ON ETRUSCO-AEGEAN QUESTIONS. I:
~ HERODOTUS' HISTORY AS A MAIN
SOURCE ON ETRUSCAN ORIGINS

by Ledn Croizal |

" It is the purpose of these notes to bring to a synthesis
phases of profo-history in and arcund the Aegean and Tyr-
rhenian seas which current literature views as hardly rela-
fed. Stress is placed in turn throughout this literature on Etrus-
can, Minoan, Mycenean, Phoenician, Aegean, etc.,, problems
as if each one problem were self-standing, which is rather
plainly not the case, This affirmation is not intended to imply
that the authors in this literature are uninformed of the com-
prehensive nature of the issues they face in one or the other
corner of the map. No one interested in efruscology is today
unaware of the fact, for example, that an “etruscoid” langua-
ge was written and spoken in the island of Lemnos in the
Northern Aegean Sea before the Athenian conquest some five
centuries before the current era. The nature of the bond thus
standing between the shores of Lemnos and the strands of
the Arno has, however, remained thus far so obscure that au-
thors specialized in eiruscology implicitly assume that their
-coneclusions concernings doings in Italian Tuscany will not
suffer if they largely ignore what went .on in an around Ae-
gean Lemmnos. However enflered, this assumption is demons-
trably unfortunate on account of its making light of a bond
of first, not last, importance.
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My inferest in Etrusco-Aegean questions is of course not
professional. T am known in science, perhaps, as author of
works on biogeography and botany, not an historian or the
like. Because of this, T am not supposed —in the light of the
standards now current— to know anything at all of the sub-
jects with which I am presently to deal. Of course, I cannot
have open quarrel. with standards of the kind, but I may ob-
serve that a study of the biogeography of, e. g, Hominidae
inevitably leads to considerations on the prehistory, proto-his-
tory, finally history of Homo sapiens. One may “specialize”
in the biogeography of Hominidae and the “prehistory” of
Homo sapiens as entirely distinct aspects of knowledge only
at the price of ignoring the rudiment that time and space are
basic considerations for either and both, To be explicit: Bio-
geographic and historic method, respectively, have a great
deal in common, whether the student of dispérsal and history,
protohistory, prehistory, ete., is individually aware of it or
not hardly matters. It is not what man is pleased to believe
but intrinsic fittingness which determines the level that know-
ledge -—any form of knowledge, in fact— may ultimately
attain.

" The Mediterranean region offers unique interest from ihe
standpoint of biogeography -because three different worlds
come into contact within its ranges, there also determﬁxing a
fourth., The three worlds that there meet are —an easy guess
indeed— Asia, Africa and the Americas, and their confluence
determines a fourth world, Europe, which even when self-
standing in appearance yet never fails to exhibit links con-
necting it abroad. In history and related sciences, the pano-
rama is not quite as vast, for America is out of the picture.
However, Africa, Asia and Europe do intimately team around
the Mediterranean shores, and then from the ages when man
first rose to better than simian status. It is sure that Equus
_caballus. and Culsu are in Mediterranean range not exactly
the same stuff, but no one may understand the former better
than the latter, and the other way around, who does not

know thaf time and space are of the essence of the “transmigra-

tions” of both.

When canvassing the doings of man in Mediterranean
range as a byproduct of my interest in the distribution of
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plants and animals, I felt challenged by the origins and mi-
grations of a “nation” usually identified as “Pelasgian”, The
subject was manifestly “mysterious”, and of vast scope and
significance. I hardly need say thaf, intending to get at least
a few bearings on a subject of the kind, I turned first of ali
to the pages of the Greek historian Hercdotus who, as I hap-
pened to recall from a much earlier day, had written about
“Pelasgians”. I would never think of giving to the press these
notes had I not speedily learned that Herodotus is today ra-

‘ther less well understood than advisable by reason of the in-

herent quality of his reports on “Pelasgians” and much else.
This being the case, I will in the first part of these notes ana-
lyse the Herodotan understanding of “Pelasglans” as a preli”
minary toward more general conclusions. It is my distinct
feeling that, whatever he may eventually conclude, a student
of Etrusco-Aegean questions had better exacfly know what
Herodotus did say right at the start.

John Linton Myres —trustworthy authority by common
consent among students of classical Greek language and his-
tory— wrote in a signed article: Pelasgians, contributed to The
Encyclopedia Britannica, Eleventh Edition, (Handy Volume},
Vol. XXI, p. 65. 1911,(1) as follows: “Herodotus... describes
actual Pelasgians surviving and mutually intelligible (a) at
Placie and Scylace on the Asiatic shore of the Hellespont, and
(b) near Creston on the Strymon; in the latter avea they have
“Tyrrhenian” “neighbours”™. A recent edition of Herodotus

" issued in Italy (Bassi, D.; Erodoto, II Primo Libro delle Storie,

fo. to p. 61-62. 1956), though admitting that “Creston” might
be a misspelling of “Croton” (not, however, Croton in Southern
Italy), places Creston: “Nella penisola Calcidica sul golfo
‘Termaico”, which wholly agrees with Myres’ understanding.
Tyrrhenian is understocd by Bassi probably to mean “dwel-

(1) It showld be idle to praise this monaomental work which had among
its acknowledged contributors Myres, Savee, Hogarth, etc, Proper
bibliography is given in its pages even for unsigned entries covering
mythology, historical events, ete. Implicit reference to it will be

© had throughout these notes unless alterations are advised by better
Inowledge following 1911.
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ling in towers” which, as we are to learn, is suggestive whether
fully correct or Iess than so.

Pallottino, who at this date is virtually the final authority
in everything of etruscology, understands the matter otherwise,
In a work widely circulated in different languages (1), pp.
53-54, he shows himself together with the rest of modern cri-
tics as “either definitely skeptical or extremely cautious” con-
cerning Greek tradition. He sees as © equally baseless histo-
rically for the most part the whole series of traditions. concer-
ning the Pelasgians”; and he submits that Hellanicus® iden-
tification of the Etruscans with the Pelasgians is: “Largely a
learned hypothesis based on toponymic similarities and due
to the mania (sic) for looking everywhere in the world around
Greece for traces of the Pelasgians”. Indeed, Pallottino holds
Hellanicus to be proved wrong; “By the fact that other writers
did speak of a Pelasgian cecupation of Etruria, but earlier
than ,or, in any case distinet from that of the Tyrrhenians,
and that geographers vaguely refer to a land of the Pelas-
gians somewhere in Italy close to the land of the Etruscans”.
Making pointed reference to two lesser worlks of his own, 1940
and 1948-1949, he coucludes admitting: “The possibility that
ancient tradition, recorded by Herodotus himself (1,57), as
to the presence in Italy (at Cortona?) and in the Aegean (Hel-
lespont) of Pelasgians speaking the same tongue, can... be
based upon observed affinities between the pre-Hellenic eth-
nic substrata of the two areas in question”. In a chapter fol-
lowing of his opus magnum (p. 75), Pallotting states, howe-
ver, that: “We cannot overlook fhe unanimous testimonies
given by historical tradition: they all speak of a far-reaching
domination of the sea on the part of the Tyrrhenians or Etrus-
-cans”, citing here in support the author of the “Homeric” hymn
to Dionysus, for whom the god was ravished by Tyrrhenian
pirates whom Dionysus eventually turned into dolphins. He
thus continues: “Under the name of Pelasgians, they were
also held responsible for the stealing of Hera’s statue on the

{1} I have hefore me, and will constantly rvefer to, the 1956 reimpression
in English (“Pelican Brooks”) of Pallottino, M,: The Etruscans,
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$
isle of Samos (Athenaeus, XV, 12), for the rape of Brauz';))lllusi
wives in Attica and the conquest and sack' of AthensD'O
tarch, de mul. virt., 8; Aetia gr., 21; Eustathlu§, Comm. l f r;:
591--- Philochorus, 5)”. To complete, at least in part,Bt1 er "
cor:i I should mention (this time on my own) that the 111 auroe
éffair is twice spoken of by Herodotus (4,145; 6,13_8) wh .02;;1“3)-
dits it to Lemnian Pelasgians; and that Pausamas.1 (l'i: ,n‘
claims that the temple of Athena Salpinx (A.thena t~116; Trur
peteer) (¥) in Argos was evected by a Pelasggian Tyrrhene.

In consideration of the evidence here but s_ummarﬂy o_utA
lined pointing to a sharp difference of opinion concernm(g{
Herodotus: 1,57, wherein Creston is mentioned, Myers an

‘Bassi placing Creston in Thrace, Pallottino in Italy, possibly

in vi ' i ttled position of Pal-
tona; in view of the manﬁegﬂy unse ition ¢ )
g’ifir?o in regard of the credibility of Greek tradition insofar

(1) Tradition credits to Tyrrhenians the invention. of the tr}n‘np(;t, i]{lgg
both Etruscans and Phrygians were accomp.hshedf _mus(llcgaﬁ us on
Vacano, O, 'W. (Die Etrusker, p. 92. 1955} cites Silius a cf,the
Punica) VII, 483; VIII, 488; for the statement that. thehus;, ot gy
frumpel in war spread through Italy from PODUIO{IIEIJI. The1 a;: that
{he Romans bodily took from the Etruscans the wo_xd. subulo 1 %ene
as meaningful as that it was Marsyas, a Phrygian god 5[); si t]:;
who felt equal to the task of challenging Ap.ollo —asti : e mﬂ{er
claimed— fo a musical contest. Judge .of the trial was s ano her
Phrygian, Midas, the king, who having pronounced Marsyas ho
winner (according to one version _of ﬂ_u?, myth, at lea§t) wa.sn re
warded for his pains by Apolle with his ears hecommg. ?5111 d(;
Fact, plausible tradition, m%trigt}llt myﬂ}f ;:E]?;ev;fe ;ﬁe ‘%21?12%1?1115”,
rhyme to the same, that 1s, they uni ons

rhenians of Ttaly (i.e., Efrtscans} or the :Ae‘gean ( y
\g?;z;},licﬁ):l;%th notable skill in musical matters. This is one more

of the links between the two peoples.
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as Pelasgians and Tyirhenes (3); in reference to the obvious
importance of establishing so far as possible a coherent un-
derstanding of Pelasgians, Tyrrhenes, Lemnians both toward
Etruscan and Aegean protohistorical and historical problems;
1t seems 1o me to be eminently desivable to discuss in thesé
note-s first of all whatever Herodotus sfates of Tyrrhenes, Pe-
¥asg1ans,‘and Lemnians, The choice of Herodotus as key-at,lthor
Is of course in no question: Herodotus is the first genuine
Iristorian on 'whom we can rely, and it is from him, as we shall
see, that we are informed that the island of Lemnos was con-
quered by the Athenians under Miltiades. That even shortly
before the Athenian conquest the inhabitants of Lemnos did
speak an etruscoid langnage is by now established beyond per-
adventure of doubt. About 75 years age a siele was discove-
red in Lemnos (see for a figure, Bloch, R.: Les Etrusques, p
18, Fig. 2. 1956) of which Pallottino himself writes {(op. (,:it.'
P 59 “In spite of objections to the contrary... a close rela-,
tionship unites Etruscan with the dialect spoken at Lemnos
before the Athenian conguest of the island at the hand of
Miltiades in the second half of the sixth century B.C.” The im-
Portance of this monument bears here undercoring, for
it means that what Herodotus imparts concerning Lemliians
Pelasgians, and Tyrrhenians is quite Ppossibly as material as,
_ {he document itself. The one integrates and explains the other.

(1) __fa]lottmo‘ opens 1.1is “The Etruscans” with the folI:)wihg sentence:
When dealing with the legends of antiquity on the foundation of
_iBo.me, The_oc}pre_M_ommsen, the father of historical philology, wrote
History must first make a cleans sweep of these fables which,
:”_ﬂ‘mughﬁpurpo‘rting to be history, are nothing more than somewhai,:
_simple improvisations’ ”, As the reader is soon to learn Aeneas
he a Wholly legenda_ljy figure; and the whole of the Aeliois of Véggg
a tl_ssue of loose fabulations yet it is éﬁife possible, as a hard his--
torical fact, that when reaching Sicity right ari)m;d 1200 B. ¢ a;
farer from Pelasgian Troad would find there another Pelslls 1 n
re.ady to receive him, No one who knows how fo craclk a nut (;3’ 2{1
?Vﬂl th.row it away before having cracked if open. The “sinf 1
improvisations” which Mommsen did advise to swee.p off are 13;2
nuts, Some may be fallow, but most are certainly not, Of course:
They must be cracked open hefore being eaten. ’ .

;-‘iA
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" The review to be conducted in these notes of the texis
which in Herodotus’ history bear upon Tyrrhenians, Pelas-
gians, and Lemnians will be all the clearer to a reader not
intimately informed of the question if a brief informative
statement is offered here in connection with, to gquote Pallot-
tino, ‘“The Problem of Efruscan Origins”.

These origins stand as subject to three different theories,
as follows: 1) Aufochthony —According to this theory, the
Etruscans evolved their ethnos on Italian soil from a starting
point not to be sought outside af Ttaly in origin; ii) Northern
Provenance —Ancient Etruscans did immigrate into Italy from
the north, whether Central or Eastern Europe; iii) Oriental
Provenance —The Etruscans came fo ltaly from the east, most
likely from Lydia. Of these three viewpoints the second is
today largely discredited. Concerning the first and last, a siate
of affair has arisen which Bloch (op. cit, p. 13) aptly summa-
rises, in my understanding. The French etruscologist remarks
that, Pallotiino and Altheim agree in works recently publish-
ed (1947 and 1950), that the problem of Etfruscan origins has
been misstated. In their opinion, the core of the issue is not
to be sought in the origin but in the development of the Etrus-
can ethnos, which is evidently mmch mixed. Bloch writes as
follows: “I’étude de cette formation semble exclure, pour M.
Paliottino, I'idée traditionelle d’'une migration orientale, tandis
que M. Altheim; qui admet Pexistence d’éléments orientaux,
croit cependant & Pitalianité de V’ensemble du peuple. La fait
etrusque est un fait italique, le peuple etrusque s’est formé
en Italie, il v a véeu, il y a deroulé son destin, c’est donc 14 qu’il
convient de suivre son histoire sans faire appel 4 des récits
légendaires, qui demeurent incontrdlables et s’avérent inu-
tiles”. Summing up, Bloch affirms his own position thus:
“Convient-il pour autant, de conclure comme on nous le pro-
pose, & lirréalité du récit traditionnel d’Herodote? Nous ne
le croyons pas, et dans cel aspect négatif la thése que lon
nous présente devient peu acceptable”. In words of the plain-
est: Bloch believes, in this with Pallotiino and Altheim, that
the Etruscan problem is one of development in Ifely but, in
this against Pallottino and Altheim, he holds that the Italian
development of the Etruscan ethnos cannot be properly under-
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stood without making reference to Efruscan origins oufside
of Italy, that is, implicitly in the Near Fast.

f}s seen by a biogeographer — and I have stated already
tha}t in point of method biogeography and history do not bear
bfalng separated— Bloch's position is the correct one in prin-
czple: Development follows origins, and is after all largely de-
t.ermlne‘d by origins, My understanding of proper methodology
Is also in the present case not theoretical at all. The plain fact
is thai:‘ a common bond of language does bind Etruscans and
Lemmqns, the shores of the Tyrrhenian and of the Aegean seas
a.nd this plain fact cannot be bypassed in the name of devo:
i.?,on to “development” and its study. This fact is primordicl
in the sense of origins, and quite independent from whalever
the Elruscans happened to “develop” in Italy, Either we can
properly place it in regard alike of Etruria and Lemnos, or
we may as well admit that the problem is to yield no n;ore
sense in the former than in the lalter, whether by origins or
by development,

- I do wiew of course what I have just stated as common-
sense, but it will surely be objected that by endorsing Bloch’s
po.sn'mn, even only in principle!/, T but discredit myself in the
opinion of a majority of living etruscologists who, in the wake
qf Pallottino and Altheim, insist today against Bloch on Tta-
.lla.m development againsl Aegean origins. In plain words, it
will be expected that I am openly to rally to “Oriental theo;'y”
a.t th‘e end at least of these notes; and since T am not a specia-
st in etruscology, it wiil be suspected meantime that I am
not informed of the obvious flimsiness of the tifadition of
Etrnscan origins from Lydia broadcast by Herodotus. Is it
110t‘so that Mommsen did strongly coundemn those who belie-
ve in trash of the kind; and is it not so that Pallottino, someti-
mes when not always, is of the same mind as MommS:an?

. T.o set at rest without delay the qualms of the reader, I
will right here state that T do as a matter of fact believe in ;10
theory, which will be amply clear in the progress of these no-
ies. Moreover I am, of course, alive to the obvious fact that
the tradition, or legend, reported by Herodotus concerning
ﬂf_le Lydian origins of the Etruscans is —as such— right incre-
dible. So goes the tale which certain Lydians told Herodotus,
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and he reports (1,94): Dice, knucklebones, ball and “every
other plaything, saving draughts” were invented by the Ly-
dians, according to claim, at the same time when they sent a
colony to “T'yrrhenia”. Belaboured by a mighty famine which
lasted eighteen years, the Lydians tried at first to beguile
their hunger by eating and playing in alternate days. In the
end, however, the situation became so bad that king Atys, son
of Manes, decided that all his Lydian subjects should be divi-
ded into two lots, one to remain in the land, the other to emi-
grate. The king’s son, Tyrrhenus, took command -of the half
to emigrate, led it to Smyrna to embark, and after having
passed many nations he guided it fo the land of the Italian
“Ombrici” and to a new home. There they changed their name,
ceased to be Lydians, and from their leader’s name epony-
mously called themselves Tyrrhenians.

That, not unlike many other of the same ilk, this tale is
largely mythical needs not be said. It is evident, for example,
that Herodotus did not hear it from one of his conterporaries,
the Lydian historian Xanthus, who has Torrhebus in the place
of Tyrrhenus or Tyrsenus, and makes him the eponymous
hero of a Lydian district. () Moreover, Greek legend also has
it that the invention of dice, backgammion, discus-throwing,
weights and measures, lighthouses, finally the alphabet is to
be credited to Palamedes, son of Mauplins, king of Fuboea.
As inventor of the alphabet, Palamedes does indeed enters -
into competition with Cadmus and Cecrops. If there is any-
thing true at all in Herodotus’ account this is that certain emi-

(1) I see no reason fo take issue with those who deny that Tyrrhenians
{ar Tyrrhenés) took their name form the city of Tyrrha deeming
this derivation anproved, ete, Personal and toponymical names in
T-p, T-r-q and the like do teem in the southeastern Aegean sector,
witness Lycian deities as Tr-zzube, Te-qquiz, Tr-qua; a nation like
Tr-mile (Herodotus Termilae; see 1,173; VII, 92); a king like Tar-
qumuwa ruling between Lycia and Cilicia (gee Contenau, G., La
Civilisation des Hittites, p. 27, map D. 189, 1948); ete. It is of
course not only the designaftion Tyrrhenians but also the name of
cities (Tarquinia) and persons (Tarquiniug) which stand in question,
and wniformly ‘g0 back for their origins {o the same corner of
‘the map. Arguments about Tyrrha alone are rather too litile.
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gr.antg, who were not Greek, left the Aegean region to go to
Ilta}ly m ancient times, that is, long before 1000 B.C.. so centu-
ries before Greeks of the classical age settled in ,Sicily and
Southern Italy. To this extent, the legend picked up by Hero-
dotus cannot be false, because (see Pallottino, op. cit. p. 77)
when those Greek reached Ttaly they found, mostly jto .their
OWI s0ITOW, that they had preceded in those waters by bold
navigators and pirates of a kind which closely reminded them
of the Tyrrhenians and Pelasgians of the Acgean Tanges, Mo-
reover, certain of the details which go with the Herociotan
legend are after all correct. It is true, as Herodotus says, that
coinage is basically a Lydian invention; it is true that “Ly;iian”
‘].f[lalcliell did indulge in peculiar pre-nuptial customs possibly
In view of securing a dowry which, being also not unknown
i Efruria, scandalized their more conservative neighbours
(s-,ee, e. g, Plautus, Cistellaria, 1i.3.563; sce further Strabo
xi, 14}; (1) it is true that “Lydian” migrations to Italy Were,

(1) Pallottino (op. cit,, p. 216) believes that the statements of Plantus
St_rabo, Athenaeus, etc., charging unmarried Efruscan womanhooc’i
with licentousness are libelous, and largely based upon the fact
reported, e. g, by Aristotle that the Etruscans ook their food in
the company of their women lying ander the same mantle, I wonder
Herodptus minees no words, {o begin with; Mcentiousness Was'
ESSEI]..tIaI part of many rites in which Pelasgians took large part
as c.hf'fusers and celebrants; the original Roman ideal of proper
feminine hehaviour did not quite agree with the Etrusean one, wha-
‘trever the'aSpec_t; piracy with concomitant rape looms large ’in the
Tyrrhenian-Pelasgian® background; the Samians were lenient on
matters of intercourse before marriage excusing it with the exam-
ple set by Zeus and Hera (Schol.-on Tliad XVI. 26); downright grossly
obscene were rites which Pelasgians taught to “Greeks” (see, e.g
Herodotus I, 47 ff.); etc. Under the circumstance, it rather’ n‘m;
strange that the Eirusecans of Italy ould be no more straightlaced
ﬂ_lan their “Pelasgo-Carian” kinsmen of, e.g, Lemnos. Characte-

_ rigtically for the FEtruscan background: Palottino sees (op. cit
p. 201): “A notable persistence of formal patierns, techniques an(.?:
tradition belonging to the earlier Mediterranean’ and orientaiiziug
phase; direct and very close relations with the artistic experiences
of the eastern Greek world, i. ¢., of the coastal and inslands cenfres
of Aeolis and Tonia in western Asia Minor; these relations were
close enough for many decades (from the middle of the sixth to
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not in the nature of occasional raids, witness the perpetuation
on Italian soil of a language otherwise bound with the Aegean
region, and of a religion which was in very essential by far
too richly developed and involved to represent but casual
synecretism of “Italiote” myths and cults. To this very extent
—and much could be added which I expect to bring to book
when times comes— Bloch is not without justification in his
siressing the account of Herodotus as not easily to be dismis-
sed wholesale, Indeed, believers, in the “autochthony” of the
Etruscans have a rather hard row to hoe —quotations do not
seem necessary— when reckoning with the massive evidence
which demonstrates that, wrong in every detail perhaps, He-

" rodotus is right in the ultimate. fundamental of the Etruscans

being of “Aegean” origin. It seems unfertunate that an author
who like Bloch is master of certain aspects of the problem
should finally postulate (op. cit, p. 25) the arrival in Italy:
“Vers le début du VII siécle, d’ un noyau de navigateurs asiati-
ques” in order thus to account for the Efruscans in the peninsu-
la. A critical reader of the literature finds it without difficulty
to be repleted with a wixture of obvious error and truth, which
is the reason why in the end the literature is confuse and con-
fusing. We have facts aplenty, but do we know enough to syn-
thetize them to a fuller purpose? I wonder, and of course I do

subscribe to no theory,

the beginning of the fifth century) for the figurative arts of Eiru-
ria to follow much the same patterns as those of the easfern
Greek world, so as to create what in fact has come to be known
as Tonic-BEtruscan art”, T am rather sure that when faring to Aeolis,
Tonia, efc., in quest of “artistic experiences” the Elruscan navigators
and traders of the sixth century did not go there io seek out what
could be “Creek” and “Tonian” (they could find it quite as easily
in Corinfl, Aegina, Athens, ete, for a shorter voyage). They went
back to their old “Pelasgian” cradle well knowing what they liked
and they were doing. “Ionic-Etruscan” is the art of which Pallot-
tino speaks to the very extent that what in it is “loniai® is shot
through and through with “Pelasgian”, The bee best knows its
hive, and what Pallottino here reports is doubtless evidence of
the strongest for the Tiruscans repeating their origin precisely from
the islands and shores of the Aegean. See the main text in conti-

nuation,
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Enough has been brought with this to the attention of the
reader, whether a professed etruscologist or not, to authorize
ﬂ}e conclusion that time is not to be wasted if v,ve agree can
didly arfd fully once more to review what Herodotus im artﬂ
concerning Tyrrhenians, Pelasgians, and Lemnians. F01P thg
purpose I will refer to and quote from Herodotus’ translation
into English by Powell, J. E,, released in 1949 by the presses
Of Oxford, giving the customary reference by chapters and sec-
tions, and after it the indication of volume and page. (1)

y To Tyrrhenians outside of the Aegean sector Herodotus
gives but a few statements which, though interesting, are not
1111n?.ediately material (¢ these notes. Of the two keyjureferen-
ces in this sector, one I have mentioned already when summa-
r1‘1z1ng the purported doings of the Lydian Atys and his son
I"he-other I will presently quote in full. Lemnos and the Lem;
nians are mentioned by him several times, particularly in re-
gard of the Persian Wars are as such not of our concern, and
I do flOt' expect to consider. The customary indices to I,-Iero-
dotus .hIStOI‘y (see, e. g, those by Powell) cannot of course
be relied upon in critical work because —in sense, legiti-
H}aiely— they list under one and the very same name, a ‘gna
tion” at very different moments in its history. To illustrate?
Powell indexes for Lemnos (incinding Lemnians; op. cit 2:
p.3’50) six entries. Of them a quite notable one (‘}IH .73/5 : )-
597) refers to Lemnians in the Peloponnese assimilat:ad to Pit—
roreatae. By this reference —which has capital importance

(1) Rather curis)usly, Powell locates in one of his maps Creston in
‘I;taly, referring to this same city in the index (op. cit,, 2:787) thus:
Gres’(on‘. ..? Cortona, cily in Umbria®. In this, he sﬁares the v :
derstanding of Pallottino, but why so —in vievs; of his own tra:xrsl:

lation, next to be quoted— I would not know. ¢
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for the whole of Greek history and language, () and as such
will be found discussed in the progress of these notes— the
six rveferences by Powell come fo refer to there very distinet
subjects, that is: i) Proto-historical Lemnians of Lemnos, im-
mediately involving also the Lemnian Minyae; ii) Historical
Lemnians of Lemnos, whether still Pelasgian or already “ioni-
zed” following the Athenian conquest; iii)  Lemnians of the
Peloponnese, 1. e., Paroreatae and, likely, Caucones. The risk
of trusting an index, and going hopelessly wrong next there-
after is thus clear; and that the index of Herodotus has indeed
been frusted in the worst possible sense is obvious to him who
critically investigates the claim, widely held throughout the
literature, that the “Phoenician” Cadmus invented, or at leas!
brought to Greece the “alphabet”, understanding as such the
alphabet, ancestral o ours, which is commonly called “phoe-
nician”,

The issue with proper Herodotan exegesis here implicitly
raised is so fundaniental in regard of the whole of these noles
(see also the misinterpretation made of Creston as Cortona, p.
40) that immediataly opening a parenthesis in reference to the
“Phoenicia” which sired Cadmus seems to be quite necessary.
In a most-revealing passage (II, 42 ff. 1: p. 130), Herodolus
states that intending to set his mind at rest about what Egyp-
tians and Greeks, respectively understood as the god Hercules,
he undertook to voyage to Tyre in Phoenicia there to question
the priests of a famed femple to that god. These priests told
him, among other, that: “The temple of the god was establi-

(1) 'The passage in question is ofien found grossly misinterpreted to
mean, for example, that the Acheans were autochthonous of the
Peloponnese, How this interprefation might be thought of as possi-
ble in view of another of the pasages of Herodotus (1, 145; 1: p. 75}
explicitly affirming that, in order io possess themselves of the dis-
tric of the Northern Peloponnese classically known as Achaes,
the invading Achaeans had to expel the Tonians ab antigquo on the
spot is wholly beyond me. Whatever the case, well known scholars
have affirmed it with pointed reference to Herodotus, VIII, 73,
only next to present a thoroughly garbled account of Acheans,

Ionians, ete.
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shed at the founding of Tyre and the years that they (the Phoe-
nicians) have dwelt in Tyre are two thousand and three hun.
dred”. The date thus given, 2750 B. C., has been proved by
archaeological data (Contenau, G.: La Civilisation Phénicien-
ne, p. 34, 1949) to be correct. Flsewhere, Herodotus gives (II,
145/1: p. 178) chronological references for Cadmus and the
War of Troy (1) which assign to Cadmus a date about 1500
B. C., and to the War of Troy about 1250 B. C. The latter date
is guite satisfactory (see. e. g, Blegen, C. W. et «l.: Troy. Vol.
iv. 1958; Mylonas, G.E.: Archaeology 13(1): 84. 1960), and it
is likely that the former may also be accepted as valid. The
discovery and development of syllabic and alphabetic writing
is still clouded, but anticipating on notes to come I might
not unreasonably state that the Cypro-Minoan script (a fore-
runner of Linear B, so called; see Chadwick, J.: The Deci-
pherment of Linear B, p. 20. 1958) was in use around 1500
B. G, and that semitic alphabets eventually leading to one
now in use had their active start belween 1600 and 1250 B. C.
along a line: Sinai —Lakish— Byblos (Ahiram). The Phoe-
nician thalassocracy did not develop until after the ruin of
the Aegean ome, that is, later than 1100—1000 B: C,, becoming
preponderant only after the latter date, which explains why,
to the exception of Cyprus which clung to its own particular
script, alplhabets of semitic origin did not become current in
the Aegean before 800 B. C. There is good reason to believe
that Herodotus was well informed of the alphabet which him-
self used (see, e. g., mention of san and sigma (1, 138/1: p. 79))
and I still employ with little modification to jot down these
notes. It must accordingly be possible thal when mentioning
(v, 59/2: p. 378) “Cadmean letters” which he had seen chased
upon “cauldrons” in the temple of Apollo Ismenius at Thebes
in Boeotia, and saying that those letfers most resembled “Jo-
nian” letters, Herodotus could, and did not refer to anything
Iike the alphabets more or less directly imported from Phoe-
nicia into Greece and its islands after 1600 B, C. What those

(1) Powell prints the bassage in gquestion in italies as if interpolated.
If so, the interpolator was rather well informed, no less so than
Herodotus.
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“cauldrons” and those “letters” could be is read'ily ex:clder}t
from the specimens displayed, and ra’gher toro'facﬂely ,CIIe(é[l-
phered”, by Hrozny (Histoire de I’ Asie Antérieure de 1 1 le
et de la Créte, pp. 290, 291, 295, figs. 61,_62, 69. 1947). With
seripts of the sort (more than one is implle‘:d by :vl_lat Hrozny
shows (1) we are surely not for from the “Minyan” signs reclenn
tly reported from Lerna mnear Mycenae*:, 'fmd found by Cas ce‘jt
(Archaeology 13(2): 133. 1960} to exlu]c.ut a dozen chara-ctelb
identical with those of “Linear A”, In plain words, we face in a-ll
this a three-cornered play among Cyprus, Crete an.d Thebes via
Mycenae in which signs appear of Linear A, I_Jmea}:: B, andd
surely also of one of the other® Cypriote” sy_lliabm S?‘.l‘{.l)t: Cad-
mus —whose name, in spite of an alieged Tyrian origin Is gc?r-
tainfy not semitic— could on no ground wha’te.ver have infro-
duced into Greece an alphabet to compare with the one be-
come current only after 1600 B. C. “Phoenicilan”, then, Cadmus
was certainly not to a degree to compare with, e. g,, Merbalu;
(Marbaal) of Aradus (Herodolus, VII, 97/%: p. B0O7), one o
the authentically Phoenician captains .of Xerxes great fle‘e.t
fated to perish at Salamis. Phoenicia did 1”10t become a mari-
time power, to repeat, until the “Mycenean” thalassocr.?tcy X;rasé
itself destroyed; and so inadequate once was her marine tha
when Tethmosis II wished to bring Iumber from the Lehal‘lont
into Egypt sometimes around 1450‘8. C. he bad to contrac
the services oversea of “Cretan” ships. At the other hand, we
find that relationship is established betv_,reen Cypm'ls: and the
.coast much later to become Phoenicia in the political s‘(;:nse
before 2000 B. C. (Contenau; op. cit., p. 3?); and that an Af_
g’eém"’ colony including Cypriotes was important at Ugarit
(Ras Shamra) simultaneously with the settlemgnt of the tqwn
by Hurrites around 1750 B. C. (op. cit.., p. 53). Conchu.img,
what Herodototus calls “Phoenicians” in reference to fimes
"and events anterior to 1000 B. C. is a motley .Iot of tl‘fide1"s,
navigators, pirates, conquerors, elc., Fepresentm'g a nfnx‘tul:a
of everything and anything of mankind swarming within a

(1) According to Webster, T.B.L. {From Mycenae to Home1:, P. ‘138. 1%319),
the dedications seen by Herodotus were forgeq. Quite hkel}ér. ey

217 <Were, but ifl remains to be seen what “letters.f’ did C:admus I:‘umg to
Greece, and what “alphabet” did Palamedes invent, if anything.
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triangle: Lycia —Cilicia— Southern Syria including of course
Cyprus. The naltions and peoples of this triangle were allied

in every sense with the Cretans, and active with them all-

along the sector of land and sea comprised between Crete
and Thasos. This state of affairs ruled until Cretan power
came to its demise sometimes avound 1600 B. C. (see Immer-
wahr, Archaeology 13(1): 6. 1960) (o be replaced by a Myce-
nean maritime empire which waxed strong after the final bur-
ning of Knossos in 1400 B. C. Cadmus was accordingly not a
Phoenician in the historical meaning of the ierm, nor did ever
bring to the Thebes an alphabet of semitic origin, What he did
bring to Boeotia, if anything, was a syllabary of “Cypriote”
type, and it becomes quite understandable that other semi-
mythical figures like Cecrops and Palamedes, are said to have
invented “writing”. They “invented” it, most likely, in the
sense that all they began to keep graphic accounts in a style
heretofore unknown to the dwellers of the region among
Attica, Euboea, and Boeotia.

I will return later on the subject here briefly outlined,
hut to close this parenthesis in the spivit in which it was opened
I'will right here conciude as follows: i) No one may at all hope
to understand Herodotus who proves unable or unwilling to
reconstruct the worid in which he lived, and of which he heard.
Herodotus is a source of utmost importance for the whole of
“Hellenic” protohistory and history, and whatever he states
is —at bottom, when not on the surface in every case— worthy
of trust. As an historian, he is left behind, doubtless, by Thuey-
dides whose masterful introduction to the events of the Pelo-
ponnesian War is, to say the least, impressive even foday, but
as a chronicler he hardly finds his match anywhere; ii) Those
who refer to Herodotus as authority for the “alphabet” having
been introduced from “Phoenicia” to “Greece” at the hand
of Cadmus mistake the shell for the nui, and it is likely that
they have not read Herodotus’ history beyond the index; iii)
When critically interpreted, Herodotus’ history dovetails
almost to perfection with the latest data from archaeology. So

‘generally does the Greek tradition when interpreted likewise.
Quotations do not seem desirable only to prove that authors
who discredit this history and tradition at some page in their
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work flatly contradict themselves on the score of its signifi-
cance and value at some other page in the same work.

Herodotan veferences material to the Efrusco-Pelasgian-
Lemnian question are given here only in essentials leaving

it to the reader to know them in the original if he should so

desire. No comments are offered on each reference because
they will be discussed apart and together at the end. The re-

ferences in question stand as foilows:

1) (I, 56-58/1: p. 25) —“And enquiring (Croesus) found
that the Lacedaemonians where the most eminent of the Do-
rian race, and the Athenians of the Ionian. For these were the
principal races, whereof the one was in old time Pelasgia'n,
and the other Greek; and the one hath never departed from its
home but the other hath wandered exceeding far... But what
tongue Pelasgians spake I am not able to say with cert:atinty
howbeit, if one may infer from those that still remain of
the Pelasgians who established the city of Creston above the
Tyrrhenians (who once were neighbours to the people now
called Dorians, at the time when they inhabited the land which
now is called Thessaliotis,) and also of the Pelasgians who
established Splacia and Scylace in the Hellespont (having
been fellow countrymen of the Athenians and of all the other
cities that were Pelasgians and have changed their name)
~if, T say, one may infer from these, the Pelasgians were
speakers of a barbarian tongue. Therefore, if all the Pelasgians
were like these, then the Athenians, who are a Pelasgian race,
learned a new tongue at the time that they changed into
Greeks... The Greek people, as it seemeth to me, hath used
the same tongue always, since ever it began... and from a
small beginning it hath waxen into a great multitude, because
many barbarian nations were added thereunto, and among
them, as I think, the Pelasgians”.

-il) (1, 146/1: p. 75) —(Herodotan statement resumed) :
The Ionians are a mixture of different nations: Abantes from
Euboea “who have no part even the name of Ionians”, Minyae
from Orchomenus mixed with Abantes, Cadmeans, Dryopes,
Phocians, “Arcadians” who are Pelasgian, “Epidaurians” who
are “Dorians”, and many other kinds. '
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i) (I, 47 ££./1: p. 133) — (staiements in part resumed) :
The name of almost all gods came {o Greece from Egypt The;
cht of Dionysus did not originate independently in Egs?pt and
Greece but was introduced to the latter from the former: Me-
Ia.mpus learned it form Cadimus and those who came ,with
him from *“Phoenicia” to the country mow called Boeotia,
The Gre:el:: gods whose names are not known to the Egyptians'
were originally introduced by the Pelasgians to the exception
qf Posgidon which is Libyan in origin. Hermes is of Elljg -
t{an origin, but one of its phallic variants is Pelasgic in inc§p~
tion, for the Pelasgians taught the Athenians how to make ft
and th'e Athenians next instructed the rest of the Greeks. “The,
Pelasgians became neighbours of the Athenians in their land
when they were already coming to be numbered among the;
Greeks; wherefore they themselves also began to be deemed
Gr'reeks, And that man knoweth what I mean unto whom the
1'.1tes of the Gabiri have been revealed, which the Samothra-
cians perform, having received them from the the Pe]asgian;°
f?l‘ these Pelasgians who had been neighbours of the Athe:
nians cllwelt formerly in Samothrace. And formerly the Pelas-
gians in all their sacrifices prayed unto The Gods; (this I
know because I (Herodotus) heard it in Dodona): ’but the
‘gave none of them any name or surname; for they h:?id not ye{
heard thereof... But when a long time afterwards they
learned from Egypt the names of all gods except Dionysus
whose name they learned much later, they consulted the ogaclé
at Dodona. .. asking if they should receive the names which
came from the barbarians, the oracle answered that the
311011.1(_51 use them. And so from that time forward, when th !
sacr%flced, they used the names of the gods. And, the Gr ;33’
received them afterwards from the Pelasgians. But howlee{li
of t¥1e gods was born or whether they had all been from gj‘: -
%astmg, and what manner of form they have, they knew nolt
n a manner of speaking, until veslerday or the day before,
For 'I deem that Hesiod and Homer were four hundreds ears.
earlier than me, and no more; and these are they that glade
for the Greeks a genealogy of the gods, and gave them- their
.surna‘mes, and divided the offices and arts among them aflcli
descrl]?ed their forms... Now the former things are sai’d b
the priestess at Dodona, but the latter (coneerning Homer éng
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Hesiod) by me”. Thesprotia which is now part of Greece
was formerly Pelasgia. In Greek, Isis is Demeter.

iv) (II, 171/1: p. 190) “And concerning the rite of Demeler,
which the Greeks call thesmophoria, I will also hold my fon-
gue, save for so much as may with reverence be said thereof.
It was the daughters of Danaiis that brought the rite out of
Egypt and taught the Pelasgian women; but afterwards, when
oIl the inhabitants of the Peloponnese were driven out by the
Dorians, the rite was utterly lost; and the Avcadians, who
remained in the Peloponnese and were not driven out, alone

preserved it”.

v) (IV, 145/1: p. 328) “The grandchildren of the mariners
of Argo were driven out of Lemnos by the Pelasgians who
ravished the Athenian women from Brauron”,

vi) (V, 26/2: p. 363) “To be ruler of the sea coast... he
(Darius) appointed Otanes... Having obtained ships from
the Lesbians, he (Otanes) took Lemnos and I'mbros ,which at
that Hime were both still inhabited by Pelasgians. Now the
Lemnians and Tmbrians fought well; but for all their resisting
they were brought low at last”.

vil) (VI, 136-140/2: p. 465) —(statements in part resumed).
Long before 470 B. C. (date of the Athenian conquest of the
Hellespontian towns), the Athenians allowed Pelasgians {o
dwell in the land below the Hymetlius as a reward for the
latter having built the wall around the Acropolis (the so cal-
led “Pelasgian Wall” or “Pelasgicum)”. Whatever the reagomn,
the Athenians eventually decided to get rid of the Pelasgians
and caused them fo depart. They went to Lemnos and other
places, but being familiar with Athenian ways, those who had
settled in the former islands armed regular warships, and
descended upon the coasts of Attica seizing Athenian women
attending the festival of Artemis in the village of Brauron.
These women begot children to the Lemmnians, who were ins-
tructed by -their mothers in “Attic” tongue and “Athenian”
ways. This led to brawls with the chiidren of pure Pelasgian
stocl, and wishing to do away with it the Pelasgians massa-
cred both their Athenian women and their offsprings. This
atrocious deed became proverbial, and its perpetrators were
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punished by the gods with barreness in humans and animals,
Having consulted the oracle, the Pelasgians were told to make
atonement to the Athenians according to whatever penalty
the latter might exaci. The Athenians demanded that Lemnos
itself be surrendered in the best of conditions, but the Pelas-
gians mockingly replied that they would comply only then,
when a ship from Athens would reach Lemnos the same day
of sailing in the teeth of a north wind. The conditions could
not be met because of obvious geographic reasons, Lemnos
lying to the northeast of Athens, but “exceeding many years
after when the Chersonesus in the Hellespont had fallen to the
Athenians, Miltiades the son of Cimon reached Lemnos on the
same day in a ship from Elaeus in the Chersoneus when the
seasonal winds were blowing, and commanded the Pelasgians
to depart out of the island, putting themn in mind of the prophe-
¢y which the Pelasgians had never expected to be fulfilled upon
them”. The men of one of Lemnos’ main towns, Hephaestia,
obeyed, but the men of Myrina, the remaining main town, re-
fused. Miltiades then put siege to it and eventually conquered
the whole of the island.

viii) (VIL, 94-95/2: p. 505-506) “The lonians furnished
(to the fleet of Xerxes) an hundred ships, and were armed as
the Greeks. Now according to the Greeks the Ionians were cal-
led Pelasgians so long as they dwelt in the Peloponnese, in
that part which is now called Achaia, and before Danaiis and
Zuthus came to Peloponnese. .. And the men of the isles fur-
nished seventeen ships, and they were armed as Greeks. They
also are a Pelasgian people, but afterwards it fell out that
were called lonians in the same manner as the Ionians of {he
twelve cities who came from Athens (sic). And the Aeolians
furnished threescore ships, and they were armed as Greeks;
and the Greeks say that of old they were called Pelasgi®.

ix} (VIII, 44/2: p. 585) “The Athenians, in the days when
the Pelasgians possessed what is now called Greece, were Pe-
lasgians and were named Cranai. But in (he days of king
Cecrops they were called also Cecropidae; and when Erech.
theus received the kingdom, they began to be named Athe-
nians; and when JTon the son of Xuthus became ruler of the
Athenian host, they were called afier him Tonians”,
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Perused by a reader who is not fa}lnilial' with thii'haclg
ground of places, events, and men which Her(.)dotus 1 1111]1.31%e
takes for granted, these and like. passages easily make 1 i
sense. They are accordingly dismissed as, per%la,ps, mit'ccualaas,
supposedly becanse of one or f[he other ct?plsts ‘fau 1d _(:;:i-as
already, and next again to be discussed entirely dls_cre 1'11 o
false. Of one of these passages (see. p. B0), it wi Qe
said by ninety readers out of a hundred that onlg ? g,l?is;_
mistake, whatever the cause, Qan..account for Herodotus o
ting of “Lemnians’” among the nations 'of the Pelopon;}es‘?fl .
is it not certain thai Lemmnos is an island in the Norther

Aegean?

In reality, reading Herodotus with proper appreciaftloél of
a few rudiments —of some of them I have spokel} a 1ia y:;
vields perfectly clear sense throughout. These ru‘dl%nen 8 aln ,
as a matter of fact, very simple th.ougl‘l by combn.:ung qu g_
themselves they return details Whl.Ch it proves virtua yhnn‘
possible to communicate fo an umnformed. stgd-ent }nu;I e:)b
one may try. In plain words, he but lose.s: his 1?11?16 wlthd e;;a;:
dotus who has no perception of Herodotus’ own tlmfzs and wthi :
preceded them. Many authors, I am sure, are precisely 1}111 5
case who misunderstand the Greek h%storlan. Very muc. s%[)&
cialized in one particular field of history, al'chaeta‘l'ogy,fetﬁ;
" ete., they end by losing their grasp on .the ‘generah_{iesﬂo the
science, and while returning work wl'nch is .t.echmca ty Ee;ll-
fect they at times but grope in everything that is above techr

. cism,

‘The rudiments of general, and European, history Whlch
need be known in order better to understand Herlodottés .':nec.1
i) In times earlier than 2000 B. G, the Aegean Islan}:; ann
continental Greece were more or less loosely held‘by qmla ‘
stock of “mediterranean” type allied eastward w1t}1.peoph<?:>
of Asia Minor, Syro-Phoenicia, etc. Ifl Gfreek tradition, t is
stock is identified, directly or by imphca‘tlon, asﬂPro?o-C%uas
(“Lelegian™), “Carian”, “Pelasgian”, -fmally“ Tyrl}’l,emali .
There are strong indication that these e:fn'lgr Greeks.l‘spo ze
languages of “asianic” type, allied to “luwite and the like (e.g.
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Iycian, carian, phrygian, ete.) (1) i) Arvound 2000 B C., the-
1'ef0r<? more or less simuitaneously with the Hittite 'im:asion
of Asia Minor, Greece was overrun by tribes from the north-
West,. poss.ibly closely allied with Illyrians and Thracians The
se tl‘lbf-} ?hd speak an Indo-European language forerum:lter 01-“
th.e koln'e currently identified as classical Greek, and by min-
§hng 'W:]th'fhe nalives already at the spot they started their
';i}ellenlzatlon” in language when not immediately in culture:
it} Around 1?50 B. C. (that is, according to the legend somei
.three generaltions before the Troyan War) Greece was a ain
1nvadec.1 ij tribes from the northwest of the same lan fa e
and origin as the earliest immigrants. This is the so fallegti

(1} f‘l};;s is i};}ﬁlidtﬁy admitted by Pallottino {op, cit., p. 285 1) who men
81 e obvious, though not very clos similarit )
Etruscan and certain Indo-I o, o Detween
-buropean, Caueasian, and asiani
guages”, only the language of Lem i . et
_ ] nos being recognized j
as linked most closely tob Etrus Yo e
D can, The Roman etr Jogi
stresses the importance of the hi i i et st
istorical factor in linenisti i
because: “To neglect such hi i ot 1o des
¢ : historical factor is equivalent + i
s 0 "
E—?dge O?eseal.f of an essential tool in the study of a language andcfl?‘.l};le
ngntzsd Il?;n ;;ggt'Of 1ts“tt1?t3; As most material in this direction he
ations: “The Greek, Latin, and Ttalic i
e : worlds wi -
i)aglle afﬁmt}es with Efruscan documents”, I am- afraid thatﬂtlhiI;r(i)s
Ez;ruzzaflool lli;tle real(l)sfr to dispose of the issues presented by the
. anguage. very prime import “hij
rical factors” which interest oo of asir bisto-
as one the whole of Agi
boundary: Caucasus—Persi ! region, st of &
' — an Gulf, of the Aegean reei ;
i:dd Whe;x Elosely scrutinized, th,e “Greek f\rorld” g;ﬁ)?;eofaéﬁagé
ader of these notes may easily, sus i i g
7 pect, Is a formidable h
podge, rather not only the “Greelk " tho
world” of Pericle i
It may be that the discover ili e ke,
. y of a bilingual ingerintion i i
make it easy for us the read Et W it Lathy oo s fo
¢ ruscan as as if Latin :
blut meantlfle. ew:ren the best among the revised “theories o(;r agtrc?:i’
tmnm.ls orlgu.ls * for the Etruscans fall vastly short of meeting ﬂ:l(;
]cﬁsentlal requu-ement§ pf genuinely construclive enguiry, The “Prog-
em of Eiruscan Origins” is Asianic in the first place Aegean in
- . £l
the.second place, Italic only in the third place. See motes on the
subject partienlarly in the second instalment of these noteg
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Achaian invasion (1); iv) Around 1100 B. C. a third wave came
in of invaders allied with the Achaeans and Proto-Greeks, as
we might identify them (ie. the “Greeks” of the 2000 B, C.

invasion). This is the Dorian invasion.

The first invasion did implant early forms of Greek speech,
and it is to it that the “Mycaeneans” owed their language,
which has proved to be archaic “hellenic”. (?) The second
invasion but extended and deepened in this respect the effects
of the first. The third invasion, or Dorian, finally caused
the usage of old, “asianic” tongues to drop out virtually alto-
gether in Crete and the southern Aegean Islands.

(1) An Achaean invasion is not recognized by the majority of modern
authors against the opinion of older ones, buf so only with, striking
results. To illustrate: Achaean is an adjective that quite frequently
recurs in the pages of the Homeric poems, witness the Iliad, but one
would look for it in vain the subject-index of “From Mycenae to
Homer”: 1959, by T. B. L. Webster. As one would anticipate who
is aware of the importance of the subject, mention of Achaean does
after all crop up in the pages of the text cited, and then not irre-
levantly, as when for instance we are told (op. clit,, p. 105) that:
“Fuchenor of Corinth went to Troy to aveid ’the painful fine of
the Achaeans’ ”. Naturally, the subject-index of the work mentiioned
is also unaware of fhe existence of Pelasgians though it happens
to display Carians, One would view this all as the result of casual
oversight if it were nor for Webster’s opinion {op. cit, D. 136),
that the causes of the breakdown of “Mycaenean” civilization: “Do
not concern us, and the discussion about the Dorian invasion and
the identification of the Peoples of the Sea can be left firmly on
one side”, Admitting that the author of a particular book has the
perfect raight of ruling out a particular subject whether important
or not, still I would not agree when the subject ruled out is basic,
and even more pervasive, Without for this implying that my own
knowledge of specialized matters in the premises amounts to even
only a tiny fraction of what Webster, efc.,, possess, I do not feel
inclined to let the Achaean end of the fale go unmentioned, and I
expect to say something about it in greater detail in the second part

of these notes.
(2) By deciphering “Linear B” Michael Ventris astablished fo fact be-

vond doubt. Linguistically his findings are most important, histori-
cally even more far reaching.
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The development of the “Greek” efhnos is accordingly
complex, and it presupposes the gradual “hellenization” of a
large amount of “Carians”, “Iyrrhenians”, “Pelasgians”, etc.
In this respect, it is interesting that Northwestern Greece, the
cradle of the “pure Greeks”, remained throughout classical

times much behind the rest of “Hellas” in every cultural
field.

Considering that, unlike Achaeans and Dorians, Ionians
do not figure among the original invaders of Greece, it
seems clear that the Yonians could only originate from a “mel-
ting-pot” active on Greek soil in which “Hellenes” and “Pe-
lasgians” jointly had a hand. A glance at the position and ex-
tent of the Arcadian dialect (see Fig. 1A) is enough to reveal
that the speakers of this dialect or its forms were sorely hem-
med in by Achaeans (“North-West Greeks”) and Dorian after
1350/1100 B. C. The arrogant assumption of “racial” purity
and nobility on the part of the Dorians, the military charac-
ter of Spartan life and organization, the impossibility of diffe-
rent “Hellenic” groups the agree beyond the range of loose
confederacies, etc., are transparently clear in ftheir ultimate
raison d’étre if referred to such rudiments as I have just ven-
tured to bring before the reader. That the “Hellenes” would
not identify themselves as such until comparatively late in
their history is reasonable considering how long they endured
as “Pelasgians®, “Achaeans®, “Dorians”, “Tonians”, “Argives”,
ete., in speech and even more in spirit. '

Today we have archaeological data on hand vastly beyond
Herodotus’ own range, and so we can dispose of questions, and
pierce riddles which he could not even hope to tackle. Howe-
ver, Herodotus had sources of information readily accessible
which we do not have, and it is transparent to a discriminate
reader of his work that these sotirces were reliable in every
fundamental even if distorted in certain details. Purely to
illustrate: Herodotus —who as a man from Halicarnassus—
was himself a member of the Dorian “race” relates (VI, 53/2:
p. 429) that: “If one rehearse their male line upwards from
Danaé the daughter of Acrisius, the Dorian kings will be found
true-born Egyptians”. This affirmation was not invented by
Herodotus, therefore somebody did relay it to him whom he
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believed. This affirmation is of course prepost-er'ous to the: ex-
{ent that it brings together at one stroke 01‘1g1na.lly Epirote
barbarians and Egyptian breed of thelmost exclusive. In rea-
lity, and Herodotus does explain, in his own way, as ‘%ate "co—
mers and none too advanced in cultural matters, the D01.1‘a11
kings” were only too glad to claim for the:mselves ’[!le nob}llhty
belonging to the Avcadian, Argive, etc, chiefs gnd kings w ‘lqm‘
they had displaced. These same chiefs and kings had ear er
made for themselves pedigrees going back to heroes and semni-
heroes of the Knossian age (i.g., earlier than 1500 B. C.), which
but means that a king of Sparta via a hé'zro of the Myc‘?nae:an
epoch would claim, as if naturally, for hnnself, the dmt11:1o::‘uc;1(:L
of being “true-born Egyptian”! Only a very naive re.ader ccfu

here charge Herodotus with naiveness, even maore, inaceuracy

or misinformation.

The “Hellenic” language does break down into main (.ha-
lects traditionally identified as Dorian, Ionian,’ and _Aeohe}n.
While there is little question concerning the sub§t§1ntlal unlit?y
(1) of the first two, the third happens to be subc.hwdeé‘l by d1f-
ferent authors (e.g., Chadwick, op. cit,, p. 11, Fig. 2) into ('11f-
ferent lesser pales (by Chadwick: Norlh-szst Greek, Boeotian
Thessalian, Aeolic proper). There is questlox_l fo what extent
the “Hellenic” language was divided into (‘:'llale.ctal %)ranches
before the Proto-Greek, Achaean, and Dorllan invasions, but.
-ig seems clear that, perhaps unlike ab antiquo, the dli:‘ferent
dialects were further differentiated in the process of . helle-
nization” of “Tyrrhenians”, “Pelasgians”, and the like. To

(1) Substantial must be underscored, for in detaﬂ. things were.not7g|;‘;{)e
the same all over. For example: Herodotus affirms (1,142 1: p.‘ diff'
that even only among the Ionians of the Eastem. Aegean jfom diffe-
rent dialects were spoen, thus by cities and islands: i) Miletus,
Myus, Pricne (all in Caria); ii) Ephesu.s',' Colophon, .Lebedu-s, Teosci
Clazomene, Phocaea (all in Lydia); i) Sz}mos; 1‘v) Chios ax;h
Erythrae (on the continent, immediately facing Cluos)_, Inasm.u
as Herodotus also tells us (1,146 1: p, 75), ﬂfle oncoming Tonians
murdered the Carians and fook their women it secems rather pro-
bable that the dialectal differences above are t];te byprc-)duct of
Tonian speech (itself of course by no means uaitarian) havn;g ?ee;n
further influenced into local variants by ‘the languages and dialects
already al the spot, whether Carian, Lydian, etc.
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illustrate: In Aeolic, and particularly in Aeolic as spoken in
Thessaly, the name of the god Apollo (in the koiné, Apdllon
or Apellen) becomes Aploun, Hrozny may well be right who
derives (op. cit., p. 179) Apollo from the assyro-babylonian
“god of the gate” Abully, because certain of the attributes of
Apollo in classic cult (domatites, prostaterius, agyeus) clearly
fit a “god of the gate”, or the like. Moreover, as agyeus Apollo
was figured as a stone pillar with painted head set up before
the door of houses than which nothing could be clearer, It so
happens that, as we shall see, {he stretch of land and sea be-
tween the Hellespont and Thessaly-Boeotia was home to “Tyu-
rhenians” who spoke an “elruscoid” language. This same
range was inhabited by “Aeolic” Greeks ; and the question is
doubtlessly legitimate whether it is sheer coincidence that
Apollo is Aplu or Apuiu in Etruscan.

Together with Ionian and Arcadian, Aeolic forms the so
called “Achaean” dialects in contrast to Dorie, Challengingly
enough, Arcadian speech is closest to Cypriote (FFig. 1B), a
bond altogether impossible to establish after the Dorian con-
quest but easily to be understood in function of a “Mycae-
nean” past common to Arcadia and to Cyprus. In plain words,
- Arcadians and Cypriotes were “hellenized” more or less si-
multaneously (or Cyprus was itself largely settled by Pelo-
ponnesians already “hellenized”) against the background of
a Proto-Greek language (i.e., of an “hellenic” tongue of 2000
B. C. vintage) largely common before 1200 B. C. to the whole
of the “Mycaenean” world (this world did not include the
“Knossian” (i.e., Cretan, sensu stricto) world).

Since it cannot by my intention to give a lecture in Greek
history, only to underscore a minimum of generalities toward
a betfer understanding of what Herodotus states in the Ppas-
sages I have quoted (see p. 55 Ef), I will cut preliminaries
short and begin the discussion of those passages, beginning
with the first, as follows:

Tt is evident that, whatever we may think, for whom the
Athenians rate as the paragon of the Grecks, Herodotus thinks
otherwise than we do. He deliberately restricts the meaning
of the adjective; Greek (Hellenic) to the Dorians, assigning the
Athenians to a racially distinct category of eventually “hel-
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lenized” Pelasgians. This is not sheer byp:&’oduct of D-orla)n
pride (Herodotus is not always kind to Athenlans al'ld Iom?ns, ,
but a decision logically based on the fa(ft that, as issued rom
the “cradle of the Greeks” last, the D0r1'a11‘3 hé.id mdefad cllau.n‘
to being the “purest” among them, a distinction which thelr
rather isolated dialect would concur to undersc_ore. By c\on—
trast, the Athenians had grown on the sp9t, as 1F were, flOID:
the “hellenisation” of Attic Pelasgians mixed }Wlﬂ.l whate.veli
stray “mycenaean” stock might be around. Luckily t'o tile ﬁl,ei
advantage of our information, Herodotus seldom fails fo stress
the factor of “hellenisation” in the developmfent.of fn elvef}-
iually more or less (rather less than more) umtam'an Hellas :[
and it must plain that, for good or bad, the‘ Dorians at leas
ingofar as the Spartans in Herodotus’ own times had dem;m-
ded less “hellenisation” to become “Greek” than had the Athe-

nians,

I am at a loss to understand how Pallot‘tino, Powell, et(.;.,
could get out of the text to which they S0 pomtgdly 1*efei" (11[11a-
mely, Herodotus “(1’57)51; cf. Pallottlno‘, 0. cil., P 5‘) .116
notion that Creston (whatever the sPelln}gl,) can be assimi a—1
ted to Cortona of Italy. What I read out of it 1nyself, s nelthe%
more nor less than what did read Myres (1911) E.IIld Be.zssu
(1956), and the Greek {ext commends as 1101‘m,al. Q‘m.te as 11?111'—
possible it is for me to admit that He}'O(?otus definite 101(’3;1 i-
zaticn of “Tyrrhenians” near Thegahocfzs 1‘e'ffers”to 1any’[ E;g
of Italy, and that Herodotus® report is a “tradition”. {1} On : '?
score, the text and internal evidence d.o perfectly- dove 25[1
against Pallottino, Powell, ete. Text and internal clav1d<.3nce, ‘o
begin with, also indicate that Herod.otus does bring in '.I‘yl-
rhenians when sfressing the linguistic bonds O.f ‘Crestorluausj,
Placians, and Scylacians as if by a normal association of ideas,
implying thus that all shared in a common tongue. A d-111!:11)
showing (Fig. 2) the cities and regions §tre§sed by Herodo 1{3
has the islands of Lemnos implicitly highlighted as the core

(1) In the pertinent bibliography, Pallottino does list (op. cit. p.‘f 721)1
himself in Studi Etruschi XX, 1948.9, pp. 11 ff,, as author o Aa
article “Erodoto autoctonista?”. The whole sounds droll to me,
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of a “Pelasgian” speaking region of the Northern Aegean. Since
it is certein that the Lemnians spoke an etruscoid language,
and it should be difficult indeed to assign to the Tyrrhenians
of Thessaly any other, (1) it seems foregone that Herodotus,
1,57 is a reference of capital importance. In ultimate fact it
does not conflict with the other reference, Herodotus, 1,9 ff.,
which assigns to the Etruscans an origin immediately out of
Lydia. The map is eloguent (Fig. 2) in the sense of its outli-
ning a Pelasgian (=Tyrrhenian) cradle in the Central to
Northern Aegean Sea, its shores and islands. If Pallottino,
Powell, etc., do at one hand rule Creston out of this eradie
into Italy, still Paliottino is himself wholly satisfied that Pe-
lasgtan=Tyrrhenian inhabited the range in question, and out-
side of it. Nothing could be clearer, this {ime jointly and fi-
nally by Pallottine and Herodotus, both.

The weary argument, what should we finally understand
as Pelasgians ends of course right heve. In a definite geogra-
phic and linguistic sense are to be understood as Pelasgians
the inhabitants of the islands and shores of ihe Aegean Sea
generally north of a boundary: Smyrna—Athens. Originally,
they were not Greek-speaking and only became such by a long
process of “hellenisation” which, begun on the Greek mainfand,
gradually moved eastward over and across the Aegean Sea
eventually to culminate with the conquest of Alexander the
Great, The “hellenisation” of Pelasgian Attica is shrouded in
the mist of legends centering around figures such as Cecrops
and Erechtheus (Herodotus, VIII, 44/2: p. 585), but the one
of Lemnos, for example, is a definite historical fact. Before,
and in the process of being absorbed into the body of “Helle-
nism”, the Pelasgians did confribute massively to the life
and culture of the Greek mainland, its islands and, particularly
Crete. To a mighty Pelasgian tide westward from Asia Minor
answered in time a quite as mighty Hellenic' tide castward,
and except in the political and linguistic sense, if so much,

(1) Pallotino does of course concurs, He subscribes withou! question to
the synonymy: Tyrrhenians=Flruscans {op. cit,, p. 75), whatever
the sea and the time,
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it is not always easy to discriminate what belongs to one or
the other moment, “pure Greeks” (more or less, D?rlans)_,
“hellenized Pelasgians” (more or less, Iomalns‘of Attica) , fi-
nally “pure Pelasgians” (e.g. Lempians) coexm’tmg, a(‘l.vanc;ng,
retrating, fighting, inierbreeding in Herodotus’ own .tlmes V;f‘l—
thin a radius of few score miles. Did we not have with us the
“otrnscoid” stele of Lemnos we could hardly be sure what
language the Pelasgians spoke north of Smyrna and Aﬂ‘]ellfsi
On the basis of what this.stele does prove, and other para }:cr
epigraphic documents reveal, we .k'now today fortu.nate y
enough to understand that it is not w1t1.10u’r reason that gene-
rally south of Smyrna and Athens ancient auﬂ'lol‘s (see, e.g..,‘
Herodotus 1,170 ff./1: p. 86) would place Carl.ans and ’Ehen
kindreds. Scrutinized at close gquarters Pelasgians, Carians,
etc., do themselves break up into allied groups, Whether Tyr-
rhenians, Leleges, Lemnians, Paroreatae, etc:, quite as 31.11'.ely7
as the Greeks themselves are pulverized'mto Thessahotes,_
Boeotians, Achaeans, Argives, Lacedaemonians, etc, al}dl not
so long ago the men of France, Spain, Italy would brejx3x 4 L;11)
into separate hosts of Normans, Prov'engals, Catalans, An Ew
luses, Piedmonteses, Sicilians, ete. ’l‘hl.s motley .array of sub-
nations and sub-languages; this quicksilver of pirates, naviga-
tors, adventurers, conguerors, and conguered could hardly
be written out to fit the frames of lallguag:a of the so called
modern scientific kind some fifteen centuries ago, he.nce not
all classical authors agree in every detail; ?nd labels In some
cases quite fitting and precise wear out thin by conventlona}
extension at other times., However, and even so, he who under-
stands the mainsprings of the argument can surehlf 'not be ata
loss with the data which Herodotus supplies. Writing for th.e
men around him and their immediate descendants he too%t of
course for granted what everybody would know at the time,
which is not necessarily what we know, and so. are 1'e§ady ’Eo
take for granted. The arguments which Hemd?ms spins are
nevertheless by far noi obscure. He has, to begm. with, Pelas-
gians along a line: Hellespont—Thessaly, and 1.t cgnnot .be
chance that brings Lemnos right in the heart of things with
certain Tyrrhenians on the. left.

It being certain that the “lhellenisation” of the Pellasg0~
Cario-Tyrrhenian world was by not far completed even in 500
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B. G, (approximate daie of the conquest of etruscoid-speaking
Lemnos by the Athenians); it being certain likewise (see Ar-
chaeology 13(1) : 2-3 (map.) 1960) that before 1200 B. C, a li-
vely stream of traffic oversea had brought “mycenaean” pot-
tery to Sicily, Iapygia (approaches of Taranto)) finally the
Gulf of Naples; it being well known that at least around 1600
B. C. navigators and merchants from the Aegean had set foot
on the Lipari Islands off northeastern Sicily in quest of obsi-
dian (Taylour, L, W., Mycaenean Pottery in Italy and adja-
cel_lt Areas. 1958), there preceding Rhodians and Cypriotes; it
being well established that obsidian was likewise sought a’nd
avnd worked out by the primitive dwellers of Attica (Aghios
Kosmas; see Mylonas, G. E, Aghios Kosmas. 1959) whose cul-
lure represented a fusion of mainland and Cycladic (or, Ca-
rian) tradition when the tribes around the site of the coining
Athens were but Cranai or at the most Cecropians (see Herodo-
tus, VIIL, 44/2: p, 585); it being finally assuved that when the
Greeks of 850-—700 B. C. began active colonization of Southern
Italy they found in their way an Etruscan thalassocracy in
full strenght (Pallottino, op. cit., p- 77); I do not see at all
how the “Problem of Etruscan Origins” so called, can in ans

way be obscure. : , ’

It is obvious, to begin with, that between 1600 B. C. (and
earher? and 1000 B. C,, steady sireams of Tyrrhenians, and
Pelasgians and Carians, ete. —much sooner than of “Greeks” -
reached the seas between Liguria and Sicily swarming out of
the Aegean Sea: Herodotus is doubtless well informed for
_example there, where he assings to Carians a situation of prime
importance (1,171/1: p. 86) in the fleets of the Knossian (Mi-
noan) thalassocracy. This vast movement toward the seas of
Italy did of course not empty the “Pelasgian cradle” in the
Northern Aegean of all its inhabitants, which is reason why
two “T'yrrheno-Pelasgian” centers soon arose, an older one in
the Aegean, a younger one in the Tyrrhenian (and other) seas
both evolving eventually on their own, bul both sharing in,
language, seafaring capacities, religion, and customs. The
fat?ts. are ave indeed so clear in reference to traditional, lin-
guistic, archaeological data as one that, as we heard, they have
no't gone unreported. The frouble has accordingly net been
with factual ignorance if the “Problem of the ff?h’uscan Ori-
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gins” had remainel unsettled to this very hour, as it - might
seem. The trouble still is, that even authors of the most recent
who refrace the steps of the navigators to the Italian seas bel-
ween 1600 and 800 B. C. (rather earlier than later, to be exact)
call them “Greeks” and “Myceneans” while they surely ought
to identify them as Tyrrhenians, Pelasgians (in the proper

sense), and Cartans. (1)

It is not my intention to cover the entirety of the subject,
for 1 will return to it with details in a second instalment of
these notes. I may however, right here observe that, coherent
on the Aegean side with Pelasgians, Tyrrhenians, Carians, etc.,
the picture is no less so on the Italian side with Etruscans,

How wholly coherent is the picture in its latter aspects
will be clear to us if instead of lumping the multitudinous
data today into the hands of the specialist as if all “Etruscan”
in the same manner and degree, we orderly view them on the

(1} It is difficult to understand a situation of the kind, “Greeks” in
the conventional meaning of the termm do mot become active in
Ttaly before the eight to seventh century; and Carthaginians (rather,
Phoenicians) established Utica on the northern coast of Africa in
1100 B. C., and Carthage was itself not founded before 8§00 B. C. By
conirast, active contacts between, e. g., Sicily and the western sector
of the “Fertile Crescent” (broadly speaking, Cyprus to Gilicia and
Northern Syria) are documentable (see Bernabé Brea, L.: Sicily
before the Greeks. 1957) long before the fall of Knossos (i. e., around
1400 B. G,). In plain words: Gario-Pelasgian languages did dominate
the Mediterranean for at least tweo millenia, and Spain much sooner
fhan Crete did stand as the western end of their sway. This age-
long penetration automatically accounts for occurrence of similar
Iocality-names the whole way between the Hellespont and the
Spanish coats, To what Cario-Pelasgian wave and branch did the
proximal forefathers of the Eiruscans belong may perhaps never
be determined, but that in the plenitude of historical times a lan-
guage allied to that of pre-Greek Lemmnos, thal is, a CGario-Pelasgian
tongue, came to be spoken in Italy is so mormal a consequence of
three millenia of continuous previaus history as to cause wonder-
. ment why most authors insist on “Greeks” and “Phoenicians” in
their reckoning +while making light of Cario-Pelasgians and

Etruscans.




46 BOLETIN DEL MUSEQ DE CIENCIAS NATURALES

contrary around three main centers of reference, namely North.
ern Etruria, Southern Etruria, Adriatic Etruria, as follows:

1) Northern Efruria — This is the Elban, ore-rich end
of 'Tuscany, whose main cities were Populonia and Vetulonia,
both active in the Early Iron Age, that is, at no later time than
between 1000 and 900 B. C. (1) These cities are accordingly
most intimately involved with the development of the so cal-
fed “Villanovan” culture. As Pallotiino warns (op. cia., p. 70)
it would not be true that: “The appearance of the Villanovan
culture marks the appearance of the Etruscans”, but it is true
that from ifs beginnings till the fullness of historical times;
“This civilization develops without any-break or sudden trans-
formation”. In plain words: The Etruscan did noi start the

. “Villovan” phase of iron culture, but took it in hand, not long
after its inception and molded it uninterruptedly afterwards.
Pallottino does bring to record (op. cit, p. 78 £f.) numerous
examples drawn from tradition, linguistics (e.g., the ccurrence
of a tribe in Eastern Sardinia called Aesaronenses, suggestive
of the Etruscan word aisar, “gods”), industry, architecture,
etc., intimately binding Novthern Efruria with Sardinia of the
nuraghi age, and to a lesser extent also with Corsica, To the
references given by the Roman etruscologist which the reader
may consult in the original, three should be added which
seems to be material, thus: i) Ashby (T.; signed article: Sar-
dinig in Enecyel. Brit, xi ed. (Handy Volume), 24, p. 214 ff,
1911) observes that nuraghi and related fombe dei giganti and
domus de gianas are distributed over the whole island to the
virtual exception of its nor(heastern extremity. They are by
contrast most frequent toward the center of the of the island
and the so called Nurra (west of Sassari and north of Alghero,
a volcanic region forming the northwestern tip of Sardinia).
Ashby further wries: “Numerous fragments of obsidian arrow-
heads and chips are also found in and near them (the nuraghi)

(1) Whether the Efruscan ending in —Juna of these two cilies implies
philological relationship with the name of Luna north of the Arno
between Tuscany and Liguria remains to be seen., It possibly
might. That Ligarian settlements would be at the spot prior to Etrus-
can, finally Roman, occupation is not untoward.
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all over the island. The only place where obsidian is known
to be found in Sardinia in a natural state is the Punta Trebina,
a mountain south-east of Oristano”; ii) I admit being perso-
nally impressed by the circumstance that the modern town
of Ales southeast of Oristano is surely not far from, if not iden-
tically the same as, a settlement called in classical times Uselis.
This name strongly suggests the Efruscan word for sun or
solar; iii) The earliest known name of Sardinia is Ichnusa, a
foponimic which it proves, I am sure, exceedingly difficut to
understand as other than Pelasgo-Tyrrhenian. (1) Aesaronenses,
Uselis, Ichnusa do rhyme very much to the same in their im-
plying a very early occtipation of Sardinia by Tyrrhenians bent
upon exploifing obsidian, a staple which they are known to
have elsewhere sought out, whether in Melos of the Aegean or
the Lipari Islands of the Scuthern Tyrrhenian Sea surely af
no later time than 1600 B. C.,possibly much earlier. It has heen
said by Bassi (see p. 41) that Tyrrhenian may mean “he who
dwells in a tower”, which is quite as suggestive once more as
the fact that there is a Sardinian historical distric rich in
nuraghi called, as we heard, Nurra, in which district stood in
Roman times a city of Nura. The Sardinian Tyrrhenians would
not seem to have enjoyed friendly relationships with “autoch-
thonus” Sardinians (probably, an Ibero-African or Ligurian

(1) Pityusa and Ebusus are classical names alternatively borne by the
modern island of Iviza in the Baleares. Contenau tells us (La Gi-
vilisation Phénicienne, p, 277, 1949) that these names are not Phoe-
nician, and that the Carthaginians got hold of Iviza only around
650 B. G, The city of Lampsacus on the Hellespont bore the pre-
Greel designation of Pitynsa. A bay of the Balearic Island of Ma-
jorca is called Alcudia. Phoenicusa and Ericusa were the classical
designations of islands of the Lipari Archipelago (where “Tyrrhe-
nians” mined for obsidian already in 1600 B, B.) now identified
as Filicndi, Alicudi of Italy and Alendia of Spain easily bearing
comparison. In the Tremiti Island north of the Gargano Peninsula
in the Adriatic Sea ave found Pianosa and Pelagosa; the former
name recurs in the Tyrrhenian Sea {Pianosa islet off Elba), Linosa
rises in the 'Mediterranean between Lampedusa and Malia (ab
antiquo, Melita, a name rather not difficult to match in Aegean
range (see Gape Melissa (Crete), Melite (Athens), ctc.). If we fur-
ther consider certain details of the so called “Phoenician” “Lady
of Elece”, and of the so called “Phoenician” jewels found in Spain
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stqck), Whi_ch accounts as one for the many nuraghi and corr
lative massive tomb-structures. In regard of Tyrrhenian posst
bly meaning fower-dweller, the following is not ‘;Jvi’thoutpi0 Sts N
1‘?St: .1) Pyrgos (modern Santa Severa) was together WithnA(;—
]sgl_um.and Punicum one of the ports of Caere; ii) As observec{
igBQNehster (T. B. L, From Mycenae to Homer; p. 151, 157.
), pyrgos {currently, tower) designated a large esta;te of
;;ln_a IOI.nan invaders in the islands and coasts of Western
1 sia, Minor. As a defense against hostile natives (Carians, Pe-
lasgians, etc.), the pyrgos essentially consisted in origin ’of a
fprtlfled house around which were grouped the settlers’ dwel-
%mgs. I.t seems probable that the pyrgos was not a new Ioni
m\.renti.on, and a comparison between the pyrgos and the nuliﬁ
ghz thu.s becomes highly suggestive. It is true that it is curren-
tly b:ehleved today (see, e. g, Charles-Picard, G. & E., La Vi
Q}J.'otl(!lenne a Carthage, p. 170 ff. 1958) that the nu; h ¥
El_l_ls,atmn of Sardinia is intimately related - indeed poig,'Sibel 01:
Wj}ff;;d;l:iﬁ g?iy; gf fharly gar(tihaginiau setflements, oneyoi
’ \ cuthern Sardinia, i i
tablished almost simultaneously wi?h Iéaslifa;?a h:? V: bzeﬂ eS(i
814 B. C,, and so long after Utica (approximateiy Ilﬂb Br0 En)

(fjrllo\lirli]g Murccllla and Alicante; see Contenaun, op, cit,, p. 161), we
o ;fmt?l difficulty—even without reminding ourseives of’ the
s of & OSPi who'are sure that a “micenean” dagger is en-
) :S;Signs ! E;)II‘IC 1f‘:nge in Englanfl— 'fiud merit is the tradition which
amens . u'sc:ms early- Illawgatlons to the Baleares, Spain, etc
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Perhaps acceptable at the Punic end of history, this chrono-
logy leaves however much to be desired on the Tyrrhenian
one, when the age and early bonds are considered in the di-
rection of Sardinia of cities such as Vetulonia and Populonia.
The strange neglect of the phase of Mediterranean history
influenced by Tyrrhenians as yet not become Etiruscans bet-
ween ca, 1500 and 1000 B. C.; and the constant crediting of
the highlights of this history to either Phoenic¢ians or “Greeks”;
is obvious responsible for opinions which a better understand-
ing of times and men is bound, let us hope, substantially to

alter.

Concluding insofar as Northern Etruria: i) Immediately
after the beginnings of the “Villanovan” age, if not simulta-
neously with it, Tyrrhenians long before established in Sardinia
moved on and to the iron mines fronting Elba on the coast of
Tuscany, where they settled founding Vetulonia and Populo-
nia. That they maintained for a time relations with whatever
part of them had remained behind in Sardinia is proved by
{he evidence which Pallottino reports; that these relations
were interfered with by non-Tyrrhenian pirates for a time
also seems sure; ii) Considering that Tyrrhenians were active
mining obsidian in the Lipari Islands around 1600 B. C. it appe-
ars very probable that the Tyrrhenian occupation of Sardinia
lasted several centuries from about 1500 B. C. to about 1000
B. (., a span long enough to account for an abundant crop of
local Tyrrhenian building; iii) It is of course .obvious that
Tyrrhenians would not be responsible for the beginning
of the “Villanovan” cultural phase of continental Italy; quite
as obvious, however, is that they controlled and extended it
shortly from its inception at the hand of “Italiotes”, whose
iron. mines the Tyrrhenians did appropiate. I

2) Southern to Central Efruria.— From this end of Tus-
cany with the important cities of Vulei, Tarquinia, and Caere,
_all pear_to, but none exactly on, the coast, Pallotting reports
(op. cit, p. 70 ff.) evidence of “infiltrations” from the south
-by- coastal or sea routes. La Tolfa, a frachytic hill-between
“Caere and Tavquinia is dotted (Pallottino, p. 113) with: “Many
:small Etjr}is.ca'n villages”. that ave as yet practically untouched
by the archacologist, though it is already understood (Pallot-
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metrischen Spitzen und Messerchen aus der Umgebung von
Perugia und aus den Abruzzen, deren nichste Verwandte sich
in Apulia gefunden haben und dritben in Siidgriechland, in
der Nihe von Sparfa”; a datum no less significant that the
one contributed by Immerwahr (Archaeology 13(1): 8. £1. 1960)
to the effect that on a reef (Scoglio del Tonno) facing Taranto
stood a trading station of “Mycaenean” origin with an appa-
rent monopoly of Rhodian vases. This center was the terminus
for the overland trade of the “Terramare people”, who con-
troled “the bronze industry of Tuscany”. It is probable that
Immerwahr takes of the “Terramare people” and of “Mycae-
neans” a quite conventional, very broad understanding, but
it is obvious that Iapygia —where the tradition said had ended
the vest of a “Minoan” fleet trying to return fo Crete after a
disastrous expedition to Sicily— was actively trading with the
early “Italiotes” and their Tyrrhenian successors.

The linguistic situation at various points of the coasts of
Adriatic Italy and Yugoslavia is complex. In the Picenum
(Pallottino, op. cit, p. 99) we find “little-known dialects”, and
peoples named fapuzci, cognate with the Iapodi of Istria and-
the Japygi of Apulia. In the Efruscan sector by the Lower Po
(Felsina (Bologna), Spina, Marzaboito) and in the alpine val-
leys north if the Adige the state of affairs is less than clear.
It is currently taken for granted that the sector in guestion
was colonized by Etruscans from Tuscany, but those who s0
believe easily run into difficulties, witness Antonioli, She wri-
tes (Arte degli Etruschi, p. 10. 1955) that Telsina was already
important in the “Villanovan” age, only immed:'ga"g‘ely"t'g add

vhenians” but once (op, cit, p. 144), stating— after Diodorus Si-
culus— that when the Cnydian Greeks arvived in Lipari they found
the islands with but an “Ausonian” remnant of ifs former inhabi-
tants, who: “Lived in perpetual fear of raids from the Tyrrhenian
pirates with whom the Greeks had immediately to fight”, It seens
accordingly probable that the “tyrrhenisation” of Italy north of
Rome was far from representing a fale of pacific penetration
throughout, and it is a question whether the “Ausonian” settlement
of the Lipari Islands and parts of Sicily did not include, at least
between 1150 and 850 B. C., Ceniral Italian muclei fleeing the in-
vading “T'yrrhenian” hosts. See the coming instalment.
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represented groups of mixed origin in which Tyrrhenians
might have had some part; iv) Pisani’s and Pallotfino’s theo-
ries on the origin of Rhaetic are not satisfactory. These theo-
ries may fit the purpose of some vefurbished form of “autoch-
thonism?” for the Efruscan ethnos, but are evidently obnoxious
for everything else of philology and history oulside of Italy.

We may finally conclude overall concerning the Italian
end of the Tyrrhenian tale, thus:

1) The Etruscan ethnos had its development on Ttalian
soil all right, but this development makes no sense unless seen
against a competent background of origins. Theories, whate-
ver the vintage, are hopelessly out of place.

9) The Etruscan colonization of Italy was a very long
process covering at least five centuries before the full occupa-
tion of its historical centers. Tyrrhenians did converge on
Tuscany and the Lower Po Valley (Fig. 3) from different
establishments in Sardinia (possibly the most important du-
ring the pre-Tuscan age), Sicily, Apulia, etc. They shared in
a common language, but by far not in a single dialect.

3)  What gave the Tyrrhenians the upper harnd agdinst
(he “Italiotes” at first was most of all consummate skill in
navigation, a broad geographic outlook, finally a keen tra-
ding spirit, ‘When reaching in a first time the Ttalian coasts,
fhe Tyrrhenes did have a “civilization” of a type not io ex-
ceed the provincial level of the Pelasgians between 1600 and
1000 B. C. However, because of Tuscan prosperity as naviga-
tors, - metallurgists, shipbuildérs, dealers and brokers inside
out and outside Italy, they eventually rose in wealth:and so

also culture.

~ 4y Itis by far not impossible that Etruria did receive
immigrants also from “hellenic” sources at_ different times
before and after 1000 B. C., but these accretions did not alter
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the basically Tyrrhenian substratum of Etruscan life and
customs, (1) = : ' '

B -Natﬁrall'jr, the Tuscan Tyrrhenians did freely mix
with native “Italiotes”, the nature of the interrelationships
resulting being at time challenging (see, for example, Falerii,

a city most close to Rome by language yet willing to stand by
Etruria to its uiter destruction).

6) Much pointless writing on the political organization
of Etruria into a loose confederacy of virtuaily independent
cities woven together by contrast by religious and “national”
bonds of the tighest could easily be avoided. The political
formation of the Etruscans answered the original mercanti-

" lism of settlers streaming in from different point of the com-
Dass but even more molds of ancestral thought and tradition,
Their twelve major cities essentially reproduced on Italian
soil the type of organization of some Aegean “dodecapolis”,

—_——

(1) According to tradition, Falerii was founded by “Greeks” from Argos
{Von Vacano, 0. W., Die Etruskers, p. 61, 1055; giving references
to Strabo, Plinjus, Altheim); Caere by Thessalians and Pelasgians
(loc. cit.; giving references to Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Plinjus,
Strabo) wunder the injtial name of Agylla (see for this name also
Herodotus, 1,167: p. 84); Tarquinia by Achaean “Greeks” (loc. cit.;
referring to Justinus) ; Clusium by Etruseans who supplanted Um-
brians, the city’s earlier name being Camers (op. cit, p. 61, citing
Livius). How genuinely Greeks were the “Grecks” acting in these
legends and traditions remains to he seen. Cerveteri, at any ratle,
is credited {o Thessalians {(with whom Herodotus places Tyrrhe-~
nians) and to Pelasgians, which speaks for itself, Camers might have
heen an Umbrian designation, but Kamares ig old enough a Cretan
name 1o advise cauntion in taking what Livius affirms for granted
on the spot, Concluding: The process of formation of the Etruscan
Dodecapolis was neither sudden, nor rectilinear, no more so than

" _was the Drocess of formation of “Helias” or Roman “Ttalia®, but
the complexities of fale do not alter, be it in least, its inirinsic
fundamental simplicity.
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‘ nder-
which shows once more that develop_n’.eent (i)l)."lnn()f be u
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d'}ficuli - from added considerations drawn fr oml 0 hor fields
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second instalment of these notes.

- g ian island, had a recognl-
(1) Lesbos, tor ?x?llﬂfédaiyoifénciltliisPoi,lzi\?liltilene, Methymna, An?sia(;
e pentalfcilﬂgyrifla. The name Methymna is currently bdﬁ?ni loocal
ﬁ:zfilrlesél afrcun fhe Gresk méthu, in allusmnl t; ;]j:anixii Etenscat

ine. Since, on the contrary, methlum, mele Jeas! some reason
“nation” (see Pallotiino, op. cit., p. 278) there is at Ie

ither confederacy
for suspecting that Mitylene-Methymna may mean either cao

i i
- the like. Melch Rasnal might thus possibly meaxfdconfederacy o
2111(3 Rasna, whatever the derivation of the last word.

Fig. 1254 The Arcadian dialect (heazy blacli)l;he}ggla%({-
in the Aeolic (sensu lato “NoyL:th-\RTest ~(:11?;(3;:%’[:;fn R

ick), stippled, and by the Doric {(c). 101}10 ia range
‘; Bo’eotian in range «. B: The nexus in speech hetwe -
Ai‘éadian (heavy black tat left)ﬂilgixfgﬁrlggeth(;adnir;ion-
1 : -arrow a siresses .
illg(};gm %z?iiiﬁlthese ftwo most closel?r allied ~—yel terri-

torially quite remote— dialeets.
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Fig, 2.—

i E;g;’ntii?iziedH;;axfry bllack marks off the localities and cities
rodoten (1 556 50{;:‘41 for Tyrrhenians and Pelasgians by He-
Tt 0 n:] -5 ;V,26), numbered as follows: 1) Thessa-
5 Lemn}; i 1e1(1{1?ns recordgd in the vicinity); 2) Crestonaes:
o s ?n(l n}bros (Iattt?r to vight); 4) Placiq and Scy:
“Leﬁlnjalljl i)”e- axl’e the regions whence Pelasgians (and
e aut;;ln Western Peloponnese) are recorded by
Son (hthomd 0;'. meken—hatched line across the Aegean
o (Athen T0 ‘?1 t, Smyrna to right) sets out northwards
Homme W?gllllemans and Pelasgians, sensu stricto by
e v .CO ithin broken-dotied line (apper-hand, leff)
Lo ange nventionally accepted by classical auth(’)r

cradie of the Pure Greeks”. Full triangle D i this
region identifies Dodona. s

BOLETIN DEL MUSEC DE CIENCIAS NATURALES 57

Tig. 3—The two “Pelasgo-Tyrrhenians” historical centers
in Aegean and Italian range, respectively, in heavy black,
Indicatively stippled are regions of identifiable proto-his-
torical “Pelasgo—Cario—Tyrrhenian” occupation. Arrow
from the Lower Aegean pointing toward Italy is indica-

-tive of “Pelasgo—Cario—Tyrrhenian” migrations active

approximately between 3000 and 1300 B. C. Arrows in Ita-
lian range identify secondary migrations of the same ethnic
stock converging from Sardinia, Sicily, Apulia, etc., upon
the centers:of ultimate Elruscan oceupation (Tuscany,
Eastern Po Valley into the adjacent Alps, ete.) in times
followings ca. 1250 B.G. Hatched arrows added to suggest
the spread of Etruscan trade and navigation northward
and westward., The double-headed arrows with question
mark in the Tyrrhenian Sea emphasizes the as yet specu-
lative status of the “Ausonian” invasion of the Lipari Is-
lands and Eastern Sicily from a northern center probably
involving Latium.




