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ABSTRACT. Reading geographical distribution patterns amnmhitg them into models of historical
reconstruction of diffusion, is not only a work sfience, but also a fine art, in which the expeg
gathered in the previous analysis of similar or plmentary distributions contributes considerably t
our perception and interpretation. In the presegtiment, the global distribution of one partictitam
of material culture will serve as -@xample of such strategies in distributional analythe spike
wheel trap a common hunting device in Africa and parts ofrdSia, but apparently not attested
anywhere else in the world. Africa and Africans acenmonly depicted as totally different from the
rest of the Old World. Much of the author’'s workeovthe past two decades has been aimed at
combating this misconception. The distribution g@attof the spiked wheel trap (first analysed| by
Lindblom in 1928 / 1935) is so pertinent to thisegtion, that this implement may serve as an ‘index
fossil’ in African prehistory, bringing out the niisr of the ‘Pelasgian hypothesis’ which the present
author has recently advanced, and which is sumathiliy the end of the present argument. The far
greater incidence on African soil, linked with tAdrocentrist hypothesis according to which major
developments in global cultural history have aniddn origin, would tempt us to consider the spiked
wheel trap as an African invention which graduafigkled into Eurasia. However, this paper argues
the opposite model:
(a) a rather localised origin in the Neolithic Exded Fertile Crescent (by which is meant the extdnd
region stretching from the then still fertile Sadéw China), probably in Central Asia;
(b) followed by spread, in the wake of the genelifusion of pastoral and agricultural technologi
but particularly intensified with the rise of homsding and chariot technologies — both bei
technological innovations emerging in Central Asi® ka BP and 4 ka BP, respectively;
(c) not only were these pastoral technologies nesipte for cultural spread and proto-globalisi
homogenisation of the Eurasian Steppe Belt fromtéli@ato the Pacific — from the Late Bronze
onward they also succeeded in making inroads beSaharan Africa, both along the Nile valley
along Sahara dessert routes (where rock art regeggms of chariots abound from the Late Br
Age on).

Sparsely inhabited by hunter-gatherers that laddatl these specific formal cultural systems an
military technology that privileged their ownerggetwhole of sub-Saharan Africa was availabl
expansion of these new items. Hence their prepanderthere in historical times, which however is to
be interpreted in terms, not of origin, but of texupation of an empty niche of cultural ecolo
the last two to three millennia, African cultures Sub-Saharan Africa consolidated themselves|as a



result of the interaction between Palaeo-Africapuations and their cultural traits, on the onedan
and, on the other hand, inputs from outside Afrinaluding those from the Pelasgian realm of West
Asia and the Mediterranean. The spiked wheel tiapjever insignificant in itself, is an index fossf
the Pelasgian side of this process. The spiked Miege shares this position with a few other formal

cultural systems, such as mankala, geomantic divimaand the belief in a unilateral mythical being

whose similar distributions we examine as a steppione towards a summary presentation of the
Pelasgian hypothesis.

key words: Pelasgian hypothesis; Hamitic hypotheB@rean hypothesis; Out of Africa hypothesi
Back-into-Africa hypothesis; spiked wheel trapamitional analysis; genetic, linguistic and cul&l
continuity Africa-Eurasia; mankala; geomantic diation; unilateral mythical being
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1. Introduction

Reading geographical distribution patterns anditigrthem into models of historical
reconstruction of diffusion, is not only a work sfience, but also a fine art in which
experience gathered in the previous analysis afairor complementary distributions
contributes considerably to our perception andrjgnegation. In this way we become
gradually aware of the possible implications oftrilisitional particularities, and can
we build, refine, test, and if needed reject, oodeis of historical reconstruction.

For instance, if a common Eurasian trait (suchlaisoeate flood myths) also has
an attestation in the New World, this has implias for the dating of that trait. The
common assumption is that the New World was largelyulated by migration from
North-eastern Asia across the Bering Strait cakd1BP, which would suggest a
terminus ante queffior the emergence of that trait, although reces¢aech also made
us aware of a continuous trickle of trans-Beringnaiions in more recent millennia
(Jett 2002). By the same token, state-of-the-afeoutar genetics has revealed that
Anatomically Modern Humans emerged in the Africamtnent c. 200 ka BP, then
only c. 80 ka BP made a first sally ‘Out of Africafong the Indian Ocean reaching
the Andaman Islands, South East Asia, New Guineéafarstralia but not spreading
any further, only to populate the entire globe a®sult of a second sally ‘Out of
Africa’, c. 60 ka BP (Forster 2004). As a resultirait which occurs in Africa, the
Andaman Islands, New Guinea and Australia, but herey else, may be proposed to
have been part of Anatomically Modern Humans’ ordicultural package (which |
have termed ‘Pandora’s Box’), developed inside Afrecan continent between 200
and 80 ka BP, and spread as a result of the &t sut of Africa.

In this way, by linking distributional patterns toughly datable events and
processes, | have tried to reconstruct the earstoty of the mythologies of
Anatomically Modern Humans (van Binsbergen 200®,720

In the present argument, the global distributiomfitem of material culture will
serve as another example of such strategies inbdisbnal analysis: the spiked wheel
trap, a common hunting device in Africa and partsEarasia, but not attested
anywhere else in the world. Clearly, as a spetiaiisAfrican religion and (proto-)
globalisation, and as an intercultural philosopimr chief interest is not in hunting
techniques as such, but in distributional cluesetoote global cultural history. The
questions of cultural diversity and the possibildy impossibility of intercultural
communication, knowledge, and truth dominate toslaworld politics, and a
theoretical and empirical understanding of rematkucal history greatly assists in
identifying both the communalities and the diffezes between human cultures. As



an Africanist | have been particularly interestedne instance of such continuity, or
discontinuity, that between Eurasia on the one rarlAfrica on the other hand, as
the two habitually distinguished components of @d World. Whereas it has been
customary to speak of Eurasia as a recognisednuanis cultural domain, Ancient
usage in terms oEthiopians (Graeco-Roman) andKushim / Cushites (Bible),
reinforced by the history of conquest and margsaion of Africa, and the attending
racialism, in the last few centuries, has instatlegl image of Africa and Africans as
being totally different from the rest of the Old YMb Much of my work over the past
20 years has been aimed at dispelling this misgiimce Here again recent
developments in genetics have brought to light gomaflux from Asia into sub-
Saharan Africa from c. 15 ka BP onward.

We will see that analysis of the distribution pattef the spiked wheel trap is
highly pertinent to this question. Very widespreadifrica, this implement has only
a very limited distribution in Eurasia. Form anchétion of the various types attested
converge to such an extent that the Eurasian amgtaff distributions must be
considered as continuous, and reverting to a comhistorical prototype. The far
greater incidence on African soil, linked with thEocentrist hypothesis according to
which major developments in global cultural histtygve an African origin, would
tempt us to consider the spiked wheel trap an afrimvention which gradually
trickled into Eurasia.

Although | have repeatedly identified as an Afrddsh also in connection with
these specific cultural systems, in the preseneiphwill argue for a different model:

a rather localised origin in the Neolithic Extendeertile Crescent (by
which | understand the extended region stretchmognfthe then still
fertile Sahara to China), notably in Central Asia

followed by spread, following the general diffusiai pastoral and
agricultural technologies but particularly interesif with the rise of horse-
riding technology and especially chariot technology both being
technological innovations emerging in Central Asieé6 ka BP and 4 ka
BP, respectivelydf. Fig. 2).

not only were these pastoral technologies resptn$io cultural spread
and proto-globalising homogenisation of the Eurastdeppe Belt from
Anatolia to the Pacific — from the Late Bronze Ageward they also
succeeded in making inroads into sub-Saharan Afpioth along the Nile
valley and along Sahara dessert routes (where addlepresentations of
chariots abound from the Late Bronze Age af; Fig. 1); sparsely
inhabited by hunter-gatherers that lacked theseifspdormal cultural
systems and the military technology that privilegeir owners, the
whole of sub-Saharan Africa was available for expam of these new
items. Hence their preponderance there now, whmekier is to be
interpreted in terms, not of origin, but of the aakation of an empty
niche of cultural ecology.

! Hammeret al. 1998; Coiaet al. 2005; Crucianet al. 2002; Underhill 2004.



Fig. 1. Chariots depicted in Saharan rock art

‘Le dernier inventaire des gravures de chars e 188nombre 631 exemplaires réparties
dans le massif du Tassili n'Ajjer, le Hogger (Algdr I'Air ou Azbine (Niger)' (Boudjou
2006)

Garamantes chariot, Garama, Libyan desert Garamantes chariot, Libyan desert (The Oriental
(Boudjou 2006) Caravan 2005)

| UL g

Chariot in Saharan rock art (Becladral. 2007) Chariot depicted in Air mountains, Niger ¢hy
2004)

In the last two to three millennia, African cultar sub-Saharan Africa consolidated
themselves as a result of the interaction betwedselB-African populations and their
cultural traits, on the one hand, and Northern ispan the other harfdThe spiked
wheel trap, however insignificant in itself, isiadex fossil in this process.

The spiked wheel trap shares this position withea other formal cultural
systems, such as mankala, geomantic divination, thedbelief in a unilateral

2 Adopting the term coined by Cavalli-Sforzet 4l. 1994), under Palaeo-African | understand genetic
and cultural elements that, inside the African ouanit, have been in direct continuity with the *pre
Out-of-Africa’ genetic and cultural inheritance Ahatomically Modern Humans.



mythical being, whose distributions we will examinewards the end of this
argument.

Fig. 2. The origin and diffusion of the chariotfn Kazakhstan, 2000 BEE
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Dates approximate by 0.1 kévhite area of the earliest known spoke-wheeled chafi®istashta-
Petrovka culture);black: 1900 BC: extent of the Andronovo culture, expagdfnom its early
Sintashta-Petrovka phase; spread of technolodyisratea would have been unimpeded and practically
instantaneousdark grey: 1800 BC: extent of the great steppes and halfrttes# Central Asia,
approximate extent of the early Indo-Iranian diaapat that time; note that early examples of chsrio
appear in Anatolia as early as around this tinegtical hatching:combines 1700 BC: unknown, early
period of spread beyond the steppes — and 1600-B820@he Kassite period in Mesopotamia, rise to
notability of the chariot in the Ancient Near Edntroduction to China, possibly also to the Purgabl
the Gangetic plainRgvedd and E and N Europe (Trundholm Sun Chariot), agsuspread of the
chariot as part of Late Bronze Age technolodgtted:1000-500 BC: Iron Age spread of the chariot to
W Europe by Celtic migrations.

In the background my analysis is informed by stdtie-art long-range linguistics,

specifically Starostin’s (1998-2008, 1999, 2006f Fleming 2002) *Borean

hypothesis: the idea that very ancient languagedotan be reliably reconstructed,
and that such reconstructions reveal the existef@me parent form, designated
*Borean and supposed to be spoken in Central Eu@sthe onset of the Upper
Palaeolithic; extensive traces of *Borean have bdetected in most linguistic

macrophyla spoken today: Eurasiatic / Nostraticlgding Indo-European, Altaic,

Uralic, Dravidian etc); Afroasiatic; Sino-Caucasiand the related Dene cluster in
North America; Austric, Amerind, as well as in tA&ican macrophylum Khoisan.

When the designation ‘Borean’ was chosen, GeordaroStin already objected
(Anonymous, n.d. (a)) that (since it implicitly ee§ to the Northern, ‘boreal’,

hemisphere) it was based on the prejudgment thiaskadic / Nostratic, Afroasiatic,

Dene-Caucasian and Austric would be more closéfte@ to one another than to the
African macrophyla Nilo-Saharan and Niger-Congod grossibly Khoisafi. This

3 Cf. Anthony & Vinogradov 1995; Anthony 1995; di Cosm®99; Litauer & Grouwel 1996;
Sparreboom 1985. Diagram and caption after Anonywnoud. (b), African extensions my own.

* Already two decades ago, leading linguists (Ka&ehevoroshin 1988) included Nilo-Saharan and
Niger-Congo as branches of ‘Super-Nostratic’, whistratic is synonymous with Eurasiatic. By



inspired me to argue elsewhere (van Binsbergen ,2(}®rting on an extensive
statistical analysis) how also Niger-Congo — ingigdBantu — may be seen within the
same perspective as presented here for the spikedlwrap: as the result of local
African (to some extent including Palaeo-Africamteraction with incoming
transcontinental elements. As much as 27% dSfréeonstructed *Borean lexicon can
be argued to have reflexes in proto-BahMeanwhile it is interesting to observe that
the great majority of African attestations of theked wheel trap are in the realm of
Nilo-Saharan and not of Niger-Congo languages. &erithis suggests a rather early
Neolithic Northern association, connected with 8pead of agricultural and of
bovine rather than equestrian pastoralism; whet8asean-associated, pre-Niger-
Congo / Bantu, inroads into sub-Saharan Africa fidfast Asia via Egypt and the
Maghrib are rather to be dated to the Late Bronge. A

But let us first discuss the spiked wheel trap ismdistribution.

2. Introducing the spiked wheel trap

The Swede Sven Hedin was one of the principal Eeanpexplorers of the
decades around 1900. Invited to contribute to tB851Festschrift for Hedin, the
Africanist Lindblom decided to concentrate on sdikeheel traps, since these had
been given some attention in Hedin’s work — ouiginsin their Asian distribution

some sort of condescending affirmative action, wstdadable in the light of the humiliations Africa
and Africans have suffered at the hands of the miderld in the most recent centuries, Africanists
today are largely in agreement that African cultarad linguistic features should only be analysed a
explained by reference to things African, and motranscontinental connections. (This is as if the
history of the Christianity, as a dominant Northiaftic religion, would for ideological reason be
prohibited from tracing that world religion’s rodtsrough to the Ancient Near East and Egypt; of as
the history of modern global music and dance wdgdwritten exclusively by reference to North
Atlantic achievements, while obscuring all Africewots of these cultural expressions.) The *Borean
nature of Khoisan was accepted, on formal linguigirounds (e.g. its affinities with Northern
Caucasian are obvious), but also in the light ovallaSforza’'s hypothesis of modern Khoisan
speakers being the descendants of a hybrid Asien&hf population whose Asian ancestors still lived
in the Asian continent 10 ka BRCf. Cavalli-Sforzaet al. 1994: 176,pace Vigilant et al. 1989.
However, | reject Cavalli-Sforza’s view (shared many others) of African languages as constituting
isolated and archaic branches of the world gengalbtanguages.

® Cf. the comments by Oliver en Simiyu Wandibba in &liet al. 2001, in response to Ehret 1988,
2001. Considering the affinities between Austrid &antu, and the insistence, by linguistic spesig)i

on the contribution of non-Bantu elements in theidsn continent, the linguistic process of Bantu
genesis was probably much more complex than | m@pere to have been the case (with my appeal to
an ‘unoccupied niche of cultural ecology’) for theiked wheel trap and similarly distributed cultura
items such as mankala, geomantic divination andétief in a unilateral being.

® Strictly speaking, the compilation of a proto-Bacbrpus has been too controversial to pretenc ther
is one proto-Bantu lexicorgf. Dalby 1975, 1976; Meeussen 1980; Vansina 197®;1BBght 1980,
1988; Maho 2003. In the end however Guthrie’s (22871) reconstruction offers a useful if far from
ideal compromise. Since *Borean is here claimeddmount for only a limited part of the proto-Bantu
lexicon, and the Pelasgian influx is claimed to amdo primarily a cultural influence with only glit
demographic impact, we need not enter here intdsauslsion of the obvious heterogeneity and
possible polygenesis of Bantu and the rejectiothefBantu migration model (Bennett 1983; Vansina
1979-1980, 1995).

| do not have the corresponding data for Nilo-3ah#ut | am somewhat confidewt.(Argyle 1994,
1999) that a statistical analysis would returnnailsir pattern of *Borean affinities as for Niger-@yo /
Bantu.



mainly derived from Hedin. For this occasion Lingiiol revamped an earlier
treatment of the same topic, published in 1928.

The spiked wheel trap consists of a circular cawgsion, whose internal
periphery is set with spikes that prevent the quanrescape once caught in the trap.
The following pictures (selected from Lindblom’s3Barticle) make the form and
function of this trap abundantly clear.

The iconographic evidence Lindblom adduces (onbthss of a depiction out of
context in Capart 1905) as attestation for the expiwheel trap in Ancient Egypt is
open to criticism,. The detail from Hierakonpobkspart of a much larger fresco (Fig.
5a-b, below), to be found in Painted Tomb 100 (MagdC, c. 3500 BCE). The
alleged spiked wheel trap is in the bottom leftled fresco. Note, to the left below
this detail, the ‘Master of Animals subduing twoaguupeds’ — a theme which is
often invoked as an indication of Sumerian influerin predynastic Egypt.The
iconography does not compellingly suggest a spikdteel trap; the circular
arrangement of the animals is also found in Egypgiaming discs of the same period,
without an obvious connection with the trap.

2.1. Lindblom’s original illustrations

Fig. 3. Lindblom’s original illustrations (a) antepe trap, Karakorum (India / Tibet),
drawn by Hedin; (b) trap from Amur region, Soutrsteain Siberia (¢) Tomb painting,
Hierakonpolis, predynastic Egypt (after Capart) &hicient rock carvings, Fezzan,
Libya (after Frobenius)

(b)

() (d)

8 Under my Pelasgian hypothesis, this would amoaré¢lasgian continuity between Mesopotamia
and Egypt in the late™mill. BCE.



Lindblom considers the Fezzan rock art showingakeg wheel as an attestation
of the spiked wheel trap. This is a distinct podisih especially since the trap occurs
there in historical times (Matkhandoush Natural s 2006-2009¢f. Fig. 4); the
rock art has been interpreted in these terms byitdlian specialist Fabrizio Mori
(1965; 1998: 179), whose comments on the depictiddig. 3d may be summarised
as follows:

‘An engraving showing how trapping stones were usedatch large animals like giraffe.

According to Professor Mori, who illustrated modd@muareg examples of the trap, the animal
places its foot on the big circle, the hoop, ontach were threaded a number of palm leaves
with their pointed heads pointing towards the aenémd as a result the animal’s foot gets
caught. The stone thus ends up attached to thealisilag, and eventually wears the animal
out and slows it down, to be caught by the chabkingters. Attaching the robe to a very large

stone will probably stop the animal altogether. Migole trap is buried and therefore is
invisible to the victim.” (Matkhandoush Natural Musn 2006-2009)

Fig. 4, showing the same rock engraving in moraifjethows a unique, deep line
(cf. arrow) from the alleged wheel trap/solar symlwohknh irregular, flattish outline
which may well represent a stone. There is howav&range problem with this rock
engraving: when the photographic imaged is digita#éhhanced, the trap/solar
depiction appears to be on a jutting piece of rgiskupper part seems to even break
of from the main rock) obscuring the right-handtpzfrthe engraved scene, and in
colouring and shade so different from the rest {tighe authority of Frobenius and
the Matkhandoush Natural Museum and did not attacthe image) one would a
almost be inclined to see it as a product of cveatise of a digital graphic application
such a ™Photoshop.

Fig. 4. Detail of the rock engraving shown in F3gl (adapted after Matkhandoush

Natural Museum 2006-2009), showing the connectirgfdee arrow) issuing from

the trap/solar element; and showing (see broketira)tthe latter to be strangely
detached and jutting out from the rest of the exg@g



However, even though the interpretation in termsaa$piked wheel trap may be
acceptable in this particular case, rock art fr@gions as diverse as Australia (see
below) and Scandinavia shows similar devices, whsdmolarship has so far
preferably interpreted as solar.

Fig. 5. An alleged spiked wheel trap depicted anftesco of Hierakonpolis Tomb
100 (a), with detail (1)Nagada IIC (c. 3500 BCE)

(@)

(b)

2.2. Lindblom’s distributional analysis

By contrast with the patchy distribution in Asiadathe absence of the spiked wheel
trap in the Americas, Lindblom found a rather dedstribution in Africa (Fig. 8,
redrawn and completed as Fig. 9, below) and forréds¢ of the world at large (my
Fig. 11), for which he offers extensive bibliogragah evidence (Table 1). A few
additional examples of spiked wheel traps from @grappear in Figs. 6 and 7.

° Cf. Quibell & Green 1902: 20f., pl. 67, 75-79; Vamdi952: |, 561-571; Case & Payne 1962;
Crowfoot-Payne 1973; Kemp 1973; Cialowicz 2001:f1Q67-161.



Fig. 6. Modern spiked wheel trap from Nalut, modeinya (Matkhandoush Natural
Museum, Libya, 2006-2009)

Fig. 7. Modern spiked wheel trap from the Westeitatid (Nilo-Saharan) speaking
Acholi people, Southern Sudan (Sparks 2006)

Sparks (2006a, 2006b, 2006c, 2006d, 2006€e) offethdr evidence on spiked
wheel traps from Nilotic speaking peoples in EasitaAbut this information overlaps
with that already included in Lindblom 1935.
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Table 1. Detailed data on world distribution of tepiked wheel trap,
compiled by the present author on the basis oftilom 1935

Empty bibliography cell: Lindblom’s source can nader be ascertained but is yet considered reliable

Number|Location (following the usage in Lindblom’s time) | Bbliography and/or collection

01 Trans-Himalaya Hedin 1909: II, p. 274 .
02 Etsingol district No. H 3695, fig. 2 collected from the Etsingol distby Dr. Nils
Horner.
Moro tsonch, a ruined watch-tower situated ca. b0
03a SSE of Khara Khoto: 'l&s above
Mu durbeljin, the ruin of a small fort on the weste
03b banks of the Etsingol, ca. 15 km. W of Khara khot(':AS above
Bukhen torei, a ruined watch-tower on the eastern
03c bank of the Etsingol, ca. 52 km. SW of Khara khot ﬁs above
. ) Stein 1921: I, p. 704, 782, IV, PI. LIV; Joycedn.Stein, 1928: |,
04 oasis of Tun Huang (Su-Chou) pp. 382, 421, PI. XLVI.
05 Tibet, 300 km. N. E. of Tengri-Nor Bower, 18947
0O5a Tibet, Champas (Eastern Tibet) Rockhill 1895t
06 the_ State of Bikanir (the northernmost section lné T Cambridge University Museum of Archaeology
Rajputana agency)
07 southwestern Caucasus, the district of Suchum bité?qvon Kadich), 1907: 196
08 Graeco-Roman (or general European?) Antiquity Reid 1922: 282f; Berg 1933: 17f, figs. 2-5; Engeis1934: 81, PI.
V, XLII-XLIV
Modern Europe: forest district on the border betwele
Hungary and lower Austria, westward of Lake . . . )
08a Neusiedler (Sieggraben, Hochwolkersdorf, Pobiter (von Kadich), 1907: 84, fig. 1
Kaiser-wald),
09 Graeco-Roman Antiquity Xenophon, Cynegeticd,191828: lil, p. 1515)
10 Graeco-Roman Antiquity Pollux 1900: Lib. 5. 32
1 Graeco-Roman Antiquity _Qratlus Faliscus, C_:ynegetlcon, 9_2, 1826: 8 (»Quud dentatas
iligno robore clausit venator pedicas?» )
12 General Africa Lindblom 1928
13 Amur Silantjew 1898: 195-196

African attestations marked A before their number:

Quibell & Green 1902: II, PI. LXXVI; via Capart 190the Pitt-
River Museum in Oxford possesses a trap datingherethe 20th
or the 22nd dynasty.

A02 Ababde Murray 1923: 421; and Pitt-River Museum, Oxford.
AO03 Arabs of Dongola (the late Turkish province).
Arabs of the Abu Hamed district (the tribes Rubatg

Ancient Egypt (early dynastic® Tomb-painting at

AOL Hierakonpolis (fig. 7).

Hackson 1926: 12.

AO4 and Mansir)
Arabs of the Bayuda steppe (probably Shaique or . .
A0S Kababish, probably the latter) Brehm 1862: IlI, 59, 1863: 148
A06 Kordofan, Anglo-Egyptian Sudan in general Kbig 1862; Von Heuglin 1862: 108
AOQ7 Baggara, the tribe Beni Selim, Gebelein Thod®4: 112, fig. 231
AO8 Dar Fertit, southern Darfur Thomas 1924: 1i@,232.

A09 Hamran
A10 Beni Amer (district of Kassala).

The nomads of Samchara, the narrow strip of
All desertlike country between the Red Sea and the
highland region of the interior.

A12 eastern border of Gallabat
Galla, on the upper reaches of Dinder, a tributéry

AL3 " lthe White Nile.

Ald Shilluk Lips 1928

A15 Nuer Jackson 1923: 138; photograph. Bernatzik 1929#6fig.
A16 Bari.

Al7 Madi Lloyd 1911: 271

Al8 Shuli (Acholi) Kitching 19112: 1174

% This is Lindblom’s surmise. In fact, the Hierakofip tomb 100 is considered by specialists to
belong to Nagada IIC, c. 3500 BCE, three or fourtwees before the onset of dynastic times.
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A19 Lango. Pitt River Museum

A20 Elgumi.

A21 Turkana. Oxford Museum(Cf. Emley 1927: 191. fig. 8.
A22 Suk.

A23 Ndorobo.

A24 Nandi.

A25 Bantu in Kitosh, N. Kavirondo.
A26 Baganda

A27 Banyoro

A28 Kiziba

Film ‘Africa untamed, W.D. Hubbard and W. Earle ikaWarner

A29 Kafue River, Northern Rhodesia . A
First National

‘throughout Eastern Africa, from Nubia down to the

A29 L Johnston 1902: 874
vicinity of Nyasaland

A30 Libyan desert Harding King 1925: 267 with fig.

A31 Imangassaten Tuareg and ‘les serfs Fezzanais’ of|Breuil 1923: 160, fig. 2; Frobenius 1933: 117 442, fig. 34, Pl 24
Ubari Harding King 1925: p. 267 with fig

A32 Region of Touzeur.
A33 Region of Khenchela.

The Museum of Copenhagen (Nr Gl:i6o. Olufsen’s &aha
expedition 1922-23.)

A35 Azdjer Tuaregs Berlin Museum (No. IlI. B. 1972)
A36 The Hoggar Tuaregs, Tamanrasset
Amdjid / Amgid / Amguid, a well N E of the Muidir [Chudeau 1909: 202

A34 The Muidir plateau, S E of In Salah.

A36 plateau Voinot 1908, supplém., p. 86

A37 Tuaregs of Air. Oxford Museum, collected by Bahd Buchanan.
A38 Central Domergu, Kalilua Oxford Museum, colegtby Rodd.

A39 Lake Tsad region Chudeau 1909 : 202. Paris 1909

The Oxford Museum (Mamprussi, Konkomba, Gambagadatjsat the

A40 Northern Territories of the Gold Coast White Volta; British Mu-seum (North-Western and 8aun provinces).

A4l Tern, northern Togo. Cologne Museum
A4l Lips 1927: fig. 90
A42 Bariba, Borgu Berlin Museum.

A43 Bolewa, Ngano and Kare-Kare of N. Nige-ria Mae31: Il, p. 296.
A44 Bachama

A45 Lakka Frobenius, 1925: 94.
A46 Maka.

A47 S. Rhodesia Cipriani 1932: 28.

It is typical for the state of the study of matercalture in the 1930s, that
Lindblom is hardly interested in proposing an unegcal explanation for the
distribution patterns he so painstakingly estaklistSuch explanation will be the
purpose of my present re-analysis.

‘The presentdistribution of the trap in Africa is therefore in all probabjlito ascribe to
Hamitic influence, and it is also possible thasibf Hamiticorigin — it existed, as we know,
already in ancient Egypt (...). As regards Asia, knowledge of it in that continent is as yet
all too imperfect, and the data too sporadic, tovabf any definite conclusions to be drawn.
There it would seem to constitute a survival, aoedi to regions that ethnographically, as well
as in other respects, present archaic and isofatets (Tibet, Caucasia). That also in Asia it
is of great antiquity is evident from the archagdal finds that have been made. What has
here briefly been said of Asia is also generallplapble to Europe. That this trap is a very
ancient culture element may be regarded as quitaiceit may perhaps even date back to the
Palaeolithic Age. In fact, this theory has beenaabed by Lips who as nothing but wheel-
traps looks upon certain [sic; this sentence is diediin the original — WvB] of the well-
known figures from the later Palaeolithic era érigtin the Pyrenean peninsula and the south
of France, which hitherto by most scientists hagerbinterpreted as huts. (...) It is yet too
early, however, to pronounce any definite opiniantleat point. But if it could be proved —
and many things speak in favour of it — that thes@lttrap is represented in the rock-carvings
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of North Africa and the Sahara, the oldest onestdth would at least be of late Palaeolithic
age, this would undoubtedly strengthen the proliglf Lips’ theory.

The spiked wheel-trap presents a form so highkecialized that there is every reason for
supposing a unity of origin. Whether this is tols@ée Central Asia, or northern Africa, or
among the ancient Mediterranean cultures that wenmected with Asia, of which northern
Africa formed a part, is a point not easy of defeation. The possibility of the trap having
occurred in Southern Europe and northern Africaaay in the Palaeolithic age is apt to make
this question still more complicatett.{Lindblom 1935: 630f)

Lindblom’s use of the term ‘Hamitic’ requires fuethcomment. In the first half
of the 2¢" c. CE, many Africanists supported the Hamitic thewhich — given the
racialist stereotype of Africans’ inability at cuftl initiative — sought to explain the
achievements of African cultures, which even tagyaiced eye were undeniable, by
reference to the proto-historic influx of so-callddmites, i.e. West Asians and North
Africans, with lower levels of skin pigmentatiorathcommon in sub-Saharan Africa,
typically speaking an Afroasiatic language (thenally designated ‘Hamitic’, after

am, the son of biblical who in Genesis 10 is particularly associated with
locations in Northern Africa, and bringing suchtawhl achievements as metallurgy
and pastoralismc{. Johnstoret al. 1913; Seligman 1913). Modern African studies
have completely discarded the Hamitic thesis (Sand®69; Zachernuk 1994)
because of its racialist overtones. The problemdwewis that the scholars launching
that thesis in the first place, ranked among thmcpal Africanists of their
generation, had (contrary to the belief of modefrnicAnists, who tend to believe that
serious African Studies started with the generatbEkvans-Pritchard and Fortes) a
profound personal knowledge of Africa, and whiléldien of their racialist age and
continent, were not particularly out to slight Bfa&fricans. | must admit that the
present argument at first glance appears to cowsedio reviving of the Hamitic
thesis, albeit with an essential difference whietill point out in the conclusion (also
cf. van Binsbergen in press). Recent scholarshipolcaasionallydf. Bernal 1987 on
Meyer and Montelius) advocated the vindication iefws held around 1900 CE, and
in the meantime discarded for later paradigms.

1 Lindblom here expresses the view held by many awclogists: various common motifs from
Franco-Cantabrian Upper Palaeolithic rock art mightrepresentations of animal traps. Many of the
‘tectiform’ motifs shown here have been so intetpden the archaeological literature. He even does
the extent of claiming that some of these imageghtrtie interpreted as spiked wheel traps, but auch
specific suggestion is not borne out by my Fig.f®ni Leroi-Gourhan 1968, the great mid20
specialist interpreter of such images, as repratliceCarr 1995); no does Lindblom offer additional
examples to back his claim.
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Fig. 8. Lindblom’s original distribution map for Ada

Fig. 9. African distribution of spiked wheel tragdrawrt?

12| indblom’s original reference to Cipriani 1932 @&, not to the Kafue region in the then Northern
Rhodesia (now Zambia), but to the ‘ruins and mirefsSouthern Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe), and as
such turns out to be omitted from Lindblom’s Aficdistribution map. | have added this data point in
the present map.
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Fig. 10. ‘Tectiform’ motifs from the Franco-Cantadm Upper Palaeolithic (after
Leroi-Gourhan 1968 via Carr 1995)

Fig. 11. World distribution (data largely Lindblormapping and additional data by
the present author)
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3. Discussion

Remarkable about the African distribution of théked wheel trap are the following
features:

a. The two southernmost, isolated data points are imbZbwe, and in
Zambia on the Kafue River (a tributary of the ZamiliRiver): lla (the lla-
Tonga speakers are suppose to descend from péagomaloving south
from the Intralacustrine region in East Asia abblia BP.

b. The rest of the African distribution virtually conéd to Northern
hemisphere
C. Note the concentrations along the Nile River (idahg White Nile and

Blue Nile), Lake Victoria, Niger, Eastern Maghribpnd in a straight
(caravan-trail?) line South South East across #i@af

The world distribution of the spiked wheel trapdyided we can really consider
this a true type, and not an accidental and aglficconstructed sub-group of a wider
category of hunting devices) poses a number of reahée features.

1. Predominantly African
Below we will consider the very similar, also predoantly
African distributions of mankala, geomantic divioat and the
belief in the unilateral mythical figure
2. However, in Africa almost exclusively the Northdéramisphere
a. This is puzzling, and suggests that the spiked Wtiap, though
predominantly African, is not primarily associateidh the Bantu
branch of Niger-Congo languages, nor primarily wkhoisan
languages (the remaining African language phylahNal@ Saharan
and Afroasiatic); before the Arab and Europeanadsointo Africa,
Africa south of the Equator was predominantly BaotuKhoisan
speaking
3. A handful of attestations in Central to West Atiai nowhere else in Asia
a. This suggests that the spiked wheel-trap is assac@nly with one
particular, relatively recent, phase in the cultumad linguistic
history of Eurasia, and with fairly limited lingtiso-cultural
clusters emerging in that connection: Eurasiatiltaic, possibly
also Sino-Caucasian > North Caucasian, but whag¢appto be a
Causasian attestation could also be Altaic or Orali
4. No attestations in the Americds
a. In many global distributional analyses (notably thre field of
comparative ethnography and comparative mytholothgre is a
tendency is found towards cultural (e.g. mytholadigarallelism
between the Americas and sub-Saharan Affictine absence of

13 perhaps the spiked wheel trap did occur in the N®arld, after all,cf. Fig. 8. However, a
bibliographical search could not confirm any othéestations than those already listed by Lindblom
1935. Tufton’s (1899, 1901) fairly exhaustive dissions do not mention this type of trap. Perhaps
specialists in the comparative study of the mattetitiure of hunting could bring clarity on thisipt

14 Cf. Berezkin 2007, 2008a, 2008b; van Binsbergen 2026@6b. Alsocf. the close relationships
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American attestations suggests that the spiked Ivtlege was an
isolated invention made after the majority of Amoani parent
populations had already left West, Central and IN&st Asia for
the Americas. This indicates that as a culturakimion the spiked
wheel trap is not connected with the linguistic ¢nagphyla of
Amerind and Na-Dene, nor with Sino-Caucasian whscklosely
affiliated with Na-Dene. In that case the attestatof the spiked
wheel trap in Tibet may not be linked with Sino-@ién but with
Eurasiatic > Altaic or Uralic
5. No attestations in Oceania
a. Again, this indicates that the spiked wheel trapragatively

confined in space and relatively recent in timeasihot connected
with the linguistic macrophylum of Austric — butrpaps limited
opportunities for larger game hunting in Oceanthtle the spiked
wheel trap being dropped as a cultural item when,racent
millennia, Oceania came to be populated, from BaSouth East
Asia.

6. No attestations in Australia / New Guinea, everugtohere hunting and
collecting has continued to dominate to a largeemixthan in most other
continents

a. Despite the extensive African distribution this ftons that the
spiked wheel trap does not belong to Pandora’s Boather words
does not predate the Out of Africa Exodus 80-6@BRa this also
makes a spread of this artefacto Africa (along with the Back
into Africa migration from c. 15 ka BP) more likellyan the other
way around, a spread out of Africa

7. A few attestations in Europe: several literary ome$sraeco-Roman
Antiquity,*® and one Central Danube valley

between the African macrophyla and the Amerind wmgltylum, as branches of *Borean — see below.

15 Meanwhile there is an important methodologicalnpdb be considered here. Lindblom easily
assumed spoked circular patterns to be evidencéhefspiked wheel trap, but there are other
possibilities, as the common Australian rock artifaf Fig. 9 suggests: an un-datable specimen of
Australian rock art, of the fairly common type,igsted to be at least 6 ka old (Stubbs 1978: 21). |
the context of Australian studies, such patterescammonly considered solar. Rival interpretations
would consider this a spider’s net (but there wgidespread mythological / cosmological identifioati

of the spider and the sun). Formally, there is mate possibility that we are dealing here with a
representation of a spiked wheel trap; howeverdhliom’s global distribution of attested spiked whee
trap and their representation seems to defy suéhtarpretation, in this Australian case

In general, the circle and spiral as a cosmologatif associated with time, seasons, emergence,
energy etc. is so widespread and anciehtMal'ta Central Asia Upper Palaeolithic — the pnasble
region and period of the speakers of *Borean), éimainterpretation of such common motifs in terrhs o
a particular type of animal trap seems too simplktao materialisticaf. Fig. 10).

18 Lindblom mentions Xenophon, Pollux and Gratiusgeais. On Graeco-Roman nomenclature of this
type of trap, he adds (Lindblom 1935: 6):

‘for the spiked wheel-trap the Romans used the ligijmn pedica dentata (pedicheing the
generic word for foot-snares), @odagra,the Greek term. Another Greek name for it is
podostraphaBoth these words were, however, no doubt used dooting foot-snares in a
general way. Although no positive assertion is llikeo be forthcoming on this point, it
appears to me not unlikely that the Romans leaomh the Greeks the use of this trap’.

My explanation is different: both the Greek and theman attestations are to be attributed to the
Mediterranean-Pelasgian cultural substrate (vast&rgen 2009, see below).
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Fig. 12. Rock art from Northern Califorriia

Fig. 13. Solar or web-like pattern in prehistoriagtralian rock art (after (Stubbs 1978)

Fig. 14. Dotted spirals and, on the reverse, snligde=lines on a centrally perforated
tablet from the Mal'ta site, Lake Baikal, ca. 21BR (Irkutsk museum, Siberia,
Russian Federation}

" Source: Institute for Research on World Systent, mith the caption: ‘Figure 2: Rock Art from
Northern California — From: Christopher Chase-Dusmd Bruce Lerro,Social Change: World
Historical Social Transformationgorthcoming from Allyn and Bacon’ (= Chase-DunnL&rro 2005).
The central dot is also found, for instance, in Ausstralian example of Fig. 9; in the ‘solar’ motif
Carschenna rock 3 (Rethic Alps, Graubunden, Switmd), Arca 1996; and at Capisca, Lluta,
Northern Chile (van Hoek, n.d.). A relatively oMesolithic, spider depiction appears in the Cirdge

la Mola Remigia, Gasulla cafion, Castellon, Spaian{® & Maringer 1952: 139). The motif is so
elementary and so close to nature (spider’'s wedi)ahy suggestion of a historical connection betwee
these and numerous other instances worldwide, etff@ suggestion (van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b)
that the mytheme of the cosmogonic solar spiderpsalsably in Pandora’s Box.

18 Cf. Sofferet al. 2001 and references cited there.
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4. Towards alternative models of historical reconstruction
explaining the geographic distribution of the spiked wheel
trap

Considering these many salient points in the pogztlistribution of the spiked
wheel trap, a limited number of alternative exptame present themselves:

4.1. From Pandora’s Box (the pre-Out of Africa cultural heritage of
Anatomically Modern Humans)

1. A sub-Saharan African origin, which also would sesfga dating no later than
the second sally out of Africa (c. 60 ka BP), foatt would be the most
conspicuous context for sub-Saharan African treotanake an impact on
Europe and Asia (Fig. 15). What strongly arguesragahis explanation is
that traits from Pandora’s Box, as the original twal heritage of
Anatomically Modern Humans, should be far more wptead — in fact, such
traits are primarily identified by their near-unigal distribution amongst
cultures in historical times. Strictly speakinge tut-of-Africa Exodus, in
two sallies (c. 80 ka BP and c. 60 ka BP) werethetonly opportunities for
African cultural material to massively spread tadpe and Africa: while the
Anatomically Modern Human population of Europe kygderived from
Africa from c. 40 ka BP, bringing cultural formsathhad been very
considerably diversified, transformed and innovaieside Asiaafter the
Exodus from Africa €f. van Binsbergen 2006a, 2006b), we may also assume
that a trickle of Palaeo-African (i.e. pre-Out-ofriga traits locally evolved
inside Africa after the Exodus) was directly tramsad North, from sub-
Saharan Africa into Europe and West Asia, bringiagh archaic traits as the
mytheme of the earth as the primary origin of huknah hence the cult of the
land; the veneration/taboo of the spider, etc.; dn@x, also such Palaeo-
African traits directly transmitted North would s in much wider
distributions in Eurasia, Oceania and the Ameritiasn now found with the
spiked wheel trap.

Fig. 15. Proposed historical reconstruction (a) idém origin.
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4.2. Eurasian origins

2.

*Borean: An origin in Central Asia, with subsequent expansim the wings
of the disintegration of *Borean, which means apsed dating c. 25 ka BP
(Fig. 12)!° Convergence between Altaic (Mongolian), Uralic,daaven
African (e.g. modern Bantu-speaking) and Northemefican cultures can be
seen in several fields of life, e.g. basketry, mgtechniques (although the
present type of trap apparently did not make itAtoerica), puberty rites,
games and gaming/divination implements. This suggésat the spiked wheel
trap, as an invention, could belong to the peridieny in Central Asia,
*Borean was disintegrating into its constituentrmta phyla, and when within
Eurasiatic proto-African, Altaic and Uralic had ngdt dissociated, although
proto-Amerind and proto-Dene-Sino-Caucasian hadwever, if we thus
situate the invention of the spiked wheel trap e earlier phases of the
disintegration of Eurasiatic, i.e. to the Late Uppalaeolithic (c. 15-10 ka
BP), we run again into the difficulty that such emote past, and such an
association with a linguistic macro-phylum, wouldhast inevitably produce a
very wide and smooth distribution pattern, extegd{hke Eurasiatic itself)
over most of Northern and much of Southern Euréisiaddition to Africa,
with the phyla Nilo-Saharan and Niger-Congo — th#el probably in a
daughter relation vis-a-vis the former). What wedfinstead is a very local
and narrow, patchy distribution in Eurasia, coupleith a more generous
distribution across the Northern half of Africa pnl

Fig. 16. Proposed historical reconstruction: (b)dian

e

¥1n an earlier draft of this argument | had incldde discussion of the possible origin of the spiked
wheel trap in the region where North Caucasian uaggs are spoken, as a branch of the Sino-
Caucasian macrophylum. | have suppressed this sismy partly because of the now despised,
biblical and Hamitic-thesis connotations of theadaf a Caucasian origin; and partly because the
Caucasus is not a likely epicentre of long-rangeguistic and cultural dispersal. If we accept

Staroshin’s *Borean hypothesis, then the disintiédgmaof *Borean into Sino-Caucasian, Eurasiatic

(Uralic, Altaic, Indo-European, Dravidian, Kartvati, etc.), Afroasiatic, Austric, and American and

African languages, did not in the first place tpkaece in the Caucasus, but most probably far nwre t

the East, in Central Asia — near the proposed ‘@mnynPelasgian realm’ of the Pelasgian hypothesits, b

c. 15 ka earlier.
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A note on the Pelasgian hypothedtser since the late 1960s, and especially during
the last fifteen years, | have been occupied withdollection and analysis of a large
volume of distributional ethnographic, linguistiarchaeological and mythological
data, relating to such topics as the socio-relgjistucture in the eastern outskirts of
the Atlas mountains, Tunisia, southern shore of Ntegliterranean; the nature and
origin of royal court culture and mythology amorite tNkoya people of Zambia,
South Central Africa; the comparative history oftgwf affliction and of divination
systems in Africa, Asia and Europe; the ethnicifyttee Sea Peoples of the Late
Bronze Age Mediterranean; the Black Athena debaténgiated by Martin Bernal
(1987-2006); a world-wide comparative study of kapskin symbolism; African
cosmogonic myths in global diachronic perspectie comparative mythology of
flood myths worldwide; Stephen Oppenheimer's (19%8inda hypothesis, which
claims a decisive constitutive cultural influencemamating from Indonesia upon
Western Asia including the Ancient Near East anel Bible world from the early
Holocene onward; the nature and origin of the Grgel of fire and metallurgy
Hephaestus; a cyclical transformation system ahelds, fond in all three continents
of the Old World, and probably at the root of thhenyal matter identified by the pre-
Socratic Greek philosophers as water (Thales)(Aawaximenes), fire (Heraclitus),
and all three plus earth added (Empedocles); Japatreation myths. Admittedly,
this list looks like an inventory of work of a s¢aowho, unwisely, acknowledges no
boundaries between specificalised fields of sclsbigrand who sees no limits to his
own competence; yet all these topics hang closefyether since they were all
initiated and executed as logical further steps sustained process, in which | sought
to offer the empirical data and the interpretatimedels relating to the underlying
unity of Old World cultures and languages, of whitly ethnographi, historical,
comparative and intercultural-philosophical workdeane increasingly aware at an
intuitive, pre-scientific level.

As one of the tools promising to create order aerdss of the unmistakable
comparative trends emerging from this corpus, lehagcently formulated (van
Binsbergen, in press) the Pelasgian hypothesianastegrative perspective on long-
range ethnic, cultural, linguistic and genetic riffes encompassing Africa, Europe,
and Asia. This hypothesis proposes an originaimary Pelasgian realm in Neolithic
Central Asia, which due to westbound population ements in the Early and Middle
Bronze Ages (greatly facilitated by Central Asiasoralists’ achievements the rise
of horse-riding and of chariot technology) led ke testablishment of a secondary
Mediterranean-Pelasgian realm by the Late Bronze. Adthough linguistically and
ethnically heterogeneous (so that the term ‘Pedasgian only be employed as an
analytical label, without one-to-one correspondeteehe ethnic distinctions the
historical actors themselves were making), the arymand secondary Pelasgian
realms stood out by a package of traits; individirdlasgian’ population groups
never displayed the entire package, but displayteti@ency to adopt a fair number of
them selectively, and on that basis yet had a Wasisthnico-political identification
with other such groups. As many as 80 Pelasgidts thave been identified. The

20 A full list is presented in van Binsbergen & Wouilten, in press: chapter 28. Here also the
distributional structure of the ‘cross-model’ isnadenstrated: emerging in West Central Asia as the
Primary Pelasgian Realm, and spreading, througth@uBronze Age, westward in the West Asia and
the Mediterranean, from the Middle Bronze Age ond dargely on the wings of horse-riding and
chariot technology, Pelasgian traits are selegtitehnsmitted in all four directions: west to the
Western Mediterranean and the Celtic World; nootlthe Uralic and Germanic world; East across the
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distribution maps suggest that also the spiked wvtrap may be interpreted as a
Pelasgian trait, as under the following pointsayl (4)

3. Secondary, Mediterranean-PelasgianAn origin in the proposed
Mediterranean-Pelasgian realm, which suggests azBrd\ge dating, with
subsequent spread to Central and East Asia, aadAfnica, on the wings of
horse-riding and chariot technology (Fig. 13). Whagues against this
interpretation is that the Mediterranean atteststiare so few, and while there
are (in horse-riding and chariot technologies) gmiged mechanisms to
explain cultural transmission from the Mediterramda the entire Eurasian
Steppe belt all the way to the Pacific, there issnoh mechanism to explain
such transmission exclusively to Central Asia (wehire spiked wheel trap is
relatively frequent), skipping both West Asia arasEAsia (where the trap is
virtually absent).

Fig. 17. Proposed historical reconstruction: (c) dierranean-Pelasgian origin, then
into Asia and Africa)

4. Primary, Central Asian Pelasgiartiowever, if the Mediterranean Pelasgian
realm is seen as only a secondary branch of a origamal Pelasgian realm
situated in Central Asia by the Late Neolithic,rtheis more likely that the

Eurasian Steppe to East Asia, with diversions tatfs@nd South East Asia; and south across the
Sahara into sub-Saharan Africa — notably the afeeravNiger-Congo (> Bantu) is spoken in historical
times. A selection of proposed Pelasgian traitduthes (order is arbitrary): gold mining and
metallurgy, gold-smithing; relatively early adoptiand transmission (if not invention) of iron-wargi
technology; veneration of a Mother goddess asstiatth bees; male genital mutilation in at least
part of the realm; territorial cults centring onrthashrines, often in the form drms with divination
function; a central flood myth and a creation mytlgy centring on the primal emergence of Land
from Water, with the Primal Waters personified agrgin Creator Goddess; military prowess and pre-
marital sexual license of (young) women; veneratibma divine pair of opposite gender (e.g. Athena
and Poseidon, Athena and Hephaestus, NUANa and Fu Xi«'0 associated with the installation of
culture and world order — there are indications tha Graeco-Roman claim bfcus Tritonis / S al-
Jerd (modern Southern Tunisia) as birth place of Athemgors an earlier, more eastern, Central
Asian birthplace by a major inland lake, and sudhraring occurs in other ancient place names
including Iberia, Libya, and Africa / Ifriqa; relaely early adoption and transmission of chariot
technology; veneration of a solar god; headhunsind skull cult; common genetic background; boat
cult, perhaps associated with the afterlife.
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Central Asian attestations are the oldest ones, #rel East Asian,
Mediterranean, other European and African onesve@rfrom there with the
spread of horse and chariot technologies (Fig. 14).

If the spiked wheel trap was invented in CentralaAsve have the
limited, and rather recent, context in space inetimhich would be
commensurate with the distribution of that impleméinwould then also
have diffused into the Mediterranean region, amthér into Africa, with

the diffusion of the chariot, as marked by Sahak rart (Lhote 1959;
Mauny 1947, 1955). Therefore what emerges as thet nikely

explanatory model for the distribution of the spikerheel trap is the
Pelasgian model.

Fig. 18. Proposed historical reconstruction (faved): (d) Primary Pelasgian origin
in Central Asia, then to secondary, MediterraneafaBgian realm, then on into
Africa)

g -

5. Formal cultural systems whose distribution is similar to
that of the spiked wheel trap: Mankala, geomantic
divination, and belief in a unilateral mythical being

Although we have no arrived at a convincing altéuea explanation, above |
mentioned the possibility of interpreting the pregerance of the spiked wheel trap in
Africa as a sign of origin in that continent. Treere argument has been made (Culin
1896; Kassibo 1992; Traoré 1979; van Binsbergeri7)f8%or a few other formal

%L The conspicuous and consistent African presenceedch of these four distributions, has given
earlier interpreters (including myself) the impiiessof an essentially African phenomenon that
happens to have spilled over transcontinentally Eirasia. Thus geomantic divination (known under
such famous African forms as Ifa, Sikidy, Hakata)ankala, and the Luwe unilateral mythical
character have been presented as essentially Afdoéural elements occasionally wandering into
Eurasia, e.g. in the wake of major population moeets from Africa to Asia, trade, voluntary labour
migration, and forced migration in the context &Every. No unequivocal evidence of such African-
Eurasian movement at a substantial scale in Hoteares is however available. In Afrocentric cigcle
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cultural systems which have an Old-World distribatwell comparable with that of
the spiked wheel trap:

the mankalamathematical board game (revolving on the ruleeted
redistribution of a given number of tokens amongigen number of
ordered positions, arranged in two to four rowsy a

geomantic divination, where a random generatioa ¢hsting of wooden
or ivory tablets, shells, etc.) produces a finitisu@lly 2) specific and
named configurations, which are subsequently iné¢ed by reference to
a fixed, memorised interpretational catalogue.

Moreover, in the mythological domain, also the nwahfigure that has only one
side to his or her body (described by von Sicari819 under the generic term of
‘Luwe’) has a similar Old-World distribution. Theonld distributions of these traits
are given in Figures 15-17.

Fig. 19. Mankala: Distribution of the various types

Note: the New World distribution is entirely dugdoced trans-Atlantic migration in
the second half of the 2nd mill. CE (after van Bargen 1997)

B Neolithic mankala;  uncertain;
O 2-row mankala;[] 3-row mankal®4 4-nmankala

the case of highly pigmented populations in thed@aus / Pontic area (Abkhazians etc.), and that of
the often highly pigmented Dravidian-speaking patiohs of Southern India and Sri Lanka as well as
the so-called ‘Untouchables’ (Dallit) often of slarilevels of pigmentation, is often cited as probf
substantial African settlement in Upper Palaedittimes of more recently . However, so far these
claims have not found support in modern molecutaregics, which allows (albeit at the price of huge
error distributions, in other words with great urasty, as far as dating is concerned) for detaile
reconstructions of populations movements. But ashaxe seen above, tate of the art genetics sees,
instead, a Back-into-Africa movement from the UpPataeolithic onward (Hammet al. 1998; Coia

et al. 2002; Crucianiet al. 2005; Underhill 2004). Therefore, contrary to mgrlerAfrocentrist
interpretation of mankala and geomantic divinatiwan Binsbergen 1997), | now believe that the
proper interpretation is just opposite: these asemtially West Central Asian traits, taken in all
directions by the dynamics of the cross model, inabmparably more successful in sub-Saharan
Africa than in other parts of the Old World.
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Fig. 20. World distribution of geomantic divination

Note: the New World distribution is entirely dugfdoced trans-Atlantic migration in
the second half of thé®mill. CE (after van Binsbergen 1997)
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Fig. 21. World distribution of the belief in a ualiéral mythical being

'I.i o "

. von Sicard’s (1968-1969) attestations of the uniktBgure outside Africa
O Aattestation of the unilateral figure from other sosrtiean von Sicard 1968-1968;

.

: ":. generalised extent of von Sicard’s numerous Africéessations of the unilateral figure

.
.

Sources for this mapZon Sicard’s 1968-69 sources are fully referendattitional references are the

following. Willis 1994: 108 (the Mongolian ‘old wtd man’ — apparently belonging to a widespread
class of white cosmogonic gods —, who was onceamashistic god ruling heaven and earth; he was
converted by Buddha, and on that occasion his magitd became his walking stick — the pole is a
major attribute of the unilateral figure in von &id’'s analysis. Then there is the Irish Fomhorians
(Willis 1994: 180), descendants of Ham son of , so by traditional implication dark-skinned; they

are supposed to have only one leg and one arnmresondateral. The club theme reappears (Cotterell
1989: 81) in Irish mythology with the mythical DagfiDaghdha ], obese, ‘dragging a gigantic club on
wheel’ (cf. lons 1980: 151) and in other sources he, toogpsited to be white. Among the African

Lugbara (Congo and Uganda) we find (Cotterell 198%) the god Adroa, good as sky god, evil as
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earth god, and having only one side to his bodyinthan mythology we meet (Cotterell 1989: 186)
Vinata, one of the daughters of the Prajapati Dakstho lays two eggs, Garuda is born from one
unbroken egg but Aruna (dawn) comes from the bragm hence is only unilateral. Also among the
‘Hottentots’ (now preferably referred to as Namagdre is (Cotterell 1989: 204) the unilateral monste
Hai-uri. In Chinese mythology the bird Ji& has only one wing and one eye, hence is effegtivel
unilateral. A unilateral being is also attested agithe Masai (Julien 1959), as, characteristicalty,
attorney of the High God Engai: a former god sulodiog a more dominant newcomer god, and with
considerable parallels in the Ancient Near EastthedBible.

6. Conclusion

Overlooking these four distributions, of spiked whé&rap, mankala board games,
geomantic divination, and the belief in a unilatengthical being, all four with their
abundant African incidences and relatively patchyraSian ones, one could,
admittedly, try to take recourse to the hypothesisnplicitly favoured by recent
Afrocentrist thought — of an African origin, withulssequent spread to Eurasia.
However, the overall flow of genes, languages,uraltraits and mythologies, from
the Neolithic onward, appears to i¢o Africa much rather than out of sub-Saharan
Africa,?? but we know that scholars’ paradigms tend to cefiiee geopolitics of these
scholar's times and their class position within teerld system — it is therefore
conceivable that the impression of a receptive cafris merely a hegemonic
imposition and nothing more. In the Neolithic, tthen fertile Sahara formed the
southwestern part of a region of ecological anducal innovation — an Extended
Fertile Crescent reaching — via the Nile Valley akmhtolia — all the way to East
Asia, and featuring as the seed bed for all thatg@d World civilisations, from
Egypt to Sumer and the Shang. In this Extendedil&e@irescent, considerable
exchanges of genes, languages and cultural itenss Imawe taken place, and for all
we know Africa participated and contributed to tkigsstem as much as the other
constituent regions. However, in post-Neolithic ésn there is hardly any hard
evidence of a flow out of sub-Saharan Africafore the massive, initially mainly
forced, intercontinental migrations of the secoatf of the second millennium CE.

But then, Afrocentrists might object, should not éour distributions in themselves
be taken to constitute such evidence? That questinorbe answered if we are able to
situate these distributions in time. For mankalat tis not difficult: the oldest
attestations are from the West Asian Neolithic éBhe and Jordan), c. 6-5 ka BP.
The typological variaties of the unilateral mythgilcal being have been exhaustively
explored by von Sicard (1968-1969), and its compled heterogeneous associations
as a god of the hunting, weather (which is maimhpartant in an agricultural
context), cattle, and metallurgy bring togetherntbe that, with the exception of
hunting, are Neolithic and later. What few non-nrodgpecimens of the spiked wheel
trap Lindblom could identify (and | have not beebleato find more) is late
predynastic Egyptian (3500 BCE) at the earliesf thé Hierakonpolic depiction

22 As has been brought out convincingly in tBkck Athenadebate, the case of Ancient Egypt is
clearly different, which is why it figures massiyeéh Afrocentrist arguments; however, too complex t
be discussed here, my views on this point are sitely covered in my contributions to this debate.

3 Rollefson 1992; Kirkbride 1966.
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gualifies as such a trap, after all. For geomadhtrmation there seems to be no direct
archaeological evidence, but the comparative ecieldman Binsbergen 1997, 2009)
suggests that it is closely related to a cosmo#dgisystem revolving on a
transformative cycle of a handful of elements (Watdre, Air, etc.), traces of which
are found all over Eurasia and even in sub-SahAfana, which might suggest a
Neolithic context but more readily the kind of p@td World distribution associated
with the horse and chariot technologies of the adgd Bronze Age. Although the
evidence is not conclusive, all this does not saggeunique sub-Saharan origin for
our four items of formal culture.

It is my contention that mankala board games, gatimdivination, and the belief in
a unilateral mythical being have a distribution i&amto that of the spiked wheel trap,
because their cultural history has been essentihiéysamean origin in the primary
Pelasgian realm, subsequent sporadic spread to pdines of Eurasia, and from the
Late Bronze Age onward immensely successful spadlanier sub-Saharan Africa. If
mankala, geomantic divination (and we may add:dpiked wheel trap, and in the
linguistic field perhaps even substantial elemeawotsards proto-Niger-Congo and
proto-Nilo-Saharan), were traits that after verynimial beginnings in Neolithic
Central Asia, and westbound itinerary via Egypt aondsibly the Maghrib, happened
into Africa and there underwent very massive exjgmso as to end up as African
items par excellence- so much so even that to suggest a non-Africangm@nce is
an almost an act of sacrilege and racism — this aagt about the nature of cultural
dynamics inside the African continent in the last/fmillennia. It is as if sub-Saharan
Africa constituted, for the purpose of these formdtural systems, a relatively empty
ecological niche — fallow cultural territory thadudd be taken over by culturally and
technologically superior immigrants. Although paaksngly collected and processed
factual data do not seem to leave me an alternatimeust admit that this sounds
unpleasantly like the Hamitic thesis. But thereoise essential difference that,
ideologically, may constitute the saving graceld present analysis: the Pelasgian-
associated groups making inroads into Africa frowa tate Bronze Age onward, and
bringing, presumably, the formal cultural systemsler consideration here, were not
in the first place or primarilyHamitics’, in the sense of what this term would have
meant among early century scholars: speakers of Afroasiatic’. Althbuhey may
have been culturally and linguistically heterogargegroups, they were non invading
non-Africans, but ratheproto-Africans, in fertile cultural, linguistic angenetic
interaction with the populations they found alreagbttled in the African continent,
and they were carrying *Borean elements towardstwee principal African language
phyla Niger-Congo and Nilo-Saharan, as well as tbemal cultural systems that
were to be installed at the heart of the moderncAfr cultures emerging in that
continent from the Late Bronze Age onwé&td.

24 For a more extensive discussion of the fundamadittdrences between my Pelasgian hypothesis
and the Hamitic thesis of the early"2@entury.cf. van Binsbergen (in press).
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Fig. 22. An African drum constructed, essentiadly a spiked wheel trap tautly
covered with skif?

The Pelasgian hypothesis does far more than expdpithe remarkable
distribution pattern of such a relatively insigoént cultural item as the spiked wheel
trap: it allows that humble implement to be raisedhe status of an index fossil,
revealing essential steps in the cultural histdrifoica.

There even appears to be a link between the spikel trap, and what many
Africans and outside observers would consider taetral feature of traditional
African life: the African drum. In these musicalstruments ¢f. Fig. 18), often the
skin is stretched over the circular end of the dreytinder, and fastened by pegs
driven into the cylinder — thus if the skin is rered, we have something that looks
very much like a spiked wheel trap. This type igaialy common in South Central
Africa (Zambia, Zimbabwe) — where the spiked whigap hardly occurs. In other
parts of Africa (e.g. the West Africgembg, the skin is more typically stretched with
cords, like in West and South Asia. Is the Southt¢ African drum a transforma-
tion of the spiked wheel trap — or perhaps therottay around?

By a very long shot, we might even suggest that

(@) the spoked wheel, the major technological advanéerming the
chariot revolution that conquered the Old Worldnr&azakhstan c.
2000 BCE, and

(b) (b) the spiked-wheel trap

derived from a common technological inspirationtHat case we may be inclined to
give precedence to the more ancient mode of pramydhat of hunting, and see the
spoked wheel as descending, in part, from the dpikeeel trap; however, the
restrictive global distribution of the spiked whdehp, arguably originating from
Central Asia, also makes it conceivable that thegticmship is the other way around.

% Source: this photograph was adapted, with thans): Anonymous, n.d. (c).
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Meanwhile we should realise that the Pelasgian tingsis identifies only one of
several major processes informing African cultyrad- and proto-history in the last
handful of millennia. Geneticists have discoverddhttthe ‘Back-into-Africa’
movement, in addition to a Western Eurasian compipriead a major component
from East and South East Asia (Fig. 23). ClearyRrelasgian hypothesis needs to be
combined with a model highlighting the latter kiodl influences; Oppenheimer’s
(1998) Sunda hypothesis appears to offer part efahswer, and although | have
elsewhere disputed its claims in the comparativéholggical field (van Binsbergen
with Marc Isaak 2008), for other aspects of Africautural history it looks very
promising (van Binsbergen, in preparation; van Bergen & Woudhuizen, in press).

Fig. 23. Transcontinental continuities in the ‘Backo-Africa’ movement (Underhill
2004)
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