or implied to ehe Flood**® [ Excellent, once one has finally recognised that
combat, trickster, Earth Diver have so much in camras aspects of the cosmological transformatigtecyhen
everything falls in place. Would that cycle belamgPandora’s Box? | do not think so, see above, jdst as a
said: Combat = transformation cycle, essentially anant, does not agree with the verticalisation tvhieached
through the de cosmological transformative cydbe (atter conceived as Ewigen Widerkehr des Gleicte

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direerth diver’ /

‘combat between Flood hero and Flood causer ineeni

|=7.133;df =1; p=0.008

142 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of Fl

supernatural

-1.000 11 6 17 no

1.000 7 0 7 yes
TOTAL 18 6 24
1=4.918; df = 1; p = 0.027
143 . .

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warningine

-1.000 15 6 21 no

1.000 10 0 10 yes
TOTAL 25 6 31
| =5.335;df =1; p =0.021
144 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver

-1.000 23 3 26 no

1.000 2 3 5yes
TOTAL 25 631
1=5.136; df = 1; p = 0.023

145 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver
-1.000 24 3 27 no
1.000 1 3 4 yes
TOTAL 25 6 31
1=7.127; df = 1; p = 0.008
146 . .
combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero's

-1.000 24 3 27

nce

ood stated or implied to be

nce

vidence

nce

in evidence

nce

stated or implied to have ended Flood

nce

tated or implied to direct earth diver
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# There is a statistically significarmggative association ‘Flood hero stated or implied to repate’ / ‘combat
between Flood hero and Flood causer in evidelfée[: for combat is an expression of the transformeatiycle,
which knows no ordinary reproduction but only proesithrough cyclical transformation ]

# There is a statistically significamtegative association ‘re-connection between Heaven anchBarévidence’ /
‘combat between Flood hero and Flood causer ineewiel 24

Al1.2.11. How was it known that the Flood had stdfpe

Al.2.11.1. Was a bird sent out by the Flood hero?

Although elsewhere in this analysis | have suggkestat the bird sent out by the Flood hero couldabe
transformation of the earth diver, and thus ultehat personification of the process of the Lanpbsating from
the Primal Waters, some of the statistical assiociatfound around the Flood hero being stated pliéd to sent
out one or more birds merely conjure up the familia ite model.

Thus there is a statistically significant positagsociation between birds being stated or impbdaktsent out, and
the Flood hero’s status as an ally of the Floodgea{iwhat this ultimately seems to mean is that fnee are in the
realm where Heaven and Earth are thought to beaega notably by air, which is the birds’ domaithis marks
the bird motif as relatively advanced ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘bird stated or implied to be sent outddFlood causer
stated or implied to be a gof° [ Is it possible that the bird is in reality a godits own right? Raven, Eagle,
Horus — always the celestial god as bird; cf. alse sacred birds as pan-Nostratic animals. And initiaid all
sacred birds from Greek mythology (Graves).cannot imagine that all these cases of birdardased on a
Noahic model; check this in the data set. ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘bird stated or implied to betsen’, and ‘causer
of Flood stated or implied to be the Supreme Gatf’.

TOTAL 25 6 31
|=7.127;df =1; p=0.008

147 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 7 3 10
1.000 14 0 14

TOTAL 21 3 24
1=5.868; df = 1; p =0.015

148

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL re-connectio nin evidence

-1.000 3 4 7 no
1.000 22 2 24 yes

TOTAL 25 6 31
| =7.133; df = 1; p = 0.008

149 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of F lood stated or implied to be a god

-1.000 24 0 24 no
1.000 16 5 21 yes

TOTAL 40 5 45
| =8.342; df = 1; p = 0.004

150 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer state d or implied to be supreme god

-1.000 30 0 30 no
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘bird stated or implied to be sent outddFlood hero

stated or implied to have been hum&’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘bird stated or implied to betser’ and ‘Flood

hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood caus&

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘bird stated or implied to betsen’ and ‘Flood

rescue device stated or implied to be man-nfadle’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation between ‘warning in evidence’, and ‘stdted or implied
to be sent out’ out* [ hird looks like warning: bridging information-distaa in space and tinie

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘bird stated or implied to be sent outddsacrifice in

evidence*®®

1.000 10 5 15yes

TOTAL 40 5 45
1=12.299; df = 1, p = 0.000

151 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood her
-1.000 17 0 17 no
1.000 45 7 52 yes
TOTAL 62 7 69
| =4.212; df = 1; p = 0.040

152 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero
causer
-1.000 21 1 22 no
1.000 11 7 18 vyes

TOTAL 32 8 40
| =7.839; df = 1; p = 0.005

153 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescu
man-made

-1.000 44 1 45 no

1.000 27 7 34 yes
TOTAL 71 8 79
| =7.636; df = 1; p = 0.006

154 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL warningine
-1.000 51 1 52 no
1.000 20 7 27 yes

TOTAL 71 8 79
1 =11.015; df = 1, p = 0.001

156 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL sacrifice in

-1.000 65 5 70 no

1.000 6 3 9 yes

TOTAL 71 8 79
1=4.319; df = 1; p = 0.038

o stated or implied to be human

stated or implied to be ally of Flood

e device stated or implied to be

vidence

evidence
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Al.2.12. Repopulation and reproduction after thedé

Al1.2.12.1. Modes of repopulation after the Flood;ite persistence of an older, vegetal
cosmogony

In many Flood myth repopulation of the world aftee Flood takes places in the following manner. Onéwo
surviving Flood heroes produce (in all sort of eties of sexual and a-sexual reproduction) a smooth
undifferentiated object, and it is only from thabject that children, animals etc. emerge secondafihe
interpretation of this undifferentiated object @t wbvious. However, it is clear that in late cogmaies (like that
of the separation of Water and Land, and the séparaf Heaven and Earth) much older dispensatemmginue
to shimmer through. One of the latter was the iti@é the entire world has a vegetal origin, hadwgron a tree.
This cosmogony we still encounter in the motiftoé tree of life!>® of the tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil
in paradise (Genesis 2: 17), Buddha’s tree of iihation, birth from a cabbage, the Ark as a natyrgtown
vegetal product (calabash, nut, reed), and fronmbey vegetal mechanisms to which myths attribtitespost-
Flood repopulation of the world with animal and rammlife. Against this background we can recognise t
undifferentiated intermediate product as anotheit for tuber from which (without any recognisabifarence
sexuality, — for the latter has brought forth teeible Flood) the ancient vegetative cosmogonseidved, in a
context where, in fact, that ancient cosmogony deshdy been supplanted by the separation of Véaigil_and.
We may perceive that the man-made Ark (for instahaé of , Utnapishtim, Ziusudra, Athrakhasis, the Flood
heroes of the Ancient Near East) in itself appéarse a transformation of the natural Flood refugiesh as the
calabash, nut and reed. Thus the image of thefengiftiated smooth intermediate product whedter the Flood
i.e. in some sort of secondary creation, formeégetative, a-sexual intermediate step towardsepepulation of
the earth, repeats the vegetative imagery of thedeww man-made or naturally grown AfBoth images are
directly tributary to the older cosmogony which maslerything grow from a tredncidentally such motifs are
remarkably persistent. Our modern time has seeiMurray Leinster's science fiction noveletérst Contact
(1945)%" the image of an extraterrestrial world which istlsoroughly vegetative (even the space ships areso
sort of calabashes grown from a tree), that thelligént beings from that world devour any animsste as the
greatest possible treat — which becomes fatalonigtto the early astronauts that make first cantath them, but
also for their trouser belts and for the upholst&riheir spaceship’s cabins.

Al1.2.12.2. Statistically significant association akpopulation of the world after the
Flood being through abnormal reproduction

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘gender trickster-demiurge stated or ietpto be female *
/ ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implied to @deen abnormaf® [ abnormal if Flood hero female...; is the
Flood also about the imposition of a male domireottial, cultural and religious orderP?

# There is a statisticallgignificant, negative association ‘post-Flood renvection between heaven and earth
stated or implied to be man-made’ / ‘post-Floodopgation stated or implied to have been abnoriital’

Al1.2.12.3. Statistically significant associationsf arepopulation of the world after the
Flood being through a-sexual reproduction’

1581 add refs, do: FILEM = ref= tree of life, yields a bt of returns ]
157 Reprinted several times, also in: Leinster, Murrd998, First Contacts: The Essential Murray Leinster
Framingham, Massachusetts: New England Scienceffri8ssociation.

158 gender trickster-demiurge stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be

abnormal
-1.000 7 0 7 no
1.000 1 3 4 yes
TOTAL 8 3 11
1 =8.392; df = 1; p = 0.004

%9 re-connection stated or implied to be man-made
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be abnormal
-1.000 16 4 20 no
1.000 13 0 13 yes
TOTAL 29 4 33
| =4.360; df = 1; p = 0.037
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation human trickster-demiurge / ‘post-Floogaulation
stated or implied to be a-sexu#?®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘fire stated or implied to have caused flood’ /
‘multiple Flood heroes in evidence stated or inpplte be siblings®® [ this clearly evokes the transformative
cycle of elements (= the multiple heroes, amorgstt Fire, and Water) |

# There is a statistically significant, positives@siation ‘food crops in evidence’ / ‘post-Flooghopulation stated
or implied to have been a-sexd&’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘gender trickster-demiurge stated or iegpto be male’ /
‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implied to hveen a-sexudf®[ to be male ; logically, for the have no womb
] — but the latter observation is anachronistio, tauch based on modern thought ; a small numbeasdés yet of
interest; this seems another application of thesfamative cycle . Could one say that the idedefRlood myth
revolves on a dramatic collapse of the cosmolodieasformative cycle? In other words, not onlgiider created
through the separation of Land / Water, and noy because the Flood myth as a thought experimdrased on
thinking through the separation of Land and Watea @osmogonic points of departure. Or is thissficimative
cycle a further elaboration of this cosmology &f #eparation of Water / Land? Or is that separatfater / Land,
as depicted above, a boundary case, a collap$e @osmic transformative cycle? | am inclined teetthe latter
view, for if combat and trickster are in Pandortsx; which | very much doubt, however, this is cadictory ]
then it stands to reason that also the transfovematycle belongs to Pandora’s Box ; yet | have asiclamable
problem with that idea ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver in evidence’ / ‘post-Floagpppulation stated
or implied to have been a-sexuaf*

160 human trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual

-1.000 21 0 21 no
1.000 10 2 12 yes

TOTAL 31 2 33
|=4.276;df = 1; p = 0.039

161 fire stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL multiple Flo od heroes in evidence who are stated or
implied to be siblings
-1.000 20 0 20 no
1.000 14 3 17 yes

TOTAL 34 3 37
1 =4.980; df = 1; p = 0.026

162 food crops in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual

-1.000 18 3 21 no
1.000 6 6 12 yes

TOTAL 24 9 33
1=4.812;df =1; p=0.028

163 gender trickster-demiurge stated or implied to be
male female
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual

-1.000 1 3 4 no
1.000 7 0 7 yes
TOTAL 8 3 11
| =8.392; df = 1; p = 0.004
164 earth diver in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual

-1.000 21 0 21no
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the rationale behind a-sexual and abnormal reptadudn post-Flood repopulation of the earth: moads
repopulation after the Flood; the persistence dflder, vegetal cosmogony

statistical associations of post-Flood a-sexualagypction being specifically through stones

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to be alfythe Flood
causer’ / ‘post-Flood re-population stated or ireglto be through stoné®

Al1.2.12 .4, Statistically significant association gost-Flood repopulation being through
normal reproduction

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implie be through
normal sexuality’ / ‘separation of Water and Landeiidence®® [ both not archaic |

# There is a statistically significant, negativea@sation ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or imghlte be through
normal sexuality’ / ‘shape-shifting in evident®’

# There is a statistically significant, negativesa@sation ‘trickster-demiurge in evidence’ / ‘pddtod

repopulation stated or implied to be through norseaduality’ 8

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation between ‘animal trickster-demiurge indevice’, and
‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implied to betigh normal sexuality*®®

1.000 10 2 12 yes

TOTAL 31 2 33
|=4.276;df = 1; p = 0.039

165 Flood hero stated or implied to be ally of Flood ca user:
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be from
stones

-1.000 22 15 37 no

1.000 0 3 3yes
TOTAL 22 18 40
1=5.091; df = 1; p = 0.024

166 repopulation stated or implied to be normal
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL separation o f the waters in evidence
-1.000 3 0 3no
1.000 0 2 2 yes
TOTAL 3 2 5
| =6.730; df = 1; p = 0.009

167 repopulation stated or implied to be normal
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL shape-shifti ng in evidence
-1.000 18 10 28 no
1.000 5 0 5yes
TOTAL 23 10 33
| =3.987;df = 1; p = 0.046

168 trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be normal

-1.000 7 16 23 no
1.000 9 1 10 yes

TOTAL 16 17 33

1 =10.949; df = 1, p = 0.001

169 animal trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be normal
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# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation ‘the motif of trickster-demiurge and merrds in
evidence’ / ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or iiegito be through normal sexualit{f

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implie be a-sexual’
/ ‘post-Flood repopulation stated or implied totbesugh normal sexualit}*

With this insight in t he central place of the céstnansformative cycle in Flood myths we may alsmerstand
the fire problematics which surfaces in this contdkthe time:

fire as alternative to water in cosmoclasm
fire as prohibited after the Flood

The idea that water has extinguished all fire rateonalisation (possible already of the narratoestainly of the
analysts). In fact, what we have here is:

fire  the alternative Flood

water Flood

wood  Ark

air  separation of heaven and earth, bird

earth / metal the mountains as refuge, as resulting from thedl@r as natural reconnection of
heaven and earth

yes it is a narrative that has nothing to do wiproduction, but once the awareness of t he oldhalmgical
transformative cycle has been lost, one can rettelstory in terms of reproduction in order tanetand transmit
it — for at that relatively late stage one stilhlises (probably on the basis of persisting rittiadt what is involved
is an important myth, but the true nature of thethmig no longer understood. This means that myrenti
concentration on post-Flood reproduction, in theadatry, may well have been a red herring.

Al1.2.12.5. Statistically significant association dhe Flood hero personally engaging in
repopulation of the world after the Flood

statistically significant associations of ‘Floodrdetated or implied to repopulate after the Flood’

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation ‘human trickster-demiurge in evidenceFlbod hero
stated or implied to repopulaté’[ Yes, the Flood hero; as trickster, specificallyshould not at all be occupied

-1.000 15 8 23 no
1.000 10 0 10 yes
TOTAL 25 8 33
| =6.834; df = 1; p = 0.009

170 motif of trickster-demiurge and murder in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be normal

-1.000 15 8 23 no
1.000 10 0 10 yes

TOTAL 25 8 33
| =6.834; df = 1; p = 0.009

ok repopulation stated or implied to be abnormal
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be normal

-1.000 11 12 23 no

1.000 10 0 10 yes
TOTAL 21 12 33
I=11.421;df=1; p=0.001

172 human trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 19 7 26 no
1.000 34 1 35yes
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with repopulation. The Flood hero as trickster imply the cosmological transformative cycle; the kagis on
reproduction (e.g. in Genesis 10) is a later depeient, after the idea of a transformative cycle badn lost]

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopeild ‘combat
between Flood hero and Flood causer in evidelée’ | have already said something on the importance of
ridicule. On second thoughts, what seems to beuidtis the modernist, verticalist, providentiakistnception of
a process (the Flood) that in fact is based on aawidable and fundamental structure of realitytatdy the
transformative cycle, which is completely amoral asdentially impersonal. Yet the Flood hero pessisthis
actions, he ignores the ridicule, for he is thenger of a post-cyclical, linear historical world ige. It is in Flood
myths that history comes into being. Thus alsovid@nd in Genesis. ; as if standard heterosexuatreation
also presupposes a ‘standard’ transcendent godaahdman being who is unequal to and subservieritabgod

]

# There is a statistically significant, negativesaxsation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopalafter the
Flood’ / ‘ridicule in evidence®"%(

# There is a statistically significant, negativeadation ‘earth diver stated or implied to end Eheod’ / ‘Flood
hero stated or implied to repopulat&®:[ Flood hero stated or implied to repopulate aftee thlood ; The idea
that the Earth Diver ends the Flood must then lxenavery literally:

Water Earth

element ; element

# There is a statistically significamegative association: ‘Flood hero stated or implied to clirearth diver’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopulat€] 688: in the Earth Diver the old transformative ay¢hlthough in

TOTAL 53 8 61
| =8.033; df = 1; p = 0.005

173 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 7 3 10
1.000 14 0 14
TOTAL 21 3 24

| =5.868; df = 1; p =0.015

174 Flood hero stated or implied to repopulate
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL ridicule in evidence

-1.000 3 12 15 no
1.000 5 2 7yes

TOTAL 8 14 22
| =5.453; df = 1; p = 0.020
175 . . .
earth diver stated or implied to have ended Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 22 4 26 no

1.000 35 0 35yes
TOTAL 57 4 61
| =7.204; df = 1; p = 0.007

176 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 22 4 26 no
1.000 35 0 35yes

TOTAL 57 4 61
| =7.204; df = 1; p = 0.007
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mutated form) is yet too much present than thaktieeroom for normal reproduction. [ this kind i#lationships
can only be understand as a perversion of the fmnsative cycle

One can take the distribution area of the EartreBias reproduced by Villems, as just another atdia of the
geographical distribution of the postulated, oragisystem of the cosmological transformative cycle.

Fig. 2. Richard Villem’s (2005) correlation (hatcheval as added by me — WvB) of
the diving birds motif core area (> 4 part motifg)h the area of N2 + N3 Y
chromosome lineages

A1.2.12.5. Incest in Flood myths

A1.2.12.5.1. The Flood caused by the discovergxfaity?

In some Flood myths, notably from Oceania (and atsmrding to a Talmudic tradition as applied te paradise
myth in Genesis) the discovery of sexuality (nogdimother-sister incest) was the direct occasiarttie end of
paradise, in other words for the Flood.

Al1.2.12.5.2. Statistically significant associatiaisincest in evidence’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘incest in evidence’ / ‘motif of the twehildren in
evidence™”’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘incest in evidence’ / ‘Flood rescue aevistated or
implied to be natural’®

77 . . .
incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence
-1.000 61 1 62 no
1.000 14 3 17 yes
TOTAL 75 4 79
|=5.577;df =1; p=0.018

78. . .
incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be natural
-1.000 68 2 70 no
1.000 7 2 9yes
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘incest in evidence’ / ‘multiple Floodrbes in evidence
who are siblings™®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopalafter the
Flood’ / ‘incest in evidencé®

# There is a statistically significamtegativeassociation ‘incest in evidence’ / ‘re-connectimiween Heaven and
Earth stated or implied to be man-matf&”:

A1.2.12.5.3. Statistically significant associatiaisibling incest in Flood myths

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘sibling incest in evidence’ / ‘motif ¢fie two children in
evidence*®? [ If the Two Children are identical to Heaven and Badnd if incest is their game, then the chain /
celestial axis is in the first place the penis @@not Shu, that is the father), which units Heaaed Earth. The
Two Children’s sibling incest is also, in its own hig a re-connection of Heaven and Earth. In Egyptia
mythology this theme of the Two Children has no Iotige connotations of a Flood myth (although it icbbe
read as a detectable transformation of one, work).dBut we must be prudent on this point: once tdrireéo
narrative, the incest motif is capable of detachisglf from Heaven and Earth, and of taking orife &f its own]

Al1.2.13. The earth diver

A Flood motif that is common in North-eastern Aarad in the New World but not generally known in &pe, is
that of the earth diver (NarCom 26: ‘The Earth diveFhis is a rodent-like creature that obviousiynsves the
Flood, and that terminates the Flood by diving ugoa of earth, which becomes dry land again byviig (cf.

TOTAL 75 4 79
1=3.961; df = 1; p = 0.047

79. . .
incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL multiple Flo od heroes in evidence who are stated or
implied to be siblings
-1.000 20 0 20 no
1.000 14 3 17 yes
TOTAL 34 3 37
| =4.980; df = 1; p = 0.026

180 Flood hero stated or implied to repopulate
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL incestinev idence
-1.000 26 31 57 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes
TOTAL 26 35 61
1=4.652; df=1; p=0.031

81. . .
incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood rescue device stated or implied to be man-made
-1.000 41 4 45 no
1.000 34 0 34 yes
TOTAL 75 4 79
|=4.663;df =1; p=0.031

182 sibling incest in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL two children in evidence

-1.000 62 0 62 no
1.000 14 3 17 yes

TOTAL 76 3 79
1 =9.666; df = 1; p = 0.002
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the Spirit which hovers over the waters in Gen#siand which is blown into the clay doll in Geneis7 1% but

also cf. the bird§* which — as if they were transformed earth diveare-sent out by (Genesis 8: 6-12) in
order to ascertain if the earth has already fadler). The earth diver appears to be a narrativeqguéfication of

the emergence of Land from the Primal Waters.

If this is correct, the earth diver appears to beaacient and independent mythical motif, whoseeapgnce in
Flood stories is due to the fact that Flood storessa dominant and popular genre, have absorbed Narrative
Complexes and pressed them into service. When ibexgersonal Flood hero, earth diver generallyeappas
subservient to that Flood hero — it is then onl#itter's command that the earth diver brings updbe of earth.
More seems to be involved here than the subordjoatig of mythical motifs. A process can be olvserin the
course of which animals are supplanted by humanthegrotagonists in cosmogonic stories includitopé&
myths: originally acting as an agent in his owrhtigas a theriamorphic — animal-shaped — condamsati the
emergence of Land from the Primal Waters), in aatiare context where animals are self-evidentlyuassd to
have been the first conscious beings (the origotaims?), a new concept of humankind and agencickwhend
to situated in Neolithic or Bronze Age times, butrenceflection is need on this point) makes humashkissert
itself as master of the creation (cf. Genesis 2).

Fig. 3. Bill Reid, ‘Raven meets the first humanrfhmissioned by, and now on
display at, the Museum of Anthropology, UniversifyBritish Columbia, Vancouver)

By the same token there is a statistically sigaificassociation between animal survival and bloviiemng in
evidence in the Flood story:

A1.2.13.1. Statistically significant associationsf éearth diver in evidence’

183 These two verseiter alia, suggest that the whole of Genesis 1-12, andusotthe chapters 6-10,
may be read as one elaborate Flood myth.

184 First a raven, then a dove (Genesis 8:7 f.). Aralic story relates how the Raven accuses Noah of

coveting Mrs Raven sexually and therefore (foreshddg King David's treatment of his general
Uriah) tries to send her husband to his death. Nweprominence of Raven as a trickster in North-
West Coast Native American mythology. The affinitjth Flood stories is e.g. brought out by the
famous sculpture by the Haida-European sculptot Bi¢id, ‘Raven meets the first humans’
(commissioned by, and now on display at, the MusefmAnthropology, University of British
Columbia, Vancouver) (Fig. 4).
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# There is a statistically significant associatimiween NarCom 26: ‘The Earth diver’ [ in evidenaeH ‘world
region™®518

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat in evidence’ and ‘earth divereidence™®’ [

Yes, very well to be understood from the cosmolaigicansformative cycle, but much depends on thetesic
introduction of that idea. Let me first confronetreader with the apparent absurdity of such oalatiips. ]

# There is a statisticallysignificant, positive association ‘human trickstimiurge in evidence’, and ‘earth diver
in evidence'®®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver in evidence’ / ‘first consus beings stated or
implied to be animal$® - [ NOT implication: the earth diver is an animal itskift need not have been among the
‘first conscious beingd’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver in evidence’ / ‘Flood hetatsed or implied to
be that by virtue of knowledg€®

185 Since N=79 and therefore cell values tend to ballsinis in general unadvisable to break the ahan for the
entire 12 (sub-)continents that it would be meafuihgo distinguish from a point of view of comparet
mythology: Australia, Europe, Meso America, Nortmérica North and East Asia, the Near East, New &yin
the Pacific, South America, South Asia, South Basa, and sub-Saharan Afridaadjust order ] . Such a twelve
fold division is given by the variable Continent.rdore aggregated division is given by the variabigregated
Continent, where various significant regions armlsimed to leave six divisions that are still meafith from a
point of view of comparative: Australia with New fBaa; North America with North and East Asia; Afiwith

Europe and with West and South Asia; leaving Mes®Aca, South America and South East Asia as before
186 L . .
earth diver in evidence ( = NarCom XXX)against worl d regions:

world regions
Australia Meso  North  South So uth East West and
& Nw Guin America America America Asia  South of
& East Asia Old World TOTAL earth diver
in evidence

-1.000 6 8 22 10 14 14 74 no
1.000 0 0 5 0 0 0 5yes
TOTAL 6 8 27 10 14 14 79
|=11.402; df =5; p = 0.044

187 . .
combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver in evidence

-1.000 48 26 74 no
1.000 0 5 5yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
|1 =9.885; df = 1; p = 0.002

188 human trickster-demiurge in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver in evidence
-1.000 64 10 74 no
1.000 2 3 5yes

TOTAL 66 13 79
|=5.307;df =1; p = 0.021
189 earth diver in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL first consci ous beings stated or implied to be animals

-1.000 53 1 54 no

1.000 3 2 5yes
TOTAL 56 3 59
| =7.029; df = 1; p = 0.008
190 earth diver in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue of
knowledge
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# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘human agency stated or implied to heaaesed Flood’
and ‘earth diver in evidencé®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver in evidence’ / ‘Flood hetatsed or implied to
be that by virtue of knowledge?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation earth diver in evidence’ / ‘post-Floogopulation stated
or implied to have been a-sexu

A1.2.13.2. Statistically significant associationsf ¢the rodent being in evidence

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘rodent in evidence’ and ‘combat in evide''®* [
understandable : only if both variables are seemeggesentations of the cosmological transformatiyele

# There is a statistically significant, negativeasation ‘human agency stated or implied to hauesed Flood’ /
‘rodent in evidence'® [ yes, for agency is a totally new concept, probatmynfthe Neolithic, it has absolutely
nothing to do with the cosmic transformative cycle

-1.000 64 2 66 no
1.000 10 3 13 yes

TOTAL 74 5 79
|=5.307;df =1; p = 0.021

191 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver in evidence

-1.000 48 26 74 no
1.000 5 0 5yes
TOTAL 53 26 79
| =4.155; df =1; p = 0.041

192 earth diver in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue of
knowledge

-1.000 64 2 66 no
1.000 10 3 13 yes

TOTAL 74 5 79
|=5.307;df =1; p = 0.021

193 earth diver in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL repopulation stated or implied to be a-sexual

-1.000 21 0 21 no
1.000 10 2 12 yes
TOTAL 31 2 33
1 =4.276; df = 1; p = 0.039
194 combat in evidence
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rodentinev idence

-1.000 46 24 70 no
1.000 2 7 9yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
| =6.288; df = 1; p =0.012

195 human agency stated or implied to have caused Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rodentinev idence
-1.000 44 26 70 no
1.000 9 0 9 yes

TOTAL 53 26 79
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A1.2.13.3. Statistically significant associationsf @arth diver being stated or implied to
have ended the Flood

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘combat between Flood hero and Flood eaurs
evidence’ / ‘earth diver stated or implied to haveled the Flood®® [ Therefore, combat is to be conceived not as
a struggle between humans and not as a theme framldPa's Box, but only as the idea of transformation
between phases that necessarily and systematicgifylant each other in a cyclical process (and esen doubt
whether it was already in Pandora’s Box ) ; Eartieli as transformation of combat / adversary ? diirgg earth
diver = winning combat? ; transformative cygle

# There is a statisticallgignificant, negative association ‘earth diveretabr implied to have ended the Flood’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopulat€” | if the earth diver is in evidence (in other words,aaremnant of
the original transformative cycle), then the Flobdro is not occupied with repopulation for repopidat has
nothing to do with it; what is IT and is only a much later rationalisatign

also in the table immediately above very low pueal partly through implication?

A1.2.13.4. Statistically significant associationsf ¢the Flood hero being stated or implied
to direct the earth diver

statistically significant associations of ‘Floodrdetated or implied to direct earth diver’

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘human trickster-demiurge in evidencéFlbod hero
stated or implied to direct earth divéf®[ the trickster which has become human and whigkcts the earth diver
(' bird): here we capture the metamorphosis (cfdQwf the transformative cycle into a Flood myth

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation: ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direetth diver' / ‘rank
in evidence®®®

|=7.741;df = 1; p = 0.005

196 combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL earth diver stated or implied to have ended Flood

-1.000 24 3 27 no
1.000 1 3 4 yes

TOTAL 25 6 31
1=7.127; df = 1; p = 0.008

197

earth diver stated or implied to have ended Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 22 4 26 no
1.000 35 0 35yes

TOTAL 57 4 61
| =7.204; df = 1; p = 0.007

198 trickster-demiurge stated or implied to be human
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver
-1.000 65 10 75 no
1.000 1 3 4 yes
TOTAL 66 13 79
| =7.250; df = 1; p = 0.007

199 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rank in evid ence

-1.000 56 1 57 no
1.000 19 3 22 yes

TOTAL 75 4 79
| =4.065; df = 1; p = 0.044
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direatth diver’, and
‘combat in evidence®® t [ yes, that is clear by now, thank you!

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direerth diver’ /
‘combat between Flood hero and Flood causer ineeiel !

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direatth diver' / ‘Flood
hero stated or implied to be that by virtue of kienige'?® [ yes, that is clear by now, thank you!; but prolya
wrongly coded by me in data entry ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘animals stated or implied to survive feod’ / ‘Flood
hero stated or implied to have directed the edrard®®?

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation: ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direetrth diver’ / ‘a
human stated or implied to have saved the anifi¥i§'again the later re-forging of the original tréorsnative
cycle ]

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver in evidence’ / ‘Flood hetated or implied to
direct earth divef®

200 . .
combat in evidence

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver

-1.000 48 27 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes

TOTAL 48 31 79
| =7.818; df = 1; p = 0.005

201

combat between Flood hero and Flood causer in evide nce
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver

-1.000 24 3 27 no
1.000 1 3 4 yes

TOTAL 25 6 31
1=7.127; df = 1; p = 0.008

202 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver

no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be that by virtue of
knowledge

-1.000 65 1 66 no
1.000 10 3 13 yes
TOTAL 75 4 79
| =7.250; df = 1; p = 0.007

208 animals stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver

-1.000 46 29 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes

TOTAL 46 33 79
| =7.283; df = 1; p = 0.007

204 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL human stated or implied to have saved animals
-1.000 64 1 65 no
1.000 11 3 14 yes

TOTAL 75 4 79
|=6.778; df = 1; p = 0.009

205 L )
earth diver in evidence

no yes
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# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direerth diver’ /
‘rodent in evidence®®

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘earth diver stated or implied to end Hieod’ / ‘Flood
hero stated or implied to direct earth div&’

# There is a statistically significant, negativesasation: ‘Flood hero stated or implied to direetrth diver’ /
‘Flood hero stated or implied to repopulat®:

again, as usual, very high levels of significancmiad the earth diver

A1.2.13.5. Further statistically significant assoeitions of blowing

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘animals stated or implied to survive Eleod’ / ‘blowing
in evidenceé®®

Since the clot which the earth diver has broughtugpally needs to be blown upon in order to dmg, iotif of
the earth driver is closely associated with thatthe# Narrative Complex 7 ‘From the Mouth / Blowing in
evidence’. The latter motif also displays the s@megraphical association as that of the earth diver

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘blowing in evidence’, and ‘Flood heratsd or implied
to be trickster-demiurg&®®

-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver

-1.000 74 1 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes

TOTAL 74 5 79
| = 26.655; df = 1; p = 0.000

206 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL rodentinev idence
-1.000 69 1 70 no
1.000 6 3 9yes

TOTAL 75 4 79
1=9.719; df = 1; p = 0.002

207

earth diver stated or implied to have ended Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to direct earth diver

-1.000 75 0 75 no
1.000 0 4 4 yes
TOTAL 75 4 79
| =31.659; df = 1, p = 0.000

208 Flood hero stated or implied to direct earth diver
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to repopulate

-1.000 22 4 26 no
1.000 35 0 35yes

TOTAL 57 4 61
| =7.204; df = 1; p = 0.007

09 animals stated or implied to survive Flood
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL blowing in evidence
-1.000 45 28 73 no
1.000 1 5 6 yes

TOTAL 46 33 79
| =4.758; df = 1; p = 0.029

210 - .
blowing in evidence

no yes
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A1.2.13.6. Further details of earth diver and birdssent out, miscellaneous

# There is a statistically significant, positivesasiation ‘bird stated or implied to be sent outddFlood causer
stated or implied to be a go& [ the bird is also some sort of demiurge, a connaclietween Heaven and
Earth; = warning ; NB: warning is an example of a cattion between Heaven and Earthand even a gofl

-1.000 1.000 TOTAL Flood hero s tated or implied to be trickster-demiurge

-1.000 57 2 59 no

1.000 7 3 10 yes
TOTAL 64 5 69
1=6.189;df =1, p=0.013

211 bird stated or implied to be sent
no yes
-1.000 1.000 TOTAL causer of F lood stated or implied to be a god

-1.000 24 0 24 no
1.000 16 5 21 yes

TOTAL 40 5 45
1 =8.342; df = 1; p = 0.004
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Appendix 2. A glimpse of the raw data set (adapted
after Isaak 2006)
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(etc.)
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Appendix 3. The data entry form (Filemaker Pro,
precoded)
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[ data entry stops at no. 80; lines stricken outeith are initial entry variables which
were discarded in later phases of the data enmid/wdich therefore did not appear in
the final data set |
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