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AUTHOR’S PREFACE

The papers incorporated in the present volume were written
in part during the last few years, in part at a much earlier period.
The earlier productions were printed in the proceedings of various
Italian societies, or in separate pamphlets for private distribution,
and in either case came before a very limited public.

I am led to offer this volume to the English-speaking public,
both because it presents practically unpublished material, and
because of the close connection between the various subjects of
which it treats, since all were suggested by my researches in prepar-
ing my History of Magna Graecia and Sicily and my Hislory
of Rome.

E. P
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TRANSLATOR’S PREFACE

In translating this volume it has been my aim to reproduce the
articles exactly as they were written. Owing to the difference
between English and Italian idiom, it at first seemed necessary
to modify the text to some extent in order to produce readable
English. After a little practice, however, it became evident that
such modifications were not only unnecessary, but even inadvis-
able,and the translation as it stands follows the order of presenta-
tion of the original material very closely.

The chapter on the Temple of the Sirens was translated by a
college student while Professor Pais was in this country two years
ago, and appeared in the American Journal of Archaeology. The
translation is good, but to my mind loses force because of the
number of changes made in the arrangement of the material.
It has been practically retranslated for the present volume.

In his preface Professor Pais has alluded to the limited public
to which these articles were presented. He himself did not possess
a copy of the chapter on Strabo, and after writing to those of his
friends to whom the few pamphlets which were printed had been
presented, was able to secure but a single copy, and that from
Professor Beloch in Germany.

I am greatly indebted to Professor Pais for his kindness in
explaining the various points concerning which I was in doubt.
I spent nearly a week at his villa near Naples while engaged upon
the translation, and was thus enabled to secure his advice in many
cases where my own ignorance of the subject-matter might have

led to error.
C. D. C.
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I

AUSONIA AND THE AUSONIANS
I

From a period at least as early as the fifth century B. c. Greek
writers have counted the Ausonians among the oldest peoples of
Italy, and have given the name of Ausonia to a certain more or
less extended portion of the peninsula.* Thereis some controversy,
however, concerning the exact location of the home of this people,
and also concerning the historical events which led to their growth
in power and subsequent decay. The subject is worthy of atten-
tion, both because ancient writers do not entirely agree in the
matter, and because modern authorities do not seem to have derived
all the information possible from the fragments from ancient writers
at our command. Certain modern critics, for example, have
erred in assigning to the Ausonians a much smaller expanse of
territory than that which they really occupied, and have not properly
valued a series of references which deserve more attention. They
have also neglected to take into consideration a number of ancient
geographical names which still exist, and which will enable us
to determine with much greater accuracy the amount of territory
which this people in reality occupied.

According to Polybius, as quoted by Strabo, the Ausonians
and the Opicians of Campania were two distinct peoples.? Hellani-
cus also mentions them as if they were separate peoples.3 On
the other hand, Antiochus, as quoted by Strabo in the passage
mentioned and also Aristotle, in a passage which we shall discuss

* Among the various passages which allude to the Ausonians as the earliest
inhabitants of Italy (cf. Dion. Hal. i. 35 extr.) should be noted Aelian. V. H. ix. 16,
who speaks of the centaur Mdpns as the earliest indigenous inhabitant. This
name ‘“ Mares” is of course associated with that of the goddess Marica, who was
honored at Minturnae (which is on Ausonian territory), and who is mentioned by
Vergil (vii. 47) in connection with Laurentum (cf. Serv., ad loc.). An archaic
Latin inscription (CIL, I. 175) shows that her cult also existed at Pesaro.

2 Strab. v, p. 242 C. 3 Antioch. and Hellan. apud Dion. Hal. i. 22.

I



2 ANCIENT ITALY

shortly, and which is possibly derived from Antiochus, speak of
the Ausonians and Opicians as one people.” It may be that the
original text of Hellanicus mentioned these peoples as two branches
of a single race, and perhaps the source of Polybius had in mind the
same idea, especially since it is only the explicit statement of ‘Stra-
bo that the ancient Syracusan historian held the contrary view that
prevents our deriving from still another fragment of Antiochus
that the Opicians and Ausonians were two separate peoples.
According to the passage in Aristotle alluded to above, the
Opicians were also called Ausonians and inhabited the regions on
the side toward the Tyrrhenian Sea. Moreover, they belonged
to the same Oenotrian race as did the Chones (Xé&ves), who
dwelt near the Yapygians in the territory of Siris on the Sallentine
peninsula. We have additional proof of the exactness of the
information of Antiochus in the other passages which make men-
tion of the Ausonians in Campania at Nola and at Sorrento,?
and also in the name of the Auruncians, who inhabited the regions
bordering on the Pomptine marshes, and extending from Terracina
to Cales and Volturno. That Ausoni and Aurunci are two forms
of the same name was recognized by Cluverius, and is now generally
admitted.> Even today in the Auruncian territory the name of
the Ausonians appears in that of the river Ausente and its tributary,
the Ausentiello, which mingle their waters with those of the Gari-
gliano not far from the ancient Minturnae. Thus the identity of
the Ausonians and Auruncians, although it is of aid in better deter-
mining one of the regions in which the name of this people has been

t Strab. loc. cit.; Aristot. Polit. vii. (10) 9. 3, p. 1339 Bk.

2 N@Aa mbéhes Adobvwy is the statement attributed to Hecataeus by Stephen of
Byzantium, s. v. It is true, however, that the extracts from Hecataeus in Stephen
are often open to suspicion (cf. the well-known fragment concerning Capua), and
that Callimachus (apud Athen. Ep. ii, p. 270, Schw.) alluded explicitly to a falsi-
fication of the works of Hecataeus. On the other hand, there is no reason for
believing that the legend of Auson who went from Sorrento to Lipari, and that of
his sons who occupied the eastern and northern shores of Sicily (see Diod. v. 7;
cf. Eust. ad Dion. Perieg., vss. 461-67) do not contain elements referring to the
expansion of the Ausonian race along all of these shores.

3 Cluverius, Italia Antiqua (Lugduni Batav., 1624", II, pp 1048 ff.; Nissen,
Ital. Landeskunde, 11, 2, pp 656 fi.
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preserved, has on the other hand, been an obstacle to the recogni-
tion of the extent of the region which they occupied.

An ancient writer informs us that the Ausonians originally
inhabited the region in which Cales and Beneventum were located ;*
but an eminent modern critic has denied the historical value of
this statement, which he says to be of literary origin, and to have
made its first appearance in the Alexandrine age.? In like
manner, another prominent critic has asserted that not until the
Alexandrine age was the term “ Ausonian” used to designate the
Siculian or Ionian Sea.® According to capable modern critics
also, it was not till this period that the name was applied to a more
or less extensive portion of the Italian peninsula situated beyond
the borders of the Auruncian land. We shall see shortly that these
statements are erroneous. The confusion is in part due to a
misleading passage in Strabo. After affirming that, although the
Oscans had disappeared, there still existed traces of them in the
language which the Romans used under special circumstances,
Strabo continues as follows: “And although the Ausonians never
dwelt near the Siculian Sea, nevertheless one calls that sea Auso-
nian.”# In opposition to this, Strabo himself affirms that Temesa,
on the border of Bruttium, was originally an Ausonian city.s
This coincides with the statement of Cato the Elder, who affirms
that the Auruncians were at an early period established in the
territory of Taurianum near the confines of Chalcidian Regium.¢
The presence of the Ausonians on the Ionian coast has recently
been made certain by the discovery of a fragment of Pindar, in

tPaul. Ep. Fest, p. 18 M, s. v. Ausoniam; for Cales see also Dion. Hal. apud

Steph. Byz., s. v. KaAqola. Beneventum is possibly the MaXdwios which Heca-
taeus (apud Steph. Byz.) placed in the interior of Oenotria.

2 Huelsen, in Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encyclop., II, 2, col. 2561: “Die Locali-
sierung des Namens auf die Gegend zwischen Cales und Benevent ist gelehrte
Erfindung.”

3 Nissen, Ital. Landeskunde, 1, p. 95; cf. p. 65, n. 6.

4Strab. v, p. 232 C.: 7dv & Abobrwr 008’ dmwaf oiknodvrwy éxl 77 Zikehiky
faldTTy, T TéNayos Spuws Adobviov kaleirat,

s Strab. vi, p. 255 C.: Tewéon . . . . Abobrwy kriopua.

6 Cato apud Prob. in Verg. Buc. et Georg., p. 326, ed. Thilo et Hagen fr. 71,
Peter.



4 ANCIENT ITALY

which the region where Epizephyrian Locri was situated is termed
Ausonian.*

The Opician Ausonians had, moreover, occupied Bruttium,
the modern Calabria. According to Antiochus of Syracuse, the
Opician Oenotrians had driven the Siculi from Bruttium and
forced them over to Sicily.? We have seen that, according to
Antiochus, the Opician Oenotrians were the same as the Ausonians.
According to Hellanicus also, the Ausonians invaded southern
Bruttium and forced the Siculi across to Sicily,® and Thucydides,
probably following Antiochus, as has often been noted, affirmed
that the Opicians had driven the Siculi from that region.4

On the whole, it is evident that in the fifth century B. c. the
Ausonians were held to have been the earliest inhabitants on the
shores of southern Bruttium. The many allusions of Lycophron
to the Ausonians, when speaking of Scylla and the Strait of
Messina, and of Petelia and Croton on the Ionian coast, were not
new literary creations, as certain modern writers have held, but
merely repeated the early traditions referring to the presence of
the Ausonians on those shores; and here, as elsewhere, Lycophron
showed himself a faithful follower of early writers.s

It does not require many words to show the error of those
who hold that not until Alexandrine times was the Siculian Sea
termed Ausonian. The sea in question extended from Sicily to
the shores of Iapygia and the mouth of the Adriatic, not far from
the borders of Epirus. We are told expressly by ancient writers
that the name of Ausonian preceded that of Siculian for this sea,®
and we have no reason to doubt their statements. The great
expansion of Sicilian commerce, and the power of Syracuse after

2 Oxyrh. Pap. iii. 408, 586.

2 Antioch. apud Dion. Hal. i. 22; and apud Strab. vi, p. 257 C.

3 Hellan. apud Dion. Hal. i. 22. According to Hellanicus, the Ausonians
were driven over to Sicily on account of the invasion of the Iapygians.

4 Thuc. vi. 2. 4. s Lycophr. Alex., vss. 44, 922.

6 Strab. ii, p. 123 C, says expressly: 78 Adobvor uév wdhat, »iy 8¢ kaoduevor
Zukehikdy (i. ., wéhayos); cf. ii, p. 128 C.; vii, p. 324 C.; Polyb. apud Plin. N. H.
iii. 75; #bid., 14. 95: “‘in tres sinus recedens Ausoni maris, quoniam Ausones tenuere
primi;” cf. #bid.,, 151; xiv. 69; Eustach. ad Dion. Perieg., vs. /8.
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the beginning of the fifth century, explain very well why the sea
between Greece and Sicily should be termed Siculian. It is also
easy to understand why this new name superseded that of Ausonian,
which had been given the sea on account of the ancient Ausonian
inhabitants of its shores. That the Ausonians really dwelt there
is shown not only by the statement of Ephorus, according to whom
they were driven from their homes by the Iapygians, but also by
the recently quoted passage from Aristotle. According to this
passage, which agrees perfectly with the statements of Antiochus
and was probably derived from him, both the Chones, who inhab-
ited the territory of Siris on the Tarentine gulf, and the Opician
Ausonians, whom we have already found in Bruttium, in Campania,
and near the Pomptine marshes, were of Oenotrian descent, and
belonged to the same people to whom Italus gave his laws.*
Lycophron, however, does not limit himself to giving the name
of Ausonian to the region situated on the shores of the Siculian
or Ionian Sea, and to that occupied by Campania. He also men-
tions the Ausonians in connection with Daunia and the myth of
Diomede.? It does not seem that we should regard this as an inno-
vation of the Alexandrine poet. The best proof that in this case
alsohefollowed early sources is given by a passage in Pseudo-Scylax,
where, after speaking of the Iapygians who inhabited the region
between the Tarentine peninsula and Mount Orion or Garganus,
reference is made to the neighboring Samnites. The Samnites
occupied the territory extending from Mount Garganus to the
land of the Umbrians and to Ancona. Among them the Greek
historian records five peoples: the Laterni, Opici, Cramones,
Boreontini, and Peucetii (§15). Few passages have been so
maltreated by critics at this. The fact that certain of the peoples
mentioned are unknown has led to attempts to amend the text by
various conjectures, and the mention of the Opicians as dwelling
toward the Adriatic has led to strange errors. Critics have over-
t Aristot. Polit. vii. (10) 9. 3, p- 1339 Bk.: olxovr 8¢ 70 uév wpds iy T'vppnvla.v

*Omixol xal wpbrepov kal viv kalobuevos THv émwrvular Abooves, & 8¢ wpds iy " Iraklar
xal 70v '1éviov XGves THv xalovuérny Slpww + foav 8¢ xal Xaves Olvorpol 1O vévos.

2 Lycophr., Alex., vss. 593, 615, 1047.
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looked the fact that the author had already described the Tyrrhe-
nian shores, having at that time made mention of the Campanians
and Samnites (§§ 10, 11), and have wrongly supposed that he
here describes peoples inhabiting the Mediterranean side of the
peninsula. The truth is that Pseudo-Scylax was describing a
circumnavigation and mentioned only the peoples on the coast,
not those in the interior; and among the peoples inhabiting the
plains or the mountains near the Adriatic coast, between Mount
Garganus and Ancona, must be sought the five above-mentioned
tribes, who spoke five different dialects. Of the Laterni and
Cramones we know nothing. The Boreontini probably inhabited
certain of the mountains, which in that region often reach to the
sea. The Peucetii were evidently the inhabitants of Picenum and
Asculum, names which reappear in those of the Peucetii and of
Asculum in Apulia. The name of the Opicians indicates clearly
that, just as the Samnites had established themselves on the Adriatic
and Tyrrhenian shores, so the Opicians had settled in the neigh-
borhood of both seas. In like manner we find traces of Luca-
nians and Daunians on both shores.*

We have already noted that in the country of the Auruncians,
not far from Minturnae, the modern names of the Ausente and
Ausentiello recall the ancient Opician Ausonians, who were among

1 Pseud.-Scyl., vs. 15: Zavvitar év 8¢ rolre 7 &fver YAOooar fror gTépara
Tdd¢+ Aarépvior, ‘Omikol, Kpduoves, Bopeovrivor, Ilevkertels. Miiller, G. G. M.,
I, p. 24, gives extracts from the comments of Niebuhr, Grotefend, and Mommsen.
In the Aaréprior some recognize the Leuterni of the Sallentine peninsula, or of
Liternum in Campania. The name is unknown to me. By way of conjecture we
might read "Aréprioi, and think of the people dwelling near the Aternus; but this
is purely hypothetical. The 'Omiwol have suggested the strange correction to
’Amovdol, Without reason the Kpduoves have been brought into relation with the
Samnite Kapakijror of Ptol. iii. 1. §8. The name of the Bopeorrivo. (which
recalls the form Bopelyoror which Lycophr. Alex., vs. 1253 applies to the abori-
gines of the Abruzzi, the modern Borini, and which signifies “mountain people’’)
has been emended by Grotefend and Niebuhr to Bpevreaivo. Through a mis-
understanding of this passage in Pseudo-Scylax, Niebuhr supposes that it was out
of place, although it is really in its proper position. And through a like misunder-
standing Mommsen was obliged to suppose that the author was alluding to the

Opicians of Campania, and to Liternum or Linternum, or to Nuceria Alfaterna of
that same region.
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the first to occupy these regions in historic times. It may be noted
that even today not far from the ancient Sagrus (the modern San-
gro), and parallel to it, flows the river Osento, which takes its
origin in the mountains of Atessa and empties into the Adriatic
not far from the modern Torino di Sangro. ““Osento” is evidently
a contracted form of ““ Ausento,” and we have proof of the existence
of the Opician Ausonians on the Adriatic as well as on the Tyrrhe-
nian shores. There is, however, evidence for the modern name of
Ausente in more than this one region. According to a most
credible statement of Verrius Flaccus, the Ausonians originally
occupied the inland region of the Apennines where Cales and
Beneventum are located today. If we examine on a map the
region lying between Beneventum, on the one hand, and Mount
Vultur and the borders of ancient Daunia, on the other, not far
from ancient Aquilonia (Lacedonia) we come upon the river
Laosento, which flows into the Aufidus on the slopes of Mount
Vultur before reaching the Adriatic. The form “Lausento’ stands
in the same relation to “Osento” and to “Ausente” as that of
the neighboring “Lacedonia” stands to the ancient “ Aquilonia.”
In like manner, in various regions of southern Italy the form “La-
vella” bears the same relation to ‘“Avella” as the modern name of
“Lamone” in Romagna to the ancient “Anemum.” Not far
from Monteverde, near the Lausento or Ausento, there still exist
traces of Cyclopaean walls—a fact, however, which has little
bearing on the ethnical side of our problem. Of more importance
are the mention of the Adriatic Opicians in Pseudo-Scylax, and
the evidence of the two rivers Osento and Ausento, both of which
facts make it more than probable that here as elsewhere Lycophron
echoed faithfully the early traditions which located the Ausonians
on the shores of Daunia. With the statement of Lycophron, more-
over, agrees the passage in Appian to the effect that Sipontum in
Daunia was termed an Ausonian city.”

We have already noticed that, according to Hellanicus, the
Japygians drove the Ausonians from their territory.? It is quite

1 App. B. C. v. 56. From the context of the two following chapters it would
seem that Appian also located Thurii and Consentia in Ausonia.

2 Hellan. apud Dion. Hal. i. 22.
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possible that this may have happened in Daunia as well as in
Bruttium. According to Ephorus, as quoted by Strabo, the Tapy-
gians dwelt near Croton.* It may be suspected that Ephorus
derived this from the 7év ’lamvylwv depac Tpeis, or from the
three promontories of the Iapygians which were situated near the
famous Italiot city.” If that is true, Ephorus acted after the
manner of modern critics, and in default of historical evidence
resorted to reconstructive arguments. It does not follow that he
was wrong in so doing. Through similar means modern criticism
often arrives at the truth. It is worthy of note that Pseudo-Scym-
nus, whose contact with Ephorus is well known, also locates the
Ocnotrians between Croton, the Tapygians, and Brindisi, and that
his statements correspond to other data which rest on the authority
of Hecataeus and Strabo.3 Certainly there was a time when the
name of Ausonia was applied to a large portion of southern Italy;
and quite possibly Verrius Flaccus drew from the ancient authors
who had spoken of such an extension, when he wrote that Ausonia
was originally the portion of Italy where Cales and Beneventum
were located, and that the name was gradually extended to apply
to the entire portion of the peninsula which was bordered by the
Apennines.4

t Ephor. apud Strab. vi, p. 262 C. 2 Strab. vi, p. 261 C.

3 Pseud.-Scymn., vs. 363.

4 Paul. Ep. Fest, p. 18 M,, s. v.: “Ausoniam appellavit Auson, Ulixis et
Calypsus filius, eam primam partem Italiae, in qua sunt urbes Beneventum et Cales;
deinde paulatim tota quoque Italia quae Apennino finitur, dicta est Ausonia ab
eodem duce, a quo conditam fuisse Auruncam etiam ferunt.” Cf. Lycophr. Alex.,
vs. 702, where there is a reference to Mount Ades, from which flowed all of the
streams and fountains which watered the Ausonian territory. According to the
commentators (see the excellent edition of E. Ciaceri [Catania, 1go1], p. 238), the
Ades is the same as the Apennines; cf. Polyb. iii. 110; Cic. De orat. iii. 19. 69;
Lucan. ii. 403 fI.

Besides the cities of the Auruncan region, and besides Cales and Beneventum,
the names of three other Ausonian cities have come down to us; i. e., Magdxpwa,
Beoxla, and Iléda (Steph. Byz., s. vv.). The first is entirely unknown to us, and
possibly here, as elsewhere in Stephen, the name is corrupt. Perhaps Maudxpiva
is the Maxpiva spoken of by Strabo (v, p. 251 C.), who, however, calls it a Tuvp-
pnv@y krlopa olkovpevor md Zavmrdv. Possibly we have to deal with a repetition

of the first syllable similar to that in BéBpuxes (from ®Ppiyes) and Mamers (from
Mars). 1In this case it must be that the Oenotrians occupied Marcina near Salerno
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When, in another passage, Lycophron speaks of Caere in
Etruria as a city situated in Ausonia, he is not alone in so doing.*
Neither Verrius Flaccus nor Lycophron expresses personal opinions;
nor do they represent the result of late literary speculation. This
is shown by the writings of Antiochus; by the author of the periplus,
“known by the name of Scymnus of Chios, who depended, it seems,
on Apollodorus; and finally by the annalistic sources of Livy and
Dionysius. From the statements of Livy we learn with all cer-
tainty that within historic times the Ausonians not only occupied
the region more specifically termed Auruncian, which extended
from the Pomptine marshes to Mount Massicus and to the extinct
volcano of Rocca Monfina, but they that extended as far as Cales.?
Pseudo-Scymnus has occasion to speak twice of the Ausonians.
In one place he says that they inhabited the inland region closely
adjoining the territory of the Latins. The second time he speaks
of them as dwelling beside the Samnites, who occupied the southern
shores of Campania, and who lived, therefore, in the regions bord-
ering on the territory of Benevetum.? A careful interpretation

before the Etruscans. Beokfa is the same as the Vescia which Livy (viii. 11.
9, 25) calls a city of the Ausonians. Iléda is the Latin Pedum.

t Lycophr. Alex., vs. 1355.

2 According to the tradition in Livy (ii. 8), about 504 B. C., the Auruncians
occupied Pometia and Cora, taking them from the Latins, and in 495 they pushed
almost as far as Aricia (ii. 26). In 337 they occupied Suessa Aurunca (viii. 15),
at which time they also took Cales, which is called Ausonian (““ea gens Cales urbem
incolebat,” viii. 16). In 314 the Ausonians captured and destroyed Minturnae
and Vescia, the cities of Auson, and Livy (ix. 25) adds on this occasion: “delataque
Ausonum gens.” According to Roman tradition, the Ausonians were gradually
driven back, on the one hand by the Latins, on the other by the Samnites (cf. Livy,
ix. 25), and this in general corresponds to the truth.

3 Pseud.-Scymn.,vss. 228 ff, after having mentioned Latinus, son of Ulysses and
Circe, says: Aloovés Te peobyeov Témwov | Exovres Alocwy ols ouvoiktoar doxel "Oduo-
oéws wals xal Kalvpols yevbuevos; and then again, after having spoken of Cumae
and Neapolis in Campania, he recalls the Samnites (cf. Pseud.-Scyl., vss. 10,
11), mapowkoio’ éxduevor T@v Abebvwv (vss. 244 ff.), by which perhaps he alludes
both to the Ausonians of Nola and to the population which was pressing into the
interior of the Samnite territory. In like manner, shortly afterward (vs. 246)
Pseudo-Scymnus mentions the Oenotrians who inhabited the inland district behind
Posidonia (Paestum). Both Verrius Flaccus and Pseudo-Scymnus, in giving the
well-known legend referring to Auson, son of Circe, and to Calypso (cf. above, and
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of the fragments of Antiochus, as compared with the passages from
Hellanicus, Thucydides, and, above all, Aristotle, who, according
to the majority of critics, derived his material from Antiochus
himself, shows that, according to this writer, and, indeed, according
to all the historians of the fifth century B. c., the Opician Ausonians
once occupied the entire region of Italy situated between the Ionian
Sea and the shores of Bruttium, on the one hand, and the Tyrrhe-
nian Sea, on the other. Ausonia itself however, as is expressly
stated by Verrius Flaccus, was that region of Italy which was
bounded by the Apennines; and with this fact in mind one better
understands the numerous passages in Vergil alluding to Ausonia
and the Ausonians.

According to the opinion which is today generally accepted
and defended by the best critics, Vergil, on a par with other writers
of the Alexandrine period, by the use of poetic license applied the
words ‘‘ Ausonia’’ and ‘“ Ausonians’ to regions which that people
never inhabited. Latium for example he called Ausonia, and the
indigenous inhabitants of that region, against whom Acneas had
to contend, he termed Ausonians. In Vergil the Tiber is Ausonian,
and so is the spear which killed the Greek Pallas. The Rutulian
Turnus, too, is called Ausonian, and all of the Rutulians and Latins
are held to be of that race.” Both ancient and modern critics
agree that, instead of giving his fancy free rein in illustrating the
early myths, Vergil generally followed very closely the ancient
traditions. That the present instance is no exception, and that
Vergil followed Lycophron, is shown by a passage in Aristotle

also the other passages relating to this in the article by Procksch on Auson in Roscher,
I, 1, col. 734), cause us to wonder in what region this legend originated. Itis pos-
sible, however, to apply it either to the shores of the Ausonian or Siculian Sea, or to
those of Campania. In favor of the first hypothesis may be mentioned the fact that
Pseudo-Scylax, vs. 13, and the source of Iambl. Vit. Pyth. 57, place the island of
Calypso near Croton; cf. Plin. N. H. iii. 96. In regard to Campania, according
to some writers Calypso was worshiped near Lake Avernus (Dio. Cass. 48. 50).
Of the two hypotheses the first seems preferable.

* For the Tiber as Ausonian see den. v. 83; Turnus, xii. 183; the Rutulians,
xii. 447, cf. xi. 41; Latium and the Latin cities, iv. 236; vii. 39, 55, 105, 198, 537,
547, 623; viii. 328; ix. 99, 639; x. 268; xi. 253; cf. iii. 171, 378, 385, 477; iv. 349;
vi. 346; x. 54; in a more general sense, Georg. ii. 383.
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which we know through Dionysius of Halicarnassus. In discuss-
ing the beginnings of Rome, Dionysius gives under the name
of the Greek philosopher a tradition, according to which certain
Greeks, on their way home from the Trojan war, were driven to a
place in Opicia termed Latinion, situated on the shores of the
Tyrrhenian Sea. Probably in this case also Aristotle followed Antio-
chus,* or at any rate followed an author who agreed perfectly
with him. According to the source of Aristotle, this Latium on
the Tyrrhenian coast formed part of the region occupied by the
Opicians. According to Antiochus, the Opician Ausonians of
southern Bruttium had pushed as far as the Tyrrhenian Sea,
and Latium was included in their territory. And that these two
writers were not alone in affirming this, we learn from the source
of Lydus, from Stephen of Byzantium, and from a valuable passage
in Cato the Elder. Lydus, in addition to certain false and remark-
able statements, often gives information derived from ancient sources
which had fallen into disuse, and in one such passage he states
expressly that Laurentum was in ancient times termed a city of
the Opicians.? Stephen declares the Latin Pedum to have been
an Ausonian city.3 Cato protests vigorously against those Greeks
who, to offend the Romans, call them Opicians.# Evidently,
therefore, we have to deal, not with isolated passages, but with a
well-established tradition, according to which Latium formed a
part of the territory occupied by the Opicians.s And since Antio-

1 Aristotfapud Dion. Hal. i. 72: éN0eiv els Tdv 7émov Tobrov Tiis 'Omikis Os
xakelrar Aarivor éml 79 Tuppnwikg mehdye kelpevos. For the myth cf. Heracl.

apud Sol. i. 2; Fest., s. v. Romam, p. 269 M.; Plut. Quaest. Rom. 6; Serv. in
Aen. i. 273. There is no need of changing Aarivor to Aaouvlmor as Kiessling does.

2 Joh. Lyd. De mens. i. 13. Aeneas was driven év wéhet Tijs 'IraNias Neyouéry
Aavpevrlg, #v kal ’Omikidy paocw dvopacfival wore, é #s kal dwmekifew xal (ds 7o
wA7bos) dppikifer 10 BapBaplfewy "Irakol Néyovowv, This dpukifery mentioned by
the source of Lydus should be compared with the statement of Steph. Byz., s. v.:
'Omekol €Gvos "IraNlas . . . . ol 8¢ Ogikol 41d TGV Spewr.

3 Steph. Byz., s. v. IIéda.

4 Cato apud Plin. N. H. xxix. 14: “nos quoque diclitant barbaros et spurcius
nos quam alios Opicon [i. e., ’Owik@r] appellatione foedant.”

5 That the Opicians in ancient times occupied territory bordering on Latium
(i. e., the valley of the Trerus and that of the middle Liris) we learn from a frag-
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chus, the carliest and most authoritative source in such questions,
states that the Opicians were termed Ausonians, it follows that
in this case also Vergil displayed his customary fidelity in follow-
ing ancient literary tradition.

11

It now remains to discover from what country the Ausonians
originally came, and in what way they were able gradually to spread
themselves over all of southern Italy. There are two traditions
referring to this question, one of which maintains that the Oenotrian-
Opician Ausonians moved from the south toward the north, while
the other holds that the Ausonians descended from the region in
which Cales and Beneventum were situated, and conquered all of
Italy as far as the Apennines. The first of these traditions is
represented by Antiochus; the second, by Verrius Flaccus. Accord-
ing to Antiochus, as we have seen, the Opician Ausonians were one
of the two main branches of the great Oenotrian race, and inhabited
the Tyrrhenian side of the peninsula. The other branch, on the
other hand, the Chones, occupied the territory of Siris bordering
on lapygia. A comparison of the name of the Chones in Italy
with that of the Chaones in Epirus, and also of various other local
names found in both regions, suggests rather an Epirot than an
Italic origin. Acheruntia and Pandosia are purely Chaonic
names, and are found in various portions of the region inhabited
by the Italian Chonian Oenotrians. Moreover, these names,
which are also of a purely Epirot character, appear not only in
the territory of Siris, but also in other regions of southern Italy
which were inhabited by Oenotrians. From a comparison of
these names we must conclude that the Chones and the peoples
coming from Epirus occupied, in addition to the Siritis, others
of the regions which were inhabited by the Oenotrian tribes.?

ment of Dion. Hal. apud Steph. Byz., s. v.: ®péyeNha wé\is "IraNlas, 4 70 uév
dpxaiov fv " Orudy Emreira Olohovokwy éyérero,

1 Pandosia and Acheruntia, names characteristic of the Epirot Chaonia, are
found in the heart of Bruttium, in the valley of the Crathis (near modern Cosenza),
where Alexander of Epirus perished (see e. g., Strab. vii, p. 324 C). In the Siritis
we also have a city named Pandosia, near Heraclea (see Kaibel, I. G. S. I. 645,
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However, although this Epirote emigration was very important, it
could not possibly alone have furnished the entire population of
southern Italy in ancient times. Without doubt there were numer-
ous early invasions of peoples from the north, similar to those which
throughout historic times have influenced the history of the south-
ern regions of the peninsula. For this reason there is probably
some truth in the statement of Verrius Flaccus to the effect that
the Ausonians conquered all of Italy as far as the Apennines,
starting out from the region where Cales and Beneventum were
situated. »

We shall, perhaps, more easily attain the desired solution of
our problem if we examine the statements of ancient writers on
the subject from a political as well as from an ethnographical
point of view. By neglecting this, modern critics have often
lost their way amid the intricate by-ways of Italic origins. Antio-
chus informs us that the earliest inhabitants of Italy were the
Oenotrians, who originally inhabited the region extending from
the southern part of Bruttium on the Strait of Messina, to the
Napetine (S. Euphemia) and Scylacine Gulfs. Italus became
their leader, and from him the Oenotrians took their new name.
He transformed his followers from shepherds to tillers of the
soil, and gave them good laws and precepts for their mutual
intercourse. He was succeeded by Morges, under whom the
Oenotrians, who under Jtalus were termed Italians, were called
Morgetians. Under Morges the name of Italy was extended to
apply to the region along the Tyrrhenian coast as far as Posidonia
(Paestum), and along the Ionian or Ausonian Sea as far as Tar-
entum. When an old man, Morges gave shelter to an exile
1, 12) not far from the river Aciris. A third Acheruntia (the present Acerenza)
was situated near Venusia, in the territory whose jons Bandusiae (Pandosia) was
made famous by Horace. Other Acheruntiae are known near Croton (see Nova
Tactica, 1791, ed. Gelzer; possibly near the present site of Cerentia Antica) and
near the Alburno in the valley of the Tanager in eastern Lucania (see An. Rav.,,
1V, 34; cf. Tab. Pewt. and CIL, X, p. 2). Finally, the name of Acherusia appears
on the Campanian coast as applied to the well-known marsh near Cumae. In this,
however, we probably have not a local name, but a localization of the necromantic

myths of Thesprotia. The same holds for the sacrarium of Albunea near Tivoli
(cf. Verg. Aen. vii. 81 ff.).
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from Rome by the name of Siculus. This Siculus caused dis-
sension among the Oenotrian people, and his followers, called after
him Siculi, were forced by the Opicians and Ausonians to abandon
Italy (i. e., southern Bruttium), and betook themselves to the
neighboring island, which was named Sicily after them.*

At first sight it would seem that Antiochus was referring to
the emigration of peoples of a different race. He says that Italus
was of Oenotrian descent, and, according to Aristotle, he made
the same statement in regard to the Chones. A close examination
of such statements, however, shows that he was alluding to the
political development of these peoples, and to the formation and
subsequent expansion of the empire of the Oenotrians under
the rule of Italus, Morges, and Siculus, who created the states
of the Itali, Morgeti, and Siculi. The small state of the Itali,
which at first occupied southern Bruttium, was gradually extended
to form the larger Oenotrian state, and ended by embracing all of
southern Italy as far as Paestum and Tarentum. With this politi-
cal concept correspond the statements regarding the laws of the
wise King Italus, who introduced agriculture and the practice of
eating together from a common mess. The reference to the
vévos, however, has only a secondary value as compared with the
political fact which makes the account of especial significance. The

t Antioch. apud Dion. Hal. i. 12, 22, 35, 73; Strab. iv, pp. 253 f, 257 C;
cf. Arist. Pol. vil. 9. (10), p. 1339 Bk. Antiochus says that the names of Italia and
Itali were at first restricted to the country and inhabitants of the region évrés the
Napetine and Scylacine gulfs. The following reference to the extension of such
names to the shores (wapd\ios) of Tarentum and Posidonia shows that évrés
cannot be taken in the sense of referring to the region comprised between the two
gulfs (i. e., merely the region in which Cantanzaro and Tiriolo are situated), but that
it refers to the territory beyond, and comprises all of southern Bruttium from
Regium and Locri as far as Terina and Scylax. The successive extension of the
name and realm of Italus and Morges as far as Tarentum on the one side, and
Posidonia on the other, shows clearly that this is the only possible explanation.
When Aristotle, in speaking of the original state of King Italus, refers to the Aéyioc
T&v éxel kaTowolyTwy, he has in mind either Hippys of Regium or Antiochus of
Syracuse, or some other Siceliot or Italiot historian. Whether Antiochus is correct
in affirming that the name “Italia” arose in southern Bruttium is another question.
Certainly the evidence of this author cannot be quoted in favor of the view that the
name originated in Lucania, as has been done by certain Italian scholars whose
writings on the subject contain many strange errors.
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~y€vos serves to bring together different peoples and to unite them
with a political yoke. Italus was an Oenotrian, just as the two
brothers Oenotrius and Peucetius, according to Pherecydez, a
fifth-century writer, were sons of Pelasgus, who left Arcadia and
founded in Italy the two peoples of like name.* In reality, in
Peucetius and the Peucetians we have a Greek form derived from
mevkos, “pine.” The Romans followed another etymology,
calling them Poediculi. This would make them the same as the
Piceni, who did not derive their name. from the pine or webxos,
but from the bird which they called the picus. The derivation
of the Peucetians from Arcadia is, however, the result of Greek
literary and political speculation. Their relationship with the
Oenotrians is derived from the fact that they originally occupied
Apulia, and that even later they inhabited the regions bordering
on Peucetia.? The Greek genecalogy serves to unite peoples of
different race which are joined for topographical and political
reasons. Thus, at a later period, the Tarentines called themselves
brothers of the Samnites and of the Calabrians. For like reasons
even the Sabines were connected with the Spartans;* and as a
result of similar speculation the Celtic Aedui were held to be related
to the Roman people. According to Antiochus, Italus was an Oeno-
trian. In reality, the name of the Oenotrians and that of Oenotria
has no clear and distinct significance from an ethical standpoint,
as is manifestly affirmed by Pseudo-Scymnus when he says:
% 6 Irakin wpooexys pév éor’ Ovwrpig
pryddas 76 wpdrepov fis éoye PapLdpovs
dwo Tod Suvaoredovros Trakod Tolvopa
Aafovoa.4
This noteworthy passage may be derived indirectly from Antio-
t Pherecyd. apud Dion. Hal. i. 13; cf. Paus. viii. 3. 5.
2 Hecat. apud Steph. Byz., s. v.: Ilevkrlavres &€fvos rols Olvdrpors wpooexés;
cf. Pseud.-Scym., vs. 363, and Strab. vi, p. 265 C.

3 The fictitious and political character of the relationship between the Taren-
tines and the Pitanatian Samnites was known to Strabo v, p. 250 C. For the
Calabrians and Tarentum see the passages quoted in my Storia della Sicilia,
etc., I, p. 613.

4 Vss. 300 ff.
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chus, or it may be a late echo from some logographer of the fifth
century. At any rate, it forms a useful complement to the state-
ments of the ancient Syracusan historian.* It tells how Italus
became the leader of a rough people of mixed descent (BdpBapor
peyddes), which agrees perfectly with the statement that he civilized
this people and transformed them from shepherds into tillers of
the soil. At alater period the Roman consul Popillius, in speaking
of those who inhabited part of the same region, boasted that he
had acted in the same manner in regard to the ager publicus.?
It would seem that the name “Oecnotrian” was first applied to
those regions of Italy where Siris and Croton were located. Later
it was extended to apply to other portions of southern Italy, endur-
ing especially along the banks of the Alento, where Phocaean
Velia was situated, and in the mountainous region about Mount
Alburnus. It was used to indicate a people, ethnically different
from the Chones, that came from Epirus and inhabited the Siritis,
in the same way that the name “Italians” comprised successively
peoples of different race which were subject to Italus. The same
observation holds true for the Morgetes. We have shown that
the generic designation “Oecontrians” was applied to all of these
peoples, and not to the Opician Ausonians alone.® Thus the

11t is impossible to determine whether the lines of Pseudo-Scymnus are
indirectly derived from Antiochus. C. Miller (ad loc.) rightly observes that
Pseudo-Scymnus follows the views of Ephorus, and contrary to Antiochus enu-
merates Tarentum among the cities of Italy (vss. 330, 361). Probably many
other writers on Italy in the fifth or fourth century alluded to this legend of King
Italus.

2 CIL, X, 6950, 13: “primus fecei ut de agro poblico aratoribus cederent
paastores.”

3 Pandosia on the Crathis was the ancient seat of the Oenotrian kings, and
figures as a city of importance even later, at the time of the war of Alexander of
Epirus against the Brettians: Strab. iv, p. 256 C.; cf. the coins from the fifth
century showing an alliance with Croton (Head, Hist. num., p. 89). The name of
Pandosia would lead us to consider the Pandosia of the Chones in the Siritis
purely Oenotrian. This was called by Aristotle (Pol. vii. 9. (10), p. 1329 Bk.
Otvwrpol 78 7yévos, and by Strabo (vi, p. 255 C) Olwrpwdy &bvos, although
Strabo elsewhere (vi, p. 253 C) names the X&vas xal 7ods Olvwrpols, as allied,
but distinct, peoples. Some of the Oenotrian cities mentioned by Stephen of
Byzantium, on the authority of Hecataeus, seem to have been located in the region
above Croton where Pandosia and Acheruntia were situated. The name of "Apivéy
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examination of the earliest references to the first inhabitants of
ITtaly leads to results similar to those reached by students of the
biological sciences when, in seeking for the embryos and lowest
organisms, they discover that even these are aggregations of various
elements which demand further analysis and subdivision. In
reality, Oenotria was occupied by the peoples that had crossed the
sea from Epirus, and by others that had come to southern Italy
from the north and from the Apennines.

The political and non-ethnographical character of the account
of Antiochus is likewise shown by the boundaries which he assigns
to the dpyaia ’Iraifa. Tt is true that he mentions Latium in
connection with the Oenotrian-Opician Ausonians, since he states
that from that region came Siculus, the successor of Morges, and
founder of the race of Siculi in southern Bruttium and Sicily.
The boundaries of ancient Italy, however, he fixes at Posidonia
and Tarentum. Tarentum was just as much Greek as were the

(cf. s. v. "Apidvln) wd\is Olvwrpdy év pesoyaig (Steph. Byz., s. v.) seems to have
come down in that of the modern Arente, a confluent of the upper Crathis.
Mevexlvn (cf. s. v. 'Ifuds) is identified by Calabrian writers as the locality today
called Mendicino.

Unfortunately, we are unable to determine the location of Bpuorakia (the
Aprustani of Pliny ?), “Epwov, Kvrépior, Nivaia, and Késoa, which Stephen, refer-
ring to Hecataeus, places in the interior of Oenotria, as well as that of Ilarukds,
ZiBepnyh (Siderno ?), and Zéorwov, which Stephen also terms Oenotrian cities
without giving his source. Worthy of note is the name of MaMdwtos, according to
Hecataeus a wdhis pegoyelas Tdv OlvwrpBy, because it reminds us of the Malies
of the coins of the Campanian type which some attribute to Maleventum or Bene-
ventum, and of the passage in Verrius Flaccus which located the Ausonians at
Beneventum.

Velia too is said by Herodotus (i. 167) to be in Oenotria, and it is of interest
to observe that, just as near Mount Alburnus there is mention of Aceronia, so
opposite Velia were the Insulae Oenotrides (Strab. vi, pp. 252 C. extr., 258 C.), in
the name of which Pliny (V. H. iii. 85) had already seen an “argumentum pos-
sessae ab Oenotris Italiae.”

In Stephen (s. v.) among the cities of the Oenotrians is that of II%&s, which
may possibly be the same IIofous wédhis ZikeNlas or Buxentum which is mentioned
immediately afterward. (See below, chapter xxi, for the meaning of mé\is
ZikeNlas.) Also 'Apreuloior, which Stephen cites on the authority of Philistus,
is called a city of the Qenotrians év uegoyelg. We should expect to find a place on
the coast, although it is quite possible that Greek cults penetrated into the inte-
rior. This occurred, for example, at Oenotrian Pandosia, and the coins show the
existence of the cult of the Argive Juno.
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neighboring Achaean and Chalcidaean cities,* and was probably
excluded from Italy by Antiochus on account of its struggles with
the Achaean cities, and especially with the purely Greek Thurii,
for the possession of the Siritis. ~ On the other hand, we know that
after Tarentum had captured the Siritis, it located at Heraclea
the center of the league of Italiot cities. We know also that
Tarentum was considered an Italiot city by other ancient writers,?
and it follows that Antiochus was writing from a political standpoint.
If he made Italy extend only as far as Posidonia (Paestum) on
the Tyrrhenian side, this is explained by the fact that about a
century before his time the Etruscans had conquered a great por-
tion of Campania, and had pushed as far as Salernum and the
neighboring plain watered by the Silarus, which bordered the
territory of Posidonia on the north.3 The variety of the ethno-
graphical elements comprised under the general name of Oeno-
trians, and the political reasons which inspired the account of
Antiochus referring to the origin of the name Italia, prevent our
affirming that the Opician Ausonians took their origin in southern
Bruttium. More worthy of credence is the statement of Verrius
Flaccus to the effect that the region of Cales and Beneventum was
the starting-point of this people; although it is probable that,
instead of being the place where the Ausonian race was created
and whence it took its departure, it should be considered as the
most northern point which had come to the knowledge of Verrius.
We are unable to decide whether in the above instance the writer
expressed the result of his own personal investigations, or whether
he followed ancient historical sources. Nor can we decide whether
traces of the Ausonian element near Cales and Beneventum led
him to his conclusions, or whether at his time the Ansonians had
entirely disappeared from that region, just as, according to Livy,
they had been wholly destroyed in the region of the Auruncians.+

t Antioch. apud Strab. vi, p. 254 C,, and Dion. Hal. i. 73.
2 Strab. vi, p. 280 C. extr.
3 See my Storia della Sicilia, etc., I, pp. 530 ff.

4 The statement of Livy in this connection is explicit, ix. 25. 9 (314 B.C.):
“deletaque Ausonum gens.”
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In case he drew from others, it may have been from Cato the Elder,
or some other Latin source; or it may have been from some Greek,
and possibly Campanian, writer.

At any rate, the Osco-Ausonian element which we have found
on both the Adriatic and the Tyrrhenian sides of the peninsula
represents a very ancient stratum which was anterior to the inva-
sions of the Iapygians, Etruscans, and Samnites.® Along the
Adriatic coast the Opician Ausonians gave way before the Iapy-
gian invasion, just as in Latium they were overcome, and in part
destroyed, by the Etruscans, and later by the Sabines, who in the
fifth century gained possession of Latium. The Auruncian or
Ausonian inhabitants of the region situated between the Pomptine
marshes and the Volturnus met a like fate at the hands of the Sam-
nites, who in the fifth century gained possession of central Italy
and overran the whole of the South. The same thing also occurred
in the plain of Vesuvius, where first the Etruscans, and later the
Samnite Campanians, oppressed the Opician Ausonian people.
Even before this time, and certainly before Herodotus and Antio-
chus, the Italian peoples that had experienced the Sabine invasions,
caused to be forgotten the ancient names and tribes of the Oeno-
trians, Ausonians, Morgetians, and Chonians.? But while in
central Ttaly the name of the Ausonians long survived in the form
of the Auruncians, and while on the borders of Latium, in Cam-
pania, and along the Adriatic coast, traces remained of the name
of the Opicians, a different fate befell the Ausonians in southern
Italy, who were either entirely destroyed or absorbed. We thus
understand how Strabo, who drew from his sources the mention
of the foundation of Temesa by the Ausonians at a time even earlier
than Greek colonization, could have affirmed that the Ausonians

1 For the Iapygians on the Adriatic coast on the borders of Umbria see Tab.

Iguv., VI b, 54, 58; VII a, 12, 48; cf.in Plin. V. H. iii. 113 the Dolates Salentini
in the Sixth Region, or Umbria.

2 Strab. vi, p. 253 C : wplv 8¢ 7ods "EX\quas éNelv o0d’ Fodv mw Aevkavol -
Xaves 8¢ xal Olvwrpol Tods réwovs évéuovro, TGv 8¢ Zavmtdv adinbévrwv éxl moNd
xal Tovs Xdvas kal Tovs Olvwtpods éxBalbvrwy Aevkavols & els THy weplda TavTyw
dwowknadvrwy + + ¢ ¢ wbhvv xpbrov émoNéuovy ol Te “EXNyves kal BdpBapor mpds
&N\ Aovs.
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had never inhabited the shores of the Ionian Sea, and yet have
repeated the statement that at one time the Siculian Sea was
termed Ausonian.
II1

The above results have been reached by a study of ancient
literary tradition. If we desire to consider our problem from every
point of view, we must call to our aid the study of languages, of
primitive archaeology, of toponomy, and of anthropology. The
anthropologists, however, although they have made noteworthy
progress in their investigations, are not yet able to furnish entirely
trustworthy and final data. Even though we follow with the great-
est sympathy and interest the results of craniological and somato-
logical research,and recognize that certain of the hypotheses evolved
are deserving of the most attentive consideration, we must
nevertheless admit that the results are not yet mature, and that the
work is not always conducted with unity of purpose. We must,
therefore, observe caution in our consideration of the series of
more or less ingenious and probable theories which have succeeded
one another during the past few decades, and which, after attract-
ing their share of attention from scientists, have easily made way
for new, and often opposing, hypotheses, much in the way that
one fashion is succeeded by another in other branches of human
activity, such as in the use of garments and domestic utensils,
and in social usage and ceremonies. Very little has been done
toward determining with certainty and exactness the somatological
and anatomical characteristics of the indigenous peoples in the
mountainous regions of central Italy—a procedure which will
some day furnish the key to more than one ethnical problem.
In the same manner, notwithstanding the marvelous results
obtained by comparative linguistics, sufficient attention has not
as yet been paid to the sounds which have endured among the
various Italian populations. Possibly through some such study
we may in time be compensated for the scarcity of epigraphic
material of a really ancient period, and, in part at least, be enabled
to discover and reconstruct the singularities and affinities which are
determined by the persistence of early elements of ethical character.
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The archaeological material appears to be much more abundant,
and the students of primitive archaeology—or, as they call it
paleology—have made laudible efforts at solving these difficult
problems with new material. Certainly much praise is due those
who have attempted to check, by means of the early archaeological
material of the peninsula and the neighboring regions, the data
furnished us by the ancient traditions. An examination of these
studies, however, does not show that definite results have as yet
been attained, nor that material has been discovered of such a
nature as to furnish a foundation for substantial and incontrovert-
ible conclusions when applied to problems similar to that which
we have been discussing. The study of primitive archaeology
has disclosed different burial customs and distinctive forms of
pottery; but none of the discoveries as yet made has revealed an
element of strikingly ethnical character. In Italy tombs in which
the bodies were buried in a crouching position seem to have pre-
ceded those in which they were stretched out; but this character-
istic has been noted elsewhere among peoples of different race,
and it would be hazardous to draw any ethnographical conclusion
from it. The earliest tombs show evidence of primitive and bar-
barous customs, such as scraping the flesh from the bones and
painting the skulls; but analogous customs are found among
savages in other parts of the globe. The excavations have
brought to light many thousands of broken vessels, and fragments
of vases and other utensils; but an examination of the style of such
objects often shows elementary forms analogous to those which, by
virtue of the psychological unity of the human mind, are found in
other regions. When we come to deal with more highly developed
forms and styles, we have come down to the beginning of history
and find the key to the accounts of the first commercial relations
existing between Greece, the islands of the Aegean, Illyricum,
and Jtaly. None of the elements hitherto discovered throws
sufficient light on Italic origins. On the other hand, it has
been possible to prove that in certain regions of central and
upper Italy there existed till a late historical period elements
of ethnographical origin which have not as yet been well de-
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fined, and which had long since disappeared in the southern
regions of the peninsula.

There is no need of despairing for the future of these researches.
The results attained from them will be of constantly increasing
usefulness, and, when aided by strictly philological examinations
of the texts, by the comparative history of civilization, and by the
other modern auxiliary sciences, will be of the greatest value to
the many students of primitive forms. As compared with the pale-
ological investigations of a few years ago, the achievements of
modern students of primitive archaeology show as great advances
as those which separate the various periods of civilization which
form the object of their studies. Notwithstanding this rapid prog-
ress, however, due to the greater learning of the younger inves-
tigators, in this case also we have as yet no incontrovertible data
which will aid in the solution of our problem. This is partly ow-
ing to the strong foothold gained by the erroneous theories ad-
vanced by earlier investigators along this line, in the combating
and setting-aside of which much valuable time has been lost.

There remains the study of toponomy, which by its nature is
still more closely connected with historical and geographical
researches. Unfortunately the pursuit of this study also has led
to grave errors. Although the resemblance of names has at times
been of assistance in tracing the distribution of various peoples,
it has more often given occasion for investigations based merely
on similarity of sounds, on simple homophony, and on elements
pertaining to different peoples and times. Moreover, while in
other parts of Europe research along this line has found expert
advocates, in Italy it is still in its infancy, and its followers have
many deep-scated prejudices to overcome. There is a lack of
systematic and complete lists of names, and thus in only a few
cases is it possible by means of methodical inquiry to establish
the origin of local names which have survived. In spite of these
drawbacks, however, and awaiting the day when we shall have more
material at our disposal, let us now examine a few toponomical
data which may be of assistance in solving the problem before us.*

1 For the nature of the problems which may be solved by toponomy, and for
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Students of toponomy long ago discovered that the ancient
names of rivers and mountains endured much longer than those
of cities. In the foregoing we have seen how the name of the early
Ausonians is still preserved in the names of the rivers flowing
through certain of the regions which were inhabited by the Opician-
Ausonian race. An analogous phenonemon is presented by the
river Aufidus, or Oufens, or Ufens, which flows through the Pomp-
tine marshes on the borders of the Auruncian territory. This
name is found both in the Aufidus, or Ofanto, of Apulia, and in
Aufidena in the center of the Abruzzi, the region which was the
cradle of the Samnite race and bore the same relation to ancient
Ttaly as did Arcadia to the other portions of the Peloponnese.
The same name, moreover, appears in the Aufinium of the Piceni,
and in the modern Offida in the same region.® Another character-
istic example is furnished by the name of the Oenotrian Morgetians.
According to Antiochus, these occupied, together with the Siculi,
the region in Bruttium where Regium arose, even before that
city had been founded by the Chalcidians.? Since Antiochus of
Syracuse affirms that Morges extended the realm of the Oenotrian
Morgetians as far as Tarentum, this should be brought into relation
with the names found on those high, undulating plateaus which
are separated from the Apennines and, running through Apulia,
extend as far as the Sallentine plains. Thus the name of Morgia,
which is found in various points about Mount Garganus—a region
which has faithfully preserved such ancient names—has probably
come down from the time of the ancient Morgetians. There is
probably also an echo of the Oenotrian branch of the Morgetians
in the name of the regions termed Je Murgie, situated in the upper
valley of the Sinni (ancient Siris), in the district of Castiglione,
the necessity of providing a toponomatical dictionary for the different nations see

the excellent article of C. Jullian in Beitrige zur alten Geschichte I1 (1902) e, 1 fi.

»”

1 The name ‘“Aufidus” seems to mean “the foaming,” as does Albinia in

Etruria (the modern Albegna).

2 Antioch. apud Strab. vi, p. 257 C. The Morgetes and Siculi are said to
have been driven out ¥md Olvwrpdy, that is, by that portion of the Oenotrians who
did not follow Siculus, who had made for himself an {8l{av dpxsv and had created
a division in the &vos (Antioch. apud Dion. Hal. i. 12; cf. ibid. 22).
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where there also flows a Rio le Murgie.* Among all of these ancient
names which have come down to the present day, the most charact-
eristic are perhaps those of the Osento and Lausento, already
noted, since there seems no doubt that they bear the same relation
to Ausente that Aufidus does to Oufens and Offida.

It may be worthy of note that a somewhat similar form is found
in Etruria—a region which, according to Lycophron, was, in part
at least, comprised in the Ausonian territory. I allude to the
river Auser which joined the Arnus at Pisa. Moreover, in the
central Apennines—a region which from a very early period was
inhabited by the Umbrians—there are two short rivers which are
still called Ausa. One of these rises in the territory of San Marino,
and empties near Rimini into the Adriatic. The other descends from
Bertinoro and, joining the Ronco, likewise empties into the Adriatic
beyond Forli.? The forms “ Auser” and “Ausa” should possibly
be compared with that of “ Ausente,” just as the river Sagrus near
the Osento is connected with the ancient Sagras which had its
course in Ausonian territory near Locri. It is even possible that
another similar parallelism exists between the name of the Umbrian
river Metaurus and that of the Ausonian Mataurus which flowed
through the territory of the Tauriani in Bruttium between the Casu-
entus, or Basuentus, near Metapontum (the Kdaa of Bacchylides)
and the Casuentini of Tuscan Casentino.

Until the study of Italian toponomical history has made greater

t Livy (x. 16) mentions a Morgantia in the southern part of the Samnite terri-
tory near Apulia; cf. Steph. Byz., s. v.: Mopyérriov wéhis "IraNlas dwd Mopyhrww -
Aéyerar kal Mopyerria. For the region termed Morgia in the neighborhood of
Garganus see Carta Stato Magg. Ital., sheet 25; for le Murgie in the district of

Latroncino see sheet 95; for Rio le Murgie and the Regione Murgetta near Pogglo
Reale in the district of Castiglione see sheet 21.

2 In the codices of Plin. IV. H. iii. 115 one of the two streams near Ariminum
is called Aprusa (in cod. 7 is the form pruse). Following Cluverius, Ital. Ant.,
I1, ed. 1624, p. 605 (cf. Nissen, Ital. Landeskunde, 11, 1, p. 248) it is generally
admitted that Aprusa corresponds to the modern Ausa. Is it certain, however,
that the text of Pliny is exact; and, if it is, would the name of the Ausa near Forli
also be derived from a Latin form ‘“‘Aprusa”? It does not seem so to me. In
addition, it should be noted that Ausa is the name of a third stream which flows
to the west of Aquileia and empties into the laguna of Marano in the Venetian
estuary, between the mouths of the Tagliamento and the Isonzo.
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progress it will be impossible to give a definite answer to this and
similar questions. Furthermore, the study of toponomy must be
closely associated with that of the ancient and mediaeval texts,
and with historical literary tradition. Thus, in the case under
discussion it would be impossible to attain definite results without
seeking, for example, the reasons why Philistus, the Syracusan
historian of the fourth century B. c., differing from Antiochus and
Hellanicus, should have affirmed that the Siculi were driven from
Italy, not by the Oenotrians and Ausonians, but by Siculus, son of
Italus, the Ligurian leader, impelled by the Umbrians and Pelas-
gians.® It should be noted, however, that although ancient writers
differ regarding the way in which the Ausonians spread, they agree
in affirming that they occupied nearly all of the central and southern
portion of the peninsula. Moreover, Lycophron, Vergil, and
Verrius Flaccus made no mistake in assigning to the Ausonians
a greater extent of territory than that which was inhabited by the
Auruncians. Vergil was a faithful follower of ancient tradition
when he included in Ausonia the plain traversed by the Tiber,
and certainly he was repeating these same traditions when he wrote:

Est locus, Hesperiam Grai cognomine dicunt,

Terra antiqua, potens armis atque ubere glebae;

Qenotri coluere viri; nunc fama minores

Ttaliam dixisse ducis de nomine gentem.*

z Philist. apud Dion. Hal. i. 22.

2 Verg. Aen. i. 530 fi.; cf. Dion. Hal.i. 35. Also in the passage (4en. vii. 85)
where Vergil speaks of the entire Oenotrian land whence those who went to consult
the oracle of Albunea at Tivoli took their departure, he gives Oenotria the same
extension as that given Ausonia by Antiochus and Aristotle.
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THE ALLIANCE BETWEEN REGIUM AND TARENTUM
AGAINST THE IAPYGIANS

Diodorus places in the fourth year of the seventy-sixth Olym-
piad (473 B. c.) the war between the Tarentines and the Iapygians
which resulted in the well-known defeat of Tarentum. Herodotus
does not hesitate to call this the greatest defeat which in his memory
ever befell a Greek people.” Diodorus tells the story as follows:

In Italy arose a conflict between the Tarentines and the Iapygians concern-
ing their boundaries. For some time they limited themselves to skirmishes,
and to laying waste the neighboring country of the enemy. Soon the feeling
of hostility increased. Numerous slaughters occurred, and they at last decided
upon a pitched battle. The Iapygians drew up the forces they had at their
disposal, and added those of their neighboring allies, so that they were finally
able to bring together over 20,000 men. The Tarentines, when they heard
the strength of the forces collected aganist them, assembled their own city
militia, and added that of their ally, Regium. A terrible battle ensued, and
many fell on either side, but the Iapygians finally came out victorious. The
conquered troops fled in two divisions, of which one retreated toward Taren-
tum and the other fled toward Regium. The Iapygians followed their example
and also separated into two divisions, of which one pursued the Tarentines,
there being but a short distance between them [or else between the field of
battle and Tarentum], and killed many of their enemy. Those who pursued
the other division displayed such valor that they rushed into Regium together
with the fugitives and took possession of the city.?

The account of Diodorus deserves entire credence in that
which refers to the alliance between Tarentum and Regium, and
to the great slaughter effected by the Iapygians. It is confirmed
by Herodotus, who says that Micythus, ruling in Regium in the
name of Anaxilaus (d. 476—75 B. C.), compelled his fellow-citizens
to hasten to the aid of Tarentum, and that 3,000 of them perished.3
Aristotle, too, confirms this narration and speaks of the great
number of yv@pipor Tarentines killed in that defeat, and of the
change from an aristocratic to a democratic constitution in Taren-

1 Herodot. vii. 170. 3 Diod. xi. 52. 3 Herodot. vii. 170.

27



28 ANCIENT ITALY

tum.* Moreover, the account of Aclianus concerning the days of
fasting which the Regians instituted for the benefit of the besieged
Tarentines—an account which I think critics have hitherto over-
looked—should be referred to this alliance.? Diodorus’ narration,
however, is utterly absurd when it speaks of the flight of the
Regians, and of the pursuit of the Iapygians, who kept so closely
behind their enemy that they were enabled to enter Regium with
them, and to take possession of the city.

Lorentz, who has done so much for the history of Tarentum,
does not think that this account should be doubted;? and Doehle
merely finds it exaggerated. Grote, however, observes justly
that it does not deserve credence, both because Micythus continued
to govern Regium till 467,5 and because Regium was too far
from the field of battle. To use his own words, Diodorus ““must
have had a strange conception of the geography of southern Italy,
to speak of a flight from Iapygia to Regium.”® To the arguments
of Grote could be added others, such as the number of Italiot
cities in between, the nature of the territory to be traversed, etc.
It is useless, however, to stop to refute a statement which at the
first glance is seen to be absurd.

Diodorus was evidently wrong, but no one, so far as I know, has
sought the origin of his error. It is natural to think that his
account is not entirely false. He drew from good sources, and
probably often gave passages taken from Timaeus. If the other

1 Aristot. Polit. v. 2. 8.

2 Aelian. V. H. v. 20 says that Tapavrrivwy mwo\wprovuévwy ¥md ’Abpvalwy
kal peNNbrTwy aNdrar Mug ol ‘Pyyivor épnploavro plav fuépav év Tals déka wy-
grebey kal éxelvys Tas Tpopas ékxwpijoar Tapavrivos. I am not certain whether
it has already been noted that there is an error in the word’Afyvalwy, which is
present even in the Teubner edition of Hercher. It is impossible to conceive of
a siege of Tarentum by the Athenians, especially at the time of their expedition
against Sicily. It seems to me that the word should be changed to Mesoariwy.
It is hardly necessary to recall that the tradition of Antiochus of Syracuse (fr. 15
in Miiller, F. H. G., I, p. 184) concerning the origin of Tarentum, as has often
been correctly noted, was composed in consequence of the alliance in question.

3 Lorentz, De veterum Tarentinorum rebus gestis (Luccaviae, 1838), p. 8.

4 Doehle, Geschichte Tarents (Strassburg, 1877), pr. p. 14, n. 2.

s Grote, Hist. Greece (Harper), V, p 238. 6 Cf. Diod. xi. 78. 2.
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particulars are true, would it not be just, instead of condemning
this part of the narrative, to see if he has not been guilty of one of
those inaccuracies which, as everyone knows, occur frequently in
his writings 7 Might it not be that the Regians sought refuge, not
in Regium, which is impossible, but in some other and nearer city ?
And, in that case, what city should we substitute for Regium? I
believe that I can solve in substance these problems.

In the first place, let us inquire why Micythus, a politician who
is correctly represented as both wise and prudent, should have
wished to aid the Tarentines contrary to the desire of his people.
The reason which led him to favor an alliance with so distant a
city was doubtless the jealousy of Regium toward Syracuse and
Hiero. In 476 B.c. the Chalcidian sister-cities, as it were, of
Regium—i. e., Naxos, Catana, and Leontini—were subject to
Hiero, who had driven out the former inhabitants and established
military colonies, substituting Peloponnesan mercenaries for the
indigenous populations.* The rivals of Syracuse were, on the one
hand, Agrigentum, where Theron ruled, and, on the other, Regium,
which held the key to the strait, and where Micythus cared so well
for the interests of the sons of Anaxilaus and the Regians, that
Hiero had to resort to intrigue to get rid of him and take advantage
of the inexperience of his own young relatives.? Hiero and Syra-
cuse aimed at both political and commercial supremacy. Although
Messina was in the power of Regium, Hiero had nevertheless been
able to cross the strait. In 474 B. C., one year before the Taren-
tine war, Hiero had gone to the aid of Cumae and had defeated the
Etruscans. The Chalcidian city of Campania had not turned, as
one would expect, to her natural ally, her colony of Regium, but
to Doric Syracuse.

The dominion of the Regians was therefore shaken to its founda-
tions, and even Regium itself had been menaced by Hiero at the
time when Anaxilaus made war on the neighboring Locrians, who
were the allies of Syracuse.3 It was thus natural that Regium pro-
cured allies and sought to rival Syracuse, whose victorious ships

1 Diod. xi. 49. 2 Diod. xi. 66 (467 B. C.); cf. Sch. Pind. Pyth. i. 112.
3 Cf. Sch. Pind. Pyth. i. 8.
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were pressing to places where the Ionian-Chalcidian and Ionian-
Phocacan cities had hitherto exercised an almost uncontested
hegemony.

The places from which Regium could hope for aid were Locri,
Tarentum, and the Achaean cities. But of these last, Sybaris had
been destroyed in 510 B. C., and Metapontum was under the con-
trol of Tarentum.* There remained Croton, at that time the most
important city of the Achaeans. It, too, had been menaced by
‘Hiero some years earlier,? and might therefore be thought disposed
to aid Regium against Syracuse. It happened, however, that the
relations between Croton and Regium were by no means friendly.
As early as the battle of the Sagras the Locrians had the Regians
as allies against the inhabitants of Croton. Locri had been
attacked by Croton on account of the aid given to Ionian Siris. If
we find the Regians as allies of the Locrians in the battle of the
Sagras, it may be supposed that they—practically Ionians as they
were—had also aided Siris, which was likewise a commercial rival
of Croton. That Regium was not on friendly terms with Croton
about 473 B. C. is shown by the circumstance that she received the
Pythagoreans who fled from Croton shortly after that year.* And,
finally, Regium could not hope for aid from the Locrians, who at

t It seems to me evident from all that we know of the history of Metapontum,
that she was under the hegemony of Tarentum, and that she had lost the right of
following an independent policy, even though retaining her autonomous form of
government. For example, the Tarentines in the struggle against Thuriiin 433 B. C.
two years after the foundation of that city, seized Siris and founded in its place the
city of Heraclea (Diod. xii. 36). Since in this war there is no mention of Meta-
pontum, and it is stated that at a later period the Tarentines held at Heraclea the
council of the Italic league (see Strab.vi p. 280 C), it is clear that Metapontum
had no direct voice in the assemblage, as did Tarentum, the mistress of the Achaean
territory. For the same reason, when (about 453 ?) the Achaean League was revived
(see Polyb. ii. 39), among the cities taking part were Croton, Caulonia, and the
second Sybaris; but there is no mention of Metapontum, which, although pre-
serving local autonomy and coinage, had become in its external policy a simple
dependency of Tarentum. This fact was not understood by Hollinder in his
otherwise excellent work (De rebus Metapontinorum [Gottingae, 1851], p. 34),
where he supposes that Metapontum was a member of the league of which Poly-
bius speaks, and wonders why Metapontum is not mentioned in connection with
the struggle between Tarentum and Thurii.

2 See below. 3 See Aristot., fr. 11, in Miller, F. H. G., II, p. 274.
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that time must have been the most hostile of all. Common peril
had united their forces at the Sagras, but when this was over the
ancient enmity again made its appearance—an enmity due to
difference of race, to the rivalry caused by their proximity, and to
the fact that Locri had possession of Mesma and Hipponium, and
through these (as Croton, Siris, and Sybaris had done) not only had
injured and continued to injure the commerce of Regium,* but
also had prevented her territorial expansion in Bruttium. Regium,
then, was hostile to Locri about 473, and Locri, situated between
the hostile cities of Regium and Croton, found safety in relying
upon Syracuse, which from this time on remained her faithful ally.
Only Tarentum remained, but her friendship was precious.
She possessed the only ample and safe harbor between the Cape of
Leucas and the Strait of Messina, and the only good winter
station. Moreover, every ship which went from Italy to Greece,
or came from the East to the West, had to touch at her port.?
Tarentum, it is true, was a Doric city, and thus should have
been the natural ally of Syracuse; but in all ages blood-affinity has
yielded to commercial interests. The prosperity of Syracuse at
the time of the Deinomenids could not help awakening the jealousy
of the Spartan city, and calling forth the hostile feelings which
Tarentum held toward Syracuse at the time of the great Dionysius.3
Regium was mistress of the strait, and Tarentum possessed the
port nearest to both Greece and the East.+ An agreement between
them was not only injurious to the commercial interests of all the
other Italiot cities, but was destined to check Syracuse, which was
1 To understand the commercial loss which the possession of Hipponium by
Locri caused Regium, it is enough to recall that Hipponium was one of the best
places for catching the tunny-fish. Indeed, according to the judgment of Arche-

stratus, the famous Sicilian epicure (apud Athen. vii, p. 302 C.), the tunny-fish of
Hipponium were the best in the world.

2 Polyb. x. 1.

3 The true feelings of the Tarentines toward Syracuse at the time of Diony-
sius are clearly shown by Polyaenus (v. 8. 2), and their hatred of their powerful
rival at the time of Agathocles is well known. So far as we know, the cities were
friendly only at the time of the Syracusan democracy, at the arrival of the Athe-
nians, and at the time of Dionysius II.

4 Polyb. x. 1
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spreading out, and at that time was penetrating boldly into the
Tyrrhenian Sea, where, as we have already seen, the Chalcidian
cities, foremost among which were Regium and Cumae, had long
exercised an important control. It was because Micythus wished
to rival Syracuse that in the second year of the seventy-seventh
Olympiad (471 B.c.) he founded a Regine colony at Pyxus or
Buxentum (Policastro) on the Tyrrhenian coast.* It is this colony
which gives the key to the alliance between Tarentum and Regium,
and also to the disputed passage in question. Diodorus says that
Micythus éxTioe Ilvfotvra; and heis right if he means that Micythus
founded there a Regine colony, but wrong if he means that Buxen-
tum was then founded for the first time. A silver incuse stater of
the middle of the sixth century shows that Pyxus stood in relations
of alliance and friendship with Siris, the Ionian city founded by
Colophon, and situated on the banks of the river of the same name
on the Tarentine Gulf.?

Both Regium and Tarentum had to compete with Sybaris,
whose inhabitants were enabled, by ascending the valley of the
Coscile, to transport the wares of Miletus to the two colonies of
Laos and Scidrus on the Tyrrhenian coast. By the same channel,
too, the wares of Etruria came down to Sybaris and were there
placed on ships bound for the East.3 In addition, the Sybarites com-
peted with the inhabitants of Croton, who for the same purpose
had early seized upon Terina and Tempsa on the Tyrrhenian side.

We know that about the middle of the sixth century the three
Achaean cities, Metapontum, Sybaris, and Croton, made war upon
and destroyed Ionian Siris.4 There is no doubt about the cause
which led the Achacans to subjugate Siris; it was commercial

1 Diod. xi. 59.

2 Head, Hist. num., p. 69; Garrucci, Le monete dell’ Italia antica, 11, p. 145,
Plate 108, numbers 1, 3. On one side of the stater () we read Z¢ivos; on the
other, ITvfbes. The meaning of this coin was also noticed by Busolt, Griech. Gesch.,
I, p. 263; II, p. 229.

3 Lenormant, La grande Gréce, 1, p. 263 ff.; Busolt, Griech. Gesch., 1, p. 256,

4 For the date of this battle see Busolt, 0p. cit., II, p. 229, n. 4; cf., Grosser,
Gesch. u. Alterthiimer d. Stadt Croton (Minden, 1866), 1, pp. 22 ff.—a careful work,
but without political insight, and not free from grave errors.
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rivalry pure and simple. To its aid came Locri and possibly
Regium. Certainly both of these cities had been attacked by
Croton after the destruction of Siris, in favor of which city it is
possible that Ionic Chalcidian Regium discriminated against
Achaean Sybaris, Croton, and Metapontum.*

If the above facts are considered in connection with the league
between Regium and Tarentum in 473, and with the foundation of
Pyxusin 471, it is evident that Micythus was endeavoring, together
with Tarentum, to compete with—or, better yet, to oppose a bar-
rier to—Syracuse, and possibly in part also to Agrigentum, since at
that time both cities were aiming to supplant the other Italiot and
Siceliot cities in all international commercial relations.? Herodo-
tus expressly states that Micythus compelled his fellow-citizens to
offer aid to the Tarentines. This is easily understood. Not only
was Tarentum a Doric city, while the greater portion of the Regians
were Jonic (which counts for much or little according to the
interests involved), but it seemed, as it really was, very far away,
and to have no direct relations with Regium. But Micythus was
much more far-sighted than the Regians. The alliance with
Tarentum seemed to him the best means of guaranteeing to
Regium, and to the other Chalcidian colonies of Campania, a direct
trade-route between the East and the West. Since the strait was
but nominally in the hands of Regium, it was necessary to resort
to strategy. The wares which came to Tarentum were disem-

1]t is well to note that here and elsewhere, to the confusion of some later
writers, Grosser (0p. cit., p. 19) has used apocryphal material, asserting, e. g.,
that there exists a coin of the alliance between Croton and Siris, from which he
concludes that Siris fell into the power of Croton. Much less could this conclusion
be drawn from Lycophron (vss. 983 fi.), or rather from his scholiast, since there
the only allusion is to the war waged against Siris by Croton, Sybaris, and Meta-
pontum; cf. Tust. xx. 2. 4 ff.

2 Rathgeber, Grossgriechenl. u. Pythag. (Gotha, 1866), pp. 188 ff,, has misun-
derstood the meaning of the Regine colony of Pyxus, which he thinks was founded
to hold in check the ambitions of Croton and the piracy of the Etruscans. It is
probable that the inhabitants of Croton were enemies of the Regians, but they were
also enemies of Hiero and Syracuse about 476 B. c. (cf. Diod. xi. 48; Sch. Pind.
Ol. ii. 29). Moreover, the Etruscans had been severely defeated in 474, and in 471
were certainly in no condition to molest the Siceliots. Of their later incursions
the only mention is in 453 B. c. (cf. Diod. xi. 88).
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barked at the mouth of the Siris (today the Sinni) and carried up
its valley to within a short distance of the opposite coast where
Pyxus was located. Thus a rather long voyage along the shores
of the Tonian and Tyrrhenian Seas was spared; the passage through
the Strait of Messina was avoided; and the wares, after but a
brief journey and with no danger of being intercepted by hostile
ships, were brought to within a short distance of Cumae, Naples,
and the other Chalcidian colonies of Campania. Reasons similar
to those which determined the alliance between Tarentum and
Regium certainly maintained the good relations between Naples
and Tarentum up to the fourth century B. c.”

At first sight it would seem that Regium derived the greater
advantage from the alliance. However, the excellence of her har-
bor assured Tarentum the passage of all the wares which came
from the East to the West, or vice versa. She feared no competi-
tion, and it was she who favored Regium by giving her the prefer-
ence in commercial relations.  On the other hand, Tarentum was
jealous of Syracuse. Moreover, while Regium was securely situ-
ated, remote from the barbarian invasions—the Samnite tribes had
not yet made their entrance into Bruttium—Tarentum was con-
tinually menaced by her fierce neighbors, the Iapygian Messapians,
and by the invading Samnite tribes.? Regium was at that time at
the head of an extensive confederacy of Ionian-Chalcidian cities,
and was populous and flourishing.® It was natural that Tarentum,
as an equivalent, should ask from her armed assistance in case of
war. In addition, Regium was indirectly menaced by the same
peril. It was no mere coincidence that in 474 B. c. Cumae was
attacked by the Etruscans, and that in 473 Tarentum had to con-
tend with the Iapygians. An assault had been made upon Cumae
in 524, not only by Etruscans, but alsé by Umbrians and Dau-
nians; and at about the same time the Tarentines were attacked
by the Messapians.4

t Dion. Hal. xv. 5; Liv. viii. 27. 2 See below.

3 Strab. vi, p. 258 C. states that loxvoe 8¢ uéywror 9 76v ‘Pyyivwy wéhis kai
wepiowkldas €oxe ouxrds. Its power was at its height at the time of Anaxilaus and
Dionysius 1.

4 For the assault on Cumae in 524 B. C. see Dion. Hal. vii. 3. It is not possible
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The Tapygians and Messapians were not the only ones to attack
Tarentum. In the fifth century they were joined by the Peuce-
tians.” It is fair to suppose that the great defeat which befell the
Tarentines about 473 was due, as we may derive from Herodotus,
rather to fresh invasions of peoples of Samnite descent, than to
the valor of the Messapian Iapygians.?

At the beginning of the fifth century the Chalcidian cities—
that is to say, the allied sister-cities of Regium—and Tarentum as
well, were menaced by the same enemy. There was therefore
another motive, besides those just mentioned, for the two widely
separated Italiot cities to unite in their struggle against Hiero and
the invading barbarians. For similar reasons the Italiot cities later
united against the league of the Lucanians and Dionysius.

From the above it is evident why the Regians, after their defeat
at the hands of the Iapygians, fled toward some city which was not
Tarentum, and was situated at some distance from it. They did

to determine the date when the Tarentines won the victory over the Messapians
and dedicated at Delphi the statue by Ageladas (cf. Paus. x. 10. 6). Lorentz
(op. cit., pp- 4 f1.) places it in the seventy-eighth Olympiad=468 B. c., but furnishes
no special proof. A still somewhat uncertain element which escaped Lorentz, but
which better establishes the date of the war, is that Ageladas made the statue of
the Anochus of Tarentum (Paus. vi. 14. 11) who was victorius in the sixty-fifth
Olympiad, or 520 B. C. (see Eus., ed. Schone, ad Joc.). It may be, however, that
Ageladas received this order from the Tarentine Anochus some time before he
worked for his own city.

1 Unfortunately it is impossible to determine in what year the Tarentines
defeated the united Japygians and Peucetians. The gifts which they sent to Delphi
on account of this victory were made by Onatas of Aegina (Paus. x. 13. 10). From
Paus. vi. 12. 1; Viii. 42. 8, we learn that Onatas worked for Hiero, whose gifts
were sent to Olympia after his death (476 B.c.). On the strength of this, Lorentz
(op- cit., p. 6) places the victory over the Tapygians and Peucetians in Ol.80=
460 B. c. He is followed by Déhle (op. cit., p. 27), who, without stating why, places
the date between Ol.78 and Ol.80=468-460 B.C. Although uncertain, this date
has an approximate value; cf. the statements of Paus. viii. 42. 7 concerning the
period of Onatas.

2] think this observation weakens the argument of Helbig (Hermes, XI
[1876], p. 265), who takes for his basis the account of Herodotus and the youthful
vigor of the Tapygians, and derives data for the period in which this people arrived
in Apulia. I shall elsewhere demonstrate that the Peucetians were really a branch
of the great Sabine parent-tribe, to which belonged the Piceni of Picenum and the
Picentini on the confines of Campania.
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not seck refuge in an allied city, but in a possession of their own,
since in the region toward the Ionian Sea they must have owned
either a city or a fortress.

That the Tarentines had granted the Regians the full possession
of the fortress which rose on the site of ancient Siris is improbable.
It is more natural to suppose that the Tarentines, who during all
their political existence had struggled for the possession of the
Siritis, and who had fought for it first with Metapontum (which at
this period probably recognized their sovereignty), and later with
Thurii, would not brook the superiority of Regium on those shores.
Since, however, Regium was mistress of Pyxus, and carried on
commerce with the Tarentines through the valley of the Siris, it
seems reasonable to suppose that they owned a factory at the mouth
of that river.

Still another possibility suggests itself. It is known that
Oenotria and Chonia had become hellenized before the time of the
Samnite invasions.® The valley of the Siris had been in the pos-
session of the Greeks at least from the sixth century. Is it not
probable that Regium owned a fortress at that point in the valley
which marked her own confines, or rather those of her colony, Pyxus?
The passage in Aeclianus (derived, as usual, from good sources)
concerning the fasting of the Regians to aid Tarentum confirms
this supposition. It is absurd to suppose that the fast occurred at
Regium, but most reasonable to believe that those fasting were the
soldiers and inhabitants of the city in the valley of the Siris. In
that case it would be toward this fortress that the Regians turned
their steps after their defeat.

At any rate, we have at least made it probable that the place
captured by the lapygians was along the course of the Siris,
although it would be useless to attempt to determine more nearly
the exact situation of the city or fortress.? It may be noted merely
that the facility with which the Iapygians mingled with the fugi-
tives and seized their place of refuge tends rather to show that they

1 Grote rightly insists on this idea (op. cit., III, p. 393).

2 It'would also be useless, having only the data from Diodorus and Herodotus,
to attempt to determine where the battle occurred. All that is certain is that it
was not far from Tarentum.



ALLIANCE AGAINST THE IAPYGIANS 37

did not conquer a city properly speaking, but rather a fortress
which was either badly or scantily defended, or else utterly desti-
tute of defenders.

Diodorus, however, must have drawn carelessly from his
source (probably Timaeus), and have transformed the fortress of
the Regiansinto the city of Regium itself. The error, nevertheless,
has its useful side. It could have come only from a writer of the
stamp of Diodorus, who unfortunately both here and elsewhere
gives evidence of a lack of diligence, and of that which is worse
than ignorance—a lack of understanding.

To weaken the value of these statements it may be objected
that, while the battle with the Iapygians is assigned by Diodorus
to 473 B. C., the same author says that Pyxus was founded in 471.
There is no use, however, of wasting words to show the worthless-
ness of such an objection. It has often been observed, and is now
a well-known fact, that Diodorus embraces under a single heading
the events of various years. The very chapter which describes
the battle is one of many cases which may be quoted to prove this
assertion. Whoever reads this attentively will find that Diodorus
places in 473 the beginning of the war between the Tarentines and
Iapygians, and says that the skirmishes lasted émi wév Twas
xpovows before they came to pitched battle. Even a superficial
reading of the text brings out the fact that all of this could not have
taken place in 473, as even the more careful modern scholars are
accustomed to state. The date of the Regine colony of Pyxus
(471 B. C.) gives us approximately a terminus ad quem for the battle
itself. There seems to me no doubt that Regium must have been
mistress of that city at the time when she sent over 3,000 of her own
citizens to the aid of Tarentum.

Strabo, who also mentions the founding of Pyxus by Micythus,
adds that md w & amfpav of (dpvobévres wAyy oAiywv.® This
also is clear. As a result of the intrigues of Hiero, four years after
having founded Pyxus, Micythus left Regium and went to live at
Tegea in Arcadia.? With his departure disappeared the last rival

1 Strab. vi, p. 252 C. '

3 Herodot. vii. 170; Diod. xi. 66; Paus. v. 26. &
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of Hiero, for Theron died in 472, and his son Thrasidaeus was
afterward conquered at the Himera. Syracuse could now domi-
neerin the Tyrrhenian Sea as well.* In 467, however, Hiero himself
died, and with him perished the glory and power of the Deinom-
enids, and the might of the proud Corinthian colony suffered a
temporary eclipse.

1 Rathgeber’s observations (0. cit., p. 189) to the effect that the Regine colony
of Pyxus became less important on account of the rivalry between Croton and
Terina, have neither foundation nor value.
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THE LEGEND OF EUTHYMUS OF LOCRI

Pausanias, in speaking of the statues dedicated at Olympia
to victorious athletes, mentions among others that of Euthymus
of Locri, the work of Pythagoras of Regium, and takes occasion
to introduce a legend which is also referred to by Aelianus and
Suidas, and which, in brief, is as follows: Ulysses in his wander-
ings touched at Temesa, where one of his companions, having
violated a virgin, was stoned to death by the natives. Shortly
afterward, the Safuwr of the man began to take such savage
vengeance on the inhabitants of Temesa that they even planned
to leave Italy. An answer from the Pythian Apollo, however,
induced them to remain, and to placate the hero with a temple and
with the annual sacrifice of one of the most beautiful of the virgins.
Euthymus of Locri, son of the river Caecinus which separates the
Regine from the Locrian territory, on his return from his victory
in boxing at Olympia, arrived at Temesa at the moment when the
hero was being offered his usual victim. He obtained permission
to enter the temple, and at sight of the maiden his pity was changed
to love. He therefore decided to conquer the hero and marry
the maiden. Arming himself, he firmly awaited the hero, and
forced him to leave the land and throw himself into the sea. After
this feat Euthymus celebrated a splendid wedding. This much
Pausanias says he had from hearsay (jxovea), and then he adds:

I remember that I once came upon a picture which was a copy of an old
painting. It was like this: There was a youth [i. e., Euthymus], Sybaris, and
ariver Calabrus,and a spring Lyca, and near a hero’s shrine the city of Temesa;
and there, too, was the ghost which Euthymus expelled. The ghost was of a

horrid black color. His whole appearance was most dreadful, and he wore a
wolfskin. On the picture was also written the name of Alybas.*

1 Paus. vi. 6. 4 ff.; cf. Suid. ad v. E¥fupes, who abridges either Pausanias or
their common source, and who more correctly calls the ghost *ANsBas, which in the
codices of Pausanias is certainly erroneously termed Lycas or Lybas; cf. Ael. V. H.
viii. 18; Prov. Alex. 131.

39
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The character of Euthymus, although involved in legend, is cer-
tainly historical, as is also the fact that a statue was erected to
him by Pythagoras of Regium.* And that even in the account of
his struggle with the hero of Temesa there is involved some truth,
is shown by a passage in Strabo, who, in speaking of Temesa, says:

Near Temesa, surrounded by a grove of wild olives, is the heroon of Polites,
one of the companions of Ulysses, who was betrayed and killed by the bar-
barians, and became so desirous of vengeance that those who inhabited the
region were compelled to pay him tribute, in response to an oracle, and gave
rise to the proverb which is used when speaking of an unmerciful man: “The
hero of Temesa is in him.” When the Epizephyrian Locrians captured the
city, it is said that Euthymus the boxer contended with the hero and, having
conquered him, forced him to return the tribute to the inhabitants.?

The account of Pausanias agrees with that of Strabo, and is
probably derived from the same source. The passage from Strabo
has the additional advantage of showing that we have to deal with
more than a myth pure and simple, and that the account involves
one absolutely historical fact, namely, the conquest of Temesa by
the Locrians, who were probably captained by the boxer Euthy-
mus, just as the inhabitants of Croton had been by the athlete
Milo in the struggle against Sybaris. It is also probable that the
tribute which Euthymus wished restored was a real tribute which
Temesa had been paying to Croton. From about the middle of
the sixth century Croton had been either the ally of Temesa or else
her mistress. As I shall have occasion to repeat, Temesa was not
in origin an Achaean city, but was regarded as a colony either of
the Aetolians or of the Phocians.3

1 The base of the statue of Euthymus, inscribed as the work of Pythagoras

(here termed a Samian), was found in the excavations at Olympia; cf. Roehl,
Inscr. gr. ant., no. 388, and Loewy, Inschr. gr. Bildhauer (Leipzig, 1885), pp. 19 ff.

2 Strab. vi, p. 255 C.; cf. Ael. loc cit. A partial comparison between the two
passages was made by Marincola-Pistoia, Opuscoli di storia patria (Cantanzaro,
1871), p. 105, the first among Calabrian scholars to recognize the importance of the
account for the history of Temesa.

3 Temesa was a colony of the Aetolians led by Thoas, according to the source
of Strab. vi, p. 255 C.; or of Phocians led by Schedius and Epistrophus, grandsons
of the Phocian Naubolus, and coming from the Crissaean Gulf, according to that
of Lycophron, vss. 1067 ff. The legend of Thoas seems of Achaean origin and is
derived from the domination of Croton over the city. Thoas was a hero of the
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Let us now see with what other events the conquest of Temesa
on the part of the Locrians is connected, and at what period this
conquest occurred. So far as I know, no one has as yet attempted
such an investigation.

Pausanias, after stating that Euthymus was declared victor in
the boxing contests in the seventy-fourth, seventy-sixth, and
seventy-seventh Olympiads—i.e., in the years 484, 476, and 472
B. C.——goes on to say that on his return to Italy he contended
against the hero.” That Euthymus really won three times at
Olympia, as Pausanias asserts, is confirmed by the inscription to
which we have just referred.? According to Suidas,* however,
the three victories occurred after the defeat of Euthymus at the
hands of the Thasian Theagenes, who conquered in the seventy-
fifth Olympiad,* or in 480 B. C., and therefore in the seventy-sixth,
seventy-seventh, and seventy-eighth Olympiads, or in 476, 472,
and 468 B.c. A comparison between the texts of Pausanias and
Suidas, however, makes it probable that Suidas erred in deriving
his information, whether his authority svas Pausanias, whom he
often seems to copy directly, or a common source. Following the
words of Pausanias, it would seem at first glance that Euthymus
arrived at Locri after 472. If, however, we examine this passage
more closely, it will be found necessary to modify this opinion, as
it is hardly possible that Euthymus remained at Olympia between
the years 484 and 472. In all probability he returned home after
each of his three victories. The expression éwavijrwv is vague and
general, and might refer to either 484, 476, or 472 B.c. But,
although vague, the passage from Pausanias is precious, since from
it we learn that Euthymus conquered Temesa at the time when the
Deinomenids were ruling at Syracuse. Gelo was in power between
484 and 478, and his brother Hiero died in 467 B.c. It is the
study of the Italiot policy of these rulers; and of their actions in

Pcloponnesan Achaeans (see Paus. v. 25. 8 ff.; and cf. Hom. Il vii. 168). It
should be remembered that the Opuntian Locrians were ashamed of their origin
and were accustomed to call themselves Aetolians (cf. Paus. x. 38. 4).

1 Paus. vi. 6. 7.
2 Roehl, op. cit., no. 388: Etfuuos Aokpds 'Aotukhéos Tpls "ONGums’ évikwy,
3 Ad v. Effvuos. 4 Paus. vi. 6. 5.
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regard to Locri, which will make us fully understand the meaning
of the capture of Temesa by the Locrians.

Up to the preceding century Temesa had been either a colony
or an ally of Croton. This is shown by the silver staters bearing
the names of the two cities. These staters endured as late as the
beginning of the following century.* The attack of Locri was
in reality directed against Croton. Since the middle of the pre-
ceding century the inhabitants of Croton had in vain tried to sub-
jugate the Locrians, who in their city beside the Sagras had ably
succeeded in defending their liberty. In the battle of the Sagras,
however, they had the Regians as allies, and now these also had
become their fierce enemies. Between 478 and 476 Anaxilaus,
the powerful ruler of Regium, was at war with the Locrians, and
only the intervention of Hiero compelled him to respect the allies
of Syracuse.” In 476 Croton made war upon the Sybarites, who
likewise were saved from ruin by the intervention of Hiero.3

It seems to me that there is no need of any great amount of
political insight to establish, by means of these apparently iso-
lated and fragmentary passages, which are in reality closely con-
nected, the fact that the inhabitants of Regium and Croton were
the common enemies of the Locrians, and that their taking of
Temesa was merely an episode in these events.

Through Herodotust* we know that the Carthaginians were
led to assail Theron of Agrigentum by Anaxilaus of Regium, father-
in-law of Terillus, whom Theron had driven from Himera. The
battle of Himera (480 B. c.) brought to naught the designs of Anaxi-
laus, and confirmed the power of Theron, and also that of Gelo of
Syracuse. It was natural that Gelo should now make Anaxilaus
pay dearly for bringing the Carthaginians into Siceliot affairs, even
to the extent of making him give up his own children as hostages.
And, although it is said that Gelo was generous toward him,s it

: Head, op. cit., pp. 8o, ¢6.

2 See Sch. Pind. Pyth. i. 8; ii. 34. Hiero mounted the throne in 478 (Diod.
xi. 38); Anaxilaus died in 476 (Diod. xi. 48).

3 Diod. xi. 48; Sch. Pind. OL. ii. 29.

4 Herod. vii. 165.

5 At least Diodorus (xi. 66) makes Hiero say this to the sons of Anaxilaus. This
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is nevertheless evident that he wished to derive benefit from the
victory, and in his turn mingle in the affairs of Italy.

Duris of Samos, the historian of Agathocles, relates that near
Hipponium was a sacred grove, in which was an edifice erected by
Gelo, entitled the “Horn of Amalthea.”* From this passage we
are certainly not authorized to deduce that Hipponium fell under
the domination of the Deinomenids.? We may, however, conclude
from it that Gelo, when he benefited Hipponium, the colony of
Locr, initiated that Italiot policy which was continued by his
brother Hiero when he interfered in favor of Locri, and which was
closely copied by Dionysius I when he made Locri a stepping-stone
toward his domination of the Italiot cities. We know that Diony-
sius rewarded Locri for her loyalty by giving her the territory of
the various colonies of Croton—i.e., Caulonia, Scylacium, and
possibly, as we have elsewhere noted, that of Terina. Hence,
when at the time of the Deinomenids we see the Locrians assail and
take possession of Temesa, which was likewise a colony or an ally
of Croton, it is evident that in this also they were supported by
Syracuse. Thanks to their alliance with her, they were enabled
to accomplish similar results against like enemies both in the fifth
and in the succeeding century.

A confirmation of the above is given by another passage from
Pausanias, who says that Astylus of Croton was thrice declared
victor in the stadium at Olympia, but that the second and third
times, as a favor to Hiero, he had himself proclaimed, not from
Croton, but from Syracuse. Pausanias adds that on account of
this the inhabitants of Croton regarded the house of Astylus as
infamous and used it as a prison, and that they threw to the ground
his statue, the work of Pythagoras of Regium, which he had dedi-
cated in the temple of Lacinian Hera.3 Astylus conquered in the

would also prove the strict bonds of relationship existing between Hiero and
Anaxilaus.

2 Duris apud Athen. xii, p. 512 A. =M F. H. G, III, p. 479, no. 441.

2 It seems to me that Holm (Gesch. Sic., I, p. 211) exaggerates when he says
in this connection: “Wir haben sogar Spuren, dass Gelon ausser dem grossten
Theile Siciliens auch einen Theil von Italien beherrschte.”

3 Paus. vii. 13. 1. One of the victories of Astylus was sung by Simonides (see
Bergk, Poet. lyr. Grec., 1114, p. 391, fr. no. 10).
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seventy-third, seventy-fourth, and seventy-fifth Olympiads, corre-
sponding to the years 488, 484, and 480 B.c.* It seems to me, how-
ever, that before 480 the inhabitants of Croton could not have been
hostile toward Syracuse, for otherwise they would not have allowed
Astylus to place in the temple of Hera the statue which had been
made by Pythagoras of Regium; and it also seems to me that any
resolutions detrimental to Astylus, who had declared himself a
Syracusan in 484, must have been taken after 480, the year of his
third victory, and also the year of the battle of Himera, since it was
after that battle that the Syracusans interfered directly as masters

of the affairs of Italy.

It was with reason that Croton bore such hatred toward Syra-
cuse, since the aid given the Locrians, as also the loss of Temesa,
was for her an inestimable injury. Temesa was so situated that
Croton could compete successfully along commercial lines with the
Chalcidian cities controlling the Strait of Messina. To lose her
meant no longer to have free access to the Tyrrhenian coast. Sub-
sequent to the period of which we are speaking we have no more
coins of Temesa. On the other hand, it was not till about 480 that
the coins of Terina appeared. Thus the numismatical data are in
perfect harmony with the literary.

About the middle of the fourth century Temesa was in the
power of the Brettians, from whom she was taken by Hannibal.
She continued to exist as a Roman colony, and Pausanias—pro-
vided, of course, that he is really giving personal information, and
not reproducing exactly his ancient source—asserts that she was
still inhabited in his time.? That after 480 she ceased to coin
money is evidently due to the fact that she then came into the power
of the Locrians, who coined money neither in their own city nor
in their colonies of Mesma and Hipponium. There are no coins
from these cities before the middle of the fourth century.3

In all probability the inhabitants of Croton sought by the found-
ing of Terina to remedy the loss they had suffered. The new city,

1 See Eus., ed. Schone, I, p. 203. 2 See Strab. vi, p. 255 C ; Paus. loc. cit.

3 An analogous phenomenon is presented by Sparta, which did not commence
to coin money till about the end of the fourth century, under King Areus (see
Head, op. cit., pp. 363 fl.).
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which dominated the isthmus between the gulfs of Hipponium
and Scylacium, and which protected the road leading to the Ionian
Sea and to Croton, was a point of offense toward the valley of the
Lameto, which certainly in the course of time also fell into the
hands of Croton. It is likewise probable that Temesa again
became a possession of the Achaearr cities at the time when, with
Hiero and Thrasybulus, the power of the Deinomenids, as also
that of Locri, disappeared. Thus we understand why Temesa,
although no longer in the hands of Locri, coined no more money;
for by that time Terina had become mistress of the valley of the
Lameto, and would not tolerate an autonomous and rival city in
such close proximity.

We have seen that at about the same period, and possibly in
the same year, in which Hiero intervened in favor of the Locrians,
he also aided the Sybarites, who were threatened by Croton. The
inhabitants of Croton were the common enemies of both of these
cities, and we may suppose that the Locrians were at that period
friends of the Sybarites, who were living in their colonies of Laos
and Scidrus,* and possibly also at Posidonia.

A possible confirmation of this supposition may be found in the
legend of Euthymus. Pausanias, as we have seen, describes a
painting in which appeared all of the characters and elements
represented in the legend; i. e., Temesa, the temple of the hero,
the daipwr, the spring Lyca, the river Calabrus, the veavisxos,
or Euthymus, and 2dBapis. It seems to me that Sybaris can here
be nothing else than the name of the liberated maiden.

It has already been noted that the legend of Euthymus and his
struggle against the daipwv sets forth in poetical form a historical
fact, and relates to the conquest of Temesa by the Locrians led
by Euthymus. We have also considered it probable that the
tribute which the ghost demanded, and which Euthymus returned,
indicates a real tribute imposed upon the city of Croton.

Is it not also more natural, instead of believing that a marriage
occurred between Euthymus and the liberated maiden, to think
that also the name of this maiden, this 29Baps, is mythical? To

1 Herodot. vi. 21.
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understand the true import of this question it is necessary to refer
to an analogous legend, preserved by Antoninus Liberalis, and
taken by him from Nicander, who possibly heard it in the country
of its origin.

Near Parnassus and Crissa, says Nicander, was a cave in Mount
Cirphis, in which lived a monster, called Lamia or Sybaris, that
seized and devoured both cattle and men. The Delphians were
already considering a change of location, and consulted the god,
who ordered them to place in the cave the child of one of the citi-
zens. The lot fell upon Alcyone, who with wreathed head was
conducted to the cave of Sybaris. However, Eurybatus, son of
Euphemus, who derived his origin from the river Axius, impelled
by some daipwv, met the young victim, fell in love, and, after
removing the wreath from her head, asked to be conducted in her
-stead to the cave. He there seized Sybaris, drew him forth into
the light, and threw him down from the rocks. The head of the
monster struck against a rock, from which gushed forth a spring,
which too was termed Sybaris. From this, concludes Nicander,
the Locrians who founded the city of Sybaris in Italy drew their
name.*

The points of contact between the two legends are very evident.
Suffice it to notice that in the same way that Eurybatus, although
son of Euphemus, takes his origin from the river Axius, so the
Locrian Euthymus, although son of Astycles, was reputed the
son of the river Caecinus.? The finding of the same legend at
Temesa and-in Locris need cause no surprise. Parnassus stands
between the land of the Phocians and that of the Ozolian Locrians,
of whom the Epizephyrian Locrians in Italy were a colony.3

t Ant. Lib. viii. 2 See Roehl, op. cit., no. 388; cf. Paus., loc. cit.

3 Whether the Epizephyrian Locrians were by origin Opuntians or Ozolians
was the occasion of controversy even in antiquity. Strab. vi, p. 259 C., or rather
his source, opposed Ephorus, who thought they came from Opuntia (cf. Pseud.-
Scymn., vss. 316 f.). I do not know whether it has previously been noted that the
passage in Paus. vi. 19. 6 shows that they were, for the most part at least, Ozolians.
In this passage he says that in the treasury of the Sicyonians«at Olympia there was
an &yahpa woEwov "Awb\Nwvos émixpboov THy kepalpy, which had been dedicated

by the Locrians of Ttaly, and was the work of Patrocles of Croton. Although this
Patrocles is unknown and his date uncertain, nevertheless from the nature of the
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Temesa itself is said to have been colonized in ancient times by the
Phocians of Phocis. It is therefore natural that in the countries
inhabited by the same people should be found this Greek myth,
which reappears also in the legend of Perseus and Andromeda.
We are struck, nevertheless, by the similarity between the name
of the monster Sybaris and that of the Achaean city, and especially
by the statement of Antoninus Liberalis to the effect that this gave
origin to the founding of Locrian Sybaris in Ttaly. It is also to be
noted that Solinus,* in speaking of the founding of Greek colonies
in Italy, in a passage where he mentions various traditions which
were derived from good sources, and of which some are also pre-
served by other writers worthy of credence, asserts that Sybaris
was founded “a Troezeniis et a Sagari Aiacis Locrii filii.”

Is it true that Locrians had a share in the founding of Sybaris ?
I see no reason for doubting such an assertion. Aristotle? says
that Troezenians took part in its foundation.3 If Solon, or his
source, agrees with the great philosopher in this, why should we
think him in error in saying that Locrians as well came to Sybaris ?
His statement is confirmed by the passage just quoted from Nican-
der, a writer who is fairly well informed concerning the peoples of
northern Greece. Itisnot strange that the Achaeans who founded
Sybaris should have summoned to take part in their colony the
Ozolian Locrians who dwelt along the shores of the Corinthian
Gulf, and who were directly opposite the metropolis of Sybaris,
Helica, and separated from it merely by a narrow arm of the gulf.
It is a characteristic of all Greek colonies, and indeed of most
colonies past and present, that they are made up of mixed elements.4

If it is true that there was a Locrian contingent in the population
of Sybaris, we understand better how the Locrians and the Syba-
image we may conclude that it was archaic, and the friendship of the Epizephyrian
Locrians for the Sicyonians finds a plausible explanation in the relations which _

must have existed between the two peoples inhabiting the opposite shores of the
Corinthian Gulf.

t Solin. ii. 10, ed. Mommsen. 2 Aristot. Polit. v. 3. 3 See below.

4 It is worthy of note that Lycophron (vss. 1075 fI.), when speaking of Temesa
and the Phocian colony of the Naubolides, refers to the legend of the Trojan
Setaia who perished at Sybaris.
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rites could have been united about 476 B.c. To the political
reasons of the time would be added those determined by tradition
and by affinity. Probably no small part of the strengthening of
the mutual bonds was played by the laws of the Locrian Zaleucus.
These laws were also in force in Achaean Sybaris at an early
period.* )

We are far from asserting positively that the tradition is true.
It could, for example, have had its origin in later political events.
It may be that the alliance of 476 between the Sybarites and the
Locrians gave rise to the tradition that Tarentum was founded by
those citizens who did not wish to take part in the expedition
against the Messanians.

However one decides in regard to this intricate question, one
thing I hold to be most probable, namely, that the name of Sybaris
on the painting seen by Pausanias refers to the bonds of alliance
which existed between Locri and Sybaris about 476 B. c.?

The legends of Euthymus and Eurybatus are worthy of study
in other respects also. It is interesting, for example, to note how a
legend which was of either Phocian or Locrian origin, and which
was localized in Magna Graecia, should have become fused with
the myth referring to the adventures of Ulysses, and how a historical
fact should finally have become adorned and clothed with the com-
bined features of the two myths. Euthymus, a perfectly his-
torical character, is no longer considered the son of Astycles,
but becomes the son of the river which divides the territory of the
Locrians from that of the neighboring Regians. He is not over-

1Pseud.-Scymn., vss. 246 f.

2 Paus. vi. 19. 9 says that according to some authors the ancient name of
Lupiae (Lecce) was Sybaris. Keeping in mind a passage from Hyginus (apud
Serv. ad Aen. iii. 553: ‘“Aulon mons est Calabriae in quo oppidum fuit a Locris
conditum;” cf. Hor. Carm. ii. 6. 18), and also one from Guido (ed. Parthey, 67,
p- 502: “regionem Solentinam [sic] quae et Locria antiquitus dicta est, provincia
Apulia est”), one might think that the Sybaris of Nicander, founded in Italy by the
Locrians, was the one on the Sallentine peninsula. That a city of that name
existed there is shown by Ovid Met. xv. 50 ff. (cf. my pamphlet, Sibari nella Mes-
sapia [Pisa]). Varro (apud Prob. ad Verg. Ecl. vi. 31) also speaks of Locrians in
Messapia. But both the passage from Solinus, and a comparison between the
legend of Eurybatus and that of Euthymus, render it unnecessary for me to refute
this supposition.
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taken by death, but after a long life becomes a hero of more than
mortal nature. With the legend which Pausanias cither heard at
Olympia, or more probably reproduced from some early source,
agrees the brief and concise account of Aelianus, who adds that
Euthymus descended to the banks of the Caecinus and disappeared.
With it agree also the words of Callimachus, as cited by Pliny:

Consecratus est vivos sentiensque eiusdem oraculi [i. e., of Delphi] iussu
et Tovis deorum summi adstipulatu Euthymus pycta, semper Olympiae victor
et semel victus. Patria ei Locri in Italia. Ibi imaginem eius et Olympiae
alteram eodem die tactam fulmine Callimachum ut nihil aliud miratum video
ad eumque iussisse sacrificare, quod et vivo factitatum et mortuo, nihil de eo
mirum aliud quam hoc placuisse dis.*

With the myth of Euthymus may be compared that of Epidius,
a hero of Nuceria who is said to have fallen into the neighboring
Sarnus, and to have felt horns sprouting upon his forehead.
Shortly afterward he disappeared and was worshiped as a god by
the Alfaterni of Nuceria. From him M. Epidius, the rhetorician,
and teacher of Augustus and Anthony, pretended to derive his
origin.? This is a well-known form of myth, appearing also in
the story of Aeneas, who fell into the Numicius and became a god.

The diffusion of the legend of Euthymus, as also the general
use of the proverb concerning him, shows clearly that the legend
was soon treated of in literature, and was possibly in origin a
literary product. Stesichorus of Himera, though born at Metau-
rum and a citizen of a Locrian colony,® sang of the victory at
the Sagras in a palinode, and told the adventures of Leonymus,
the Croton leader, who was wounded by Ajax, the protecting deity
of the Locrians, and on that account betook himself to Leuce, an
island in the Euxine Sea sacred to Achilles, where he was healed
of his wound, and where he saw Helen, who sent by him the well-
known message to the poet.4# One immediately suspects that the

t Plin. N. H. vii. 47; cf. Schneider, Callimachea, 11, p. 579, fr. 309. Possibly
fr. 493, p. 650, & & éx Aoxpdv Teixeos 'Irakwod wap' . . . . fev dudrrwp, refers
also to Euthymus (cf. Bergk, Ant. lyr., I, praef. p. xviii).

2 Suet. De rhetor. 4. Epidius is also represented on the coins of Nuceria
(cf. Head, op. cit., p. 35).

3 Cf. Suid., s. v. Zrqeixopos; Steph. Byz., s. v. Md7avpos.

4 Paus. iii. 19. 11; cf. Bergk, Poet. lyr. Graec., 1114, pp. 218 ff.
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victory of the Locrians and of Euthymus at Temesa may have
furnished the opportunity for a poet of the school of Stesichorus or
Xenocritus of Locri to compose a similar song of victory, in which
real and fantastic elements, both historical and mythical, were
mingled.” It is hardly necessary to recall that the accounts which
have come down to us are mainly derived from the learned Alexan-
drine poet Callimachus, who related other myths of this nature,
and from the historian Timaeus, who collected the historical facts
and the fables relating to the western Greeks. ‘

Finally, the account of Pausanias is valuable for still another
reason. The painting which was seen either by him or by his
source was, according to his own confession, a reproduction of an
ancient original. Archaeologists may decide upon the value of
this statement for the history of painting. It will suffice for me tc

t According to the explicit and authoritative testimony of Glaucus of Regium
(apud Plut. De mus. 10; Miller, F. H.G., I1, p. 24, fr. 4), it as said of Xenocritus
of Locri: 7pwik®dy vyap Vmwobéorewy wpdypara éxovedv momThy ~yeyovévaw. Since
Pausanias, where he says that Euthymus was a son of the river Caecinus, recalls
the fact that the grasshoppers on one side of the river were vocal, and on the other
not, and since the account of these grasshoppers given by Timaeus (see fr. 64, 65
in Miiller, F. H. G., I, pp. 206 ff.) is possibly connected with the songs of the
Locrian poet Eunomus, concerning whose period we possess no information what-
ever, it may be supposed that Pausanias derived his information from some epini-
cion of Eunomus, either indirectly, as through Polemon, or, in the final analysis,
through Timaeus. It should be noted, however, that Timaeus (both in Strab. vi,
p- 260 C., and in Antigonus of Caeystus i) does not mention the Locrian vocal
grasshoppers in connection with the Caecinus, but in connection with the Halex.
Thucydides (iii. 99, 103) mentions these rivers separately, although he places them
both in Locrian territory. According to Aelianus (loc. cit.) the Caecinus éorl
wpd THs T@y Aokpdv wbéhews. According to Pausanias, on the other hand, this
river, which he alone calls Kawkirys, separated the territory of the Locrians from
that of the Regians. The fact that Philistus (apud Steph. Byz., s. v.; Miiller,
F. H. G, I, p. 86, fr. 10) speaks of a Kalxwor Xwplor "Iralwbéy is possibly in
favor of Pausanias, who nevertheless depended on the same source as Aclianus.
It is, however, natural to suppose that his words in regard to the position of the
Caecinus and to the story of the grasshoppers are due to a contaminatio of two
different accounts made by Pausanias himself, which forbids our indulging in suppo-
sitions concerning the author of the epinicion. It might be noted here that, if we
accept the correction of Coray, who for the words Avka 797+ of Pausanias substitutes
Ka\dka w9y, we have another allusion to.the school of Stesichorus, who sang of
Kalvkn, the beloved of Euathlus (cf. Bergk, Poet. lyr. Graec., 1114, p. 222, fr. 43).
At any rate, the myth was most popular and appears frequently in later literature.
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note that on the painting seen by Pausanias was recorded the river
KaXafBpds, near Temesa.* It is known that the Romans gave the
name of Iapygia to Calabria, and generally admitted that the name
of Calabria passed over to Bruttium between the sixth and seventh
centuries.

The passage from Pausanias has the further merit of making
us better understand how the transition from one name to the
other could have occurred, and adduces another favorable argu-
ment to the theory of Mommsen, who held that, before the arrival
of the Greeks, southern Italy from the Gulf of Tarentum to the
Strait of Messina was inhabited by a people of like descent.?

We are led to the same result by the name of Alybas, the daiuwy
honored near Temesa, if this ’ANGBas was really the name of the
earliest city at Metapontum.3

1 The name of a confluent of the river Marro (Metaurus) which rises in the
mountain-range northeast of Regium, is also Calabrian,

2 Mommsen, Unterit. Dialekte, pp. 97 fi.

3 See Eustath. ad Hom. Od. xxiv. 304; Hesych. and Steph. Byz., s. v.; Apoll.
Lex. 24. Whether or not Metapontum was the Homeric Alybas is another question.

F1G. 2.—Coin of the Alliance between
Temesa and Croton.
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TERINA, THE COLONY OF CROTON

Terina, a colony of Croton, was, to judge from its coins, one of
the most flourishing of the Hellenic cities, and although it is rarely
named by historians, we shall see that it nevertheless played an
important part in the wars waged in Magna Graecia. Our first
problem will be to determine its location. The critics who in
recent years have treated this question have seen only a portion,
and certainly the least important portion, of the truth. I think
it possible to contribute new material and new considerations to
the solution of the problem, thanks to which we shall better under-
stand the important strategic position held by the city in former
times.

According to the generally accepted opinion among Calabrian
scholars, Terina should be sought near the river Savuto (the Saba-
tus), about four miles north of Nocera Inferiore, on a plateau
where fragments of masonry are seen, and where numerous anti-
quities, have been discovered, among which were a few coins of
Terina.* Lenormant in his last work, the book, both good and
bad, which he wrote on Magna Graecia, has produced a strange
mixture of keen observations and innumerable, possibly intentional,
inaccuracies. In this he has thought it wise to take up again the
problem of the topography of Temesa and Terina, and, as it seems
to me, has rendered probable, or almost certain, that Terina was
situated near the modern Fiume di S. Biase, in the valley of the
Lamato, or Fiume di S. Ippolito (the Lametus or Lamatus of the
ancients), on the very spot which is today termed Bagni di S.
Eufemia. Temesa he places at Le Mattonate, two miles south of
the Savuto.? :

1 L. Grimaldi, Studi archeologici sulla Calabria ultra seconda (Naples, 1845),
p. 62.

2 Lenormant, La grande Gréce, 111, pp. 83 ff. I refer to this, although all of his
assertions cannot be accepted. Thus I cannot follow his reasoning in the case of

53
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The Calabrian scholar Marincola-Pistoia has recently treated
of this subject in a monograph on the city of Terina; but, after
reproducing the arguments of Lenormant, he remains undecided as
to whether the city should be placed at S. Eufemia, or on the pla-
teau already mentioned, which he says (without giving his author-
ity), “still preserves the ancient name of the city in its present
appellation of T'irene or Tirina.”* '

I gladly recognize the merit of Marincola-Pistoia, but in this
case I doubt whether his assertion is of value, and suspect that he
has been deceived. This would not be the first instance in which
an ancient site has preserved the name given it by some local
scholar who believed that he had discovered there the remains of
the city of which he was in search. It often happens that later
writers are mistaken, and believe to be local and popular tradition
that which is merely the result of literary speculation.? Without
a complete collection of the writings of Calabrian scholars on this
subject it is useless to attempt to discover the origin of the confusion.
It seems to me, however, that without doubt Terina should be
sought in the valley of the Lameto. The Sinus Terinaeus of Pliny
could not be derived from a city situated beyond Cape Suverum.
For my own part I would rather seek the ruins of the ancient city of
Temesa on the plateau near the Savuto.3
the coin of Terina which represents a nymph near a fountain, and bears the legend
ATH. This, following Mellingen, he thinks a corruption of *Ays#s, and to be the
*Apths of Lycophron, vs. 730. It is now known that the dp#s is not another river
of Terina, but an epithet (==loxupbs) of the Ocinarus (cf. the edition of Kinkel,
p. 31; Sch. Vet. ad loc., ibid., p. 136). For the Homeric origin of this dpifs see
the observations on Lycophron by Scheer in the Programm of Ploen, 1876, pp.

25 ff. The “Ayn of the coin, as has often been noted, is probably, the name of
the designer (cf. Rathgeber, Grossgriechenland u. Pythag. [Gotha 1886], pp. s fI.

1 Marincola-Pistoia, Di Terina e di Lao (Cantanzaro, 1886), p. 14. In this
work mention is made of a rich Greek tomb from the time of Agathocles, found
near S. Eufemia (cf. pp. 16 ff.).

2 This kind of error is unfortunately perpetuated by the unconscious laxity of
the government in too readily allowing certain municipalities to embellish them-
selves with ancient names which do not belong to them. This may seem an idle
objection, and the matter is unimportant in itself, but as a result the government
maps show many names which are destined either to create or to perpetuate both
ancient and modern errors. Cf. Lenormant, op. cit., I, pp. 24 ff.

3 Even the excellent map of Kiepert which ornaments Vol. X of the CIL.
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Lenormant was not the first to place Terina near S. Eufemia,
and to recognize in the Fiume di S. Biase the Ocinarus of Lyco-
phron. He was preceded, possibly without knowing it, by Rath-
geber, who dedicated to Terina a good portion of that coarse and
curious medley, entitled Magnagrecia e Pitagora, in which, mixed
with many gratuitous assertions and tedious and absolutely unne-
cessary digressions, are found many valuable bibliographical data,
and now and then some observation of value.*

There is no doubt that from the passages in ancient writers we
should be led to place Terina in the valley of the Lamato, on the
Tyrrhenian coast. Lycophron, on one of the two occasions when
he mentions Terina, says that the body of the siren Ligea was
carried by the waves to Terina, and that she was buried there by
sailors near the mouth of the Ocinarus, which bathed her tomb.?
Ligea was one of the three sirens who were honored on the coast of
Campania and Lucania as far as Bruttium, and were worshiped
in the localities which received their names; i.e., Parthenope
(Naples), Leucosia (Cape Licosa), and Ligea (Terina).?
places Terina on the plateau of the Tirena, a strategic point which dominates the
entrance to the valley of the Savuto and the approach to that of the Crathis. I
should prefer to place there the ancient Temesa, and attach little importance
to the fact that the distances in the Itineraries would rather lead us to place
it two miles to the south (Torre del Casale? cf. Romanelli apud Marincola-
Pistoia in Opuscoli di storia patria [Cantanzaro, 1871], p. 92). Lenormant (op.
cit.,, III, p. 89; cf. Marincola, Di Terina, etc., p. 21, n. 3) wrongly asserts that
Temesa was situated at Le Mattonate, for in the course of centuries it may have
been moved, even in antiquity, and either the Greek Temesa may not have been the
one which still existed in the second century (cf. Paus. vi. 6. 10), or else the city
may have been on the plateau near the Savuto, while at Torre del Casale were the

mines of which Romanelli speaks, and which are said to have pertained to Homeric
times (cf. Hom. Od. i. 18y4).

t Rathgeber, op. cit., pp. 5 fi., 82 ff.
2 Lycophr., vss. 726 fI.; cf. vss. 1008 ff.

3 Solin. ii. g, pp. 35 fl. Mommsen says of this: “Insula Ligea appellata ab
eiecto ibi corpore Sirenis ita nominatae.” He agrees, therefore, with Lycophron;
cf. Steph. Byz., s. v. Tépeva. The Calabrian historians (cf. apud Marincola-
Pistoia, Di Terina, etc., p. 23) think this island is the rock between Nocera and the
Savuto, termed Pietra delle Nave. This was originally an island, although today
it is joined to the mainland, thanks to the heavy deposits of the Calabrian fiumare.
I have before me the map of the Italian Stato Maggiore, reduced by Kiepert to the

]
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Pseudo-Scymnus (or his source) interrupts at Velia® his descrip-
tion of the Italian coast on the Tyrrhenian side, to describe the
Aeolian islands and Sicily. He then takes up the coast again,? and,
after mentioning the regions which he calls Italia, Oenotria, and
Magna Graecia, he enumerates the Greek cities located there.
Commencing at Terina, he says:

‘EX\quicds yobv mapabadarriovs éxe

wohes © Tépewvay mpdrov, v drdkicay

Kporwvidrar wpdrepov.3
and proceeds to name Hipponium, Medma, Regium, etc. More-
over, Strabo states* that Terina was ouvveyss to Temesa; and
Pliny, who, as is well known, follows the same source as Strabo,
which was probably Artemidorus, makes the same observation:
“oppidum Tempsa a Graccis Tetnese dictum et Crotoniensium
Terina sinusque ingens Terinaeus.”s

There remains, however, one passage which, so far as I know,
has hitherto been overlooked by critics, and which completely
contradicts the above conclusion, in spite of its apparent finality.
This is from no other than Thucydides, one of the earliest and
most authoritative of authors, who narrates how Gylippus, having
sailed from Thurii for Sicily in order to aid Syracuse, mapémher T
Iraliav kal dpmacleis U’ avéuov xata Tov Tepwaiov koAmov o5
éxmvel TavTy péyas xara Popéav éotnras, was forced back to
Tarentum by the tempest.® -

There can be no doubt about the meaning of this: the Teri-
nacan Gulf of Thucydides is the Scylacine Gulf famous for its tem-
pests, the navifragum Scylaceum of Vergil.” How, then, shall we
harmonize this passage with the preceding, and especially with
that of Pliny, who gives the name “Terinacan” to the opposite

scale of 1:800,000. The map is relatively small, and yet in front of S. Eufemia is
plainly seen a narrow tongue of land in the shape of a peninsula. It seems to me
that this must originally have been the island of Ligea mentioned by the two ancient
writers just quoted.

1 Vs, 252.
2 Pseud.-Scymn., vs. 300. s Plin. N. H. iii. 5. 72; cf. 10. 95.
3 Pseud.-Scymn., vs. 305. 6 Thuc. vi. 104. 2.

4 Strab. vi, p. 256 C. 7 Verg. Aen. iii. 553.
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gulf, which other authors—e. g., Antiochus—call Lametine, from
the city or river of Lametus (today the Amato), or Hipponiate
from the city of Hipponium (Monteleone) ?

The difficulty might be avoided by supposing that Thucydides
mistook one gulf for the other; but who would dare employ such a
remedy, and accuse this learned and diligent writer of error? In
the many and valuable data on the geography of Italy and Sicily
which he has given us it would be useless to search for the slightest
mistake. Morcover, there are no serious arguments which would
lead us to agree with those who deny the value of the statements of
Timaeus, according to whom Thucydides himself visited Italy.
The well-known description of Syracuse and its neighborhood is
alone an excellent argument in favor of this statement.?

Before deciding, then, that Thucydides was wrong, it is neces-
sary to seck some means for checking his data. I believe that this
is possible, and am convinced that Terina was neither to the west
nor the east of the point where the two Silae ranges? sink suddenly
and form the Lamatine and Scylacine Gulfs, but lay in a central
position, precisely at the point where today is situated the town of
Tiriolo, which, at a height of about 540 meters above the sea,
dominates the two gulfs, of which either might with justice be
termed Terinaean, and commands by its position the means of
communication with the surrounding territory.+

This theory is based on two series of facts. In the first place,
Tiriolo is a conspicuous archaeological center. The numerous
finds, from flints and stone axes to the artistic products of the best
Greek period, suffice to show that a flourishing Greek city once
occupied this site. The museum of Cantanzaro, which I visited
several years ago, may to a certain extent be called the museum of

t Tim. apud Marcell. Vit. Thuc. 40. 52. Timaeus was, however, in error in
asserting that Thucydides died in Italy (cf. Marcell. 7bid. 52).

2 Cf. Holm, Die Stadt Syrakus im Alterthum (ed. Lupus, Strassburg, 1887",
pp. 114 ff., who has worked out this theme better than anyone else.

3 See below, pp. 59, 63, for the phrase “‘the two Silae.”

4 Calabrian writers agree that Tiriolo was an ancient city (cf. Grimaldi, op.
cit., pp. 79 fi.), and have evolved strange theories in this connection. That it
occupies the site of Terina has hitherto escaped notice.
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Terina. Even a hasty examination of this scientific institute will
convince anyone of the truth of this assertion.* At Tiriolo was
found the famous senatus consultum de Bacchanalibus, but it is
not possible, as will be shown, that the ancient town was the ager
Teuranus mentioned in the inscription. A poor vicus could not
leave so many and valuable remains, and Terina is the only name
that can be given to the city which once flourished there and which
is attested by numerous monuments, since no other is mentioned
as having existed in that region.

On the other hand, I hold that Terina played an important part
in the military history of antiquity. It was founded by the inhabi-
tants of Croton for the same reason that they either founded or
seized both Scylacium and Caulonia on the Ionian Sea.? Although
on a few occasions Croton had been the avowed ally of Sybaris3
she was in general her rival, as also that of Locri. These two cities
possessed maritime colonies on the Tyrrhenian coast, and pressed
upon the territory of Croton from either side. To compete suc-
cessfully with Sybaris, who was mistress of the valley of the Crathis
and also of a portion of the Tyrrhenian coast, where she had
the colonies of Posidonia, Laos, and Scidrus, it was necessary to
fortify the entire neck of land between the Hipponiate and
Scylacine Gulfs. The possession of this made it possible for
Croton to carry on commerce by portages through the valleys of
the Corace and Fiumedi S. Biase, just as the Sybarites and
Locrians crossed the peninsula to reach their colonies of Mesma
and Hipponium.+ :

1 It would be worth while for someone, preferably one thoroughly acquainted
with the region, to catalogue the finds made at Tiriolo.

2 That Terino was a colony of Croton is expressly stated by Pseud.-Scymn.,
vss. 306 fI.; Plin. N. H. iii. 5. 72; Solin. ii. 10; Phleg. Trall,, fr. 18, ed. Keller;
and obscurely by Lycophron, vss. 1008 ff.; cf. Sck. Vet. ad loc. For Caulonia see
Pseud.-Scymn., vs. 319; Solin,, loc. ¢it., Steph. Byz., s.v. AdAdv. For Scylacium
or Squillace see Strab. vi, p. 261 C.

3 Cf. the staters of Croton on which also the name of Z¢(Bapts) is found (Head,
o0p. cit., p. 80).

4 For Laos and Scidrus see Herodot. vi. 21; cf. Strab. vi, p. 253 C. For Hip-
ponium and Mesma see Thuc. v. 5. 3; Pseud.-Scymn., vs. 308; cf. Strab. vi,
p- 256 C.
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To succeed in their purpose, the inhabitants of Croton seized
upon Caulonia on the Tonian Sea and assured themselves of full
liberty of action toward Locri. On the Tyrrhenian side they
either seized or allied themselves with Temesa at the mouth of the
Savuto, which was both politically and commercially a point of
defense against Sybaris and Locri.* In order to secure means of
communication between the two gulfs, it was necessary to possess
the key to the intervening neck of land; and this was found at its
highest point, where the northern Sila range sinks rapidly to Tiri-
olo. This position not only commanded the two gulfs, but was a
useful point of offense and defense against the valley of the Crathis,
where was situated Pandosia, the Oenotrian capital which soon
became the ally of Croton.?

The above-mentioned circumstances, and also the fact that
on the Tyrrhenian side Croton exercised control at least over
Temesa, show clearly that she had no need of founding Terina in
the immediate neighborhood of that city. Moreover, Terina is
mentioned as a place of great strategic importance even in connec-
tion with later events. For this reason the Thurians, the succes-
sors of the Sybarites, moved against her under Cleandridas;? and
when the Brettians, the earliest inhabitants of Bruttium, rebelled
against the Lucanians and founded an autonomous government
(about 356 B. c.), they attacked Terina first of all; and then moved
against Hipponium, Thurii, and the other Italiot cities.4

1 The alliance between Temesa and Croton in the fifth century is known to all
numismatists (cf. Head, op. cit.,, pp. 80, 96). Garrucci alone (Le monete dell’
Italia antica, 11, pp. 147 ff., Plate CIX, no. 6) wrongly opposes the identification
of Temesa with the city designated by the letters TE, which he believes to refer to
Terina. His statement is confuted by the coin which he himself publishes (Plate

CXVI, no. 27), bearing the objects common to the coins of Croton and Temesa
(helmet, greaves, and tripod), and the legend TEM.

2 That relations existed between Croton, Temesa, and Pandosia in the fifth
century is known only from coins (cf. Head, op. cit., pp. 80, go). We shall later
discuss this matter in full detail.

3 Polyaen. ii. 10. 1; Antioch. apud Strab. vi, p. 264 C.; Diod. xiii. 106. 10.

4 Diod. xvi. 15. 2: xal wpdrov uév Teptvav wéhww ékwolwopxicarres, Sufpracav,
érata 'Imrdvior kal Oovplovs kal wolkas &N\as xepwoduevor kowny wokitelay
ovvéfevro.
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This last statement is inexplicable if Terina is placed ncar the
sea, but is easily understood if we admit that the Brettians besieged
Tiriolo, which was the necessary key for those desiring free passage
both toward Thurii, through the valley of the Crathis, and toward
Hipponium. It was on account of this position that Alexander
the Molossian captured Terina when he moved against the Bret-
tians.® And finally, by holding that Terina was at Tiriolo, we
understand why Hannibal, when compelled to leave Italy and
return home, “destroyed Terina which he was not able to guard,”
as Strabo says,? thus treating it in the same way as he did the
soldiers and horses he could not take with him. These last, we
know, he put to death before he sailed.3

Terina, therefore, is mentioned in connection with nearly all
the military events which occurred in Magna Graecia between the
fourth and second centuries B. c., and presents itself as an impor-
tant strategic point.4 It requiresno great amount of military learn-
ing to recognize that it must have been situated in some strong
position, and not in the level valley of the Lamato near the S.
Biase River. Had it been located here, it would have been difh-
cult to understand why it should have occurred to Hannibal to
destroy a place which was not worth guarding, and which had
none of the strategic advantages which Terina certainly possessed.*

These results seem to me fairly certain, although they flatly
contradict the preceding statements. This discrepancy becomes
still more evident from what follows. At Tiriolo in 1640 was
found the text of the celebrated senatus consultum de Bacchanalibus
of 186 B. c., in which it is said that it was promulgated “in agro

t Liv. viii. 24. The words ac Terinam in the texts were proposed by Sigonio
in place of the acrentinam of the codices.

2 Strab. vi, p. 256 C.: Tepiva fv AvviBas kabether o duvduevos puhdrTer Sre 8%
els alr)v kaTamwepelyer THy Bpertlav (therefore between 207 and 203 B. c.).

3 App. B. Hann. 60; cf. Liv. xxx. 20.

4 Cf. also Liv. xxv. 1, for the year 213 B. C.

s It was because there was no city and no position on the Gulf of Hipponium
that had a situation of a strategic character, that the Romans, when they sent a
military colony to Croton, sent another to Temesa (cf. Liv. xxxiv. 45, for the year
104 B. C.).
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Teurano.”* Strabo says that vmrép 8¢ T@v @ovpiwy was the Tavpiarvy
x@pa.? It seems to me certain, other writers, including Mommsen,
to the contrary, that this ager Teuranus is identical with Tiriolo.
We need not be surprised that the Greek Tépewa or Tepiva was
transformed into the noun from which the adjective Teuranus is
derived. It is probable that the Greeks who occupied the place
modified the indigenous name, sounding like T'auros (which reap-
pears in the form Tavpiavy) xopa, and presents itself again farther
on in Bruttium,3 and produced the new form Tépewa, which is
equivalent to the Latin fener.* But even were this incorrect, it
would not be surprising if the Lucanians or the Bruttians had
modified the Greek form to make of it an ager Teuranus. Was
it not the Lucanians who coined the uncouth Paestum from
Posidonia ?

Thus it is not strange that the senatus consulium mentions a
vicus, and not a city, at Tiriolo in 186 B.c. This circumstance
agrees perfectly with the passage from Strabo previously quoted,
to the effect that Terina had been destroyed by Hannibal about
twenty years before the promulgation of this document. More-
over, the decree was intended to suppress a religious institution
which could have flourished only in a place having a dense and
civilized, and even corrupt, population. From this it is evident
that at Tiriolo, which at that time was merely a vicus, there had
formerly flourished an important city.

I am struck, however, by the fact that Strabo himself, who

1 CIL, X. 104. 2 Strab. vi, p. 254 C.

3 Cf. Plin. N. H. iii. 73: “Metaurus amnis Taurentum oppidum;” Pomp.
Mel. ii. 68: “Taurianum et Metaurum;” or the Tapiards gxémedos of Ptol. iii.
1. 9, which Calabrian writers wrongly confound with Terina. Mommsen (CIL,
X, 104) rightly distinguishes these places from the ager Teuranus, but without
reason asserts that either the Tavpiary) xdpa of Strabo was not the same as this, or
else the Greek geographer indicated such a place “perperam omnino.” Strabo
always describes the interior of a country with less accuracy and under general
headings only. His words leave no doubt in my mind that he intended to record
the ager Teuranus or Tiriolo.

4 The form Tépetva of Pseudo-Scymnus is not an error. It is confirmed by

several coins; cf. Imhoof-Blumer, “Zur Miinzkunde Grossgriechenlands, Sicilien,
etc.,” Numis. Zeitschr. (Vienna), X (1878), pp. 25 f.
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speaks of a Tavpiavy ydpa, also mentions® a Terina ovvexss to
Temesa. There is evidently a reference to two different places.
To harmonize these contradictory results we are led to inquire
whether there were not possibly two cities bearing the name of
Terina. My own opinion is that there was originally but one
Terina, on the summit of Mount Tiriolo, and that this had as an
offshoot a second Terina, situated near S. Eufemia on the Tyr-
rhenian coast. I hope to show at least the probability of this theory.

We have seen that Croton was absolute mistress of the Scylacine
Gulf. In like manner she could also be considered mistress of the
Gulf of Hipponium through her alliance with Temesa. Temesa,
however, was too far distant from the gulf proper to enable her to
derive much commercial advantage from the large and fertile
valley of the Lamato. On the other hand, it is evident that, if
Terina on the mountain was to flourish, she would have to seek
an outlet by sea. This she could not find on the Scylacine Gulf,
for there was Scylacium, the ancient Ionian city, which had also
been obliged to recognize the supremacy or dominion of Croton.
Her natural outlet, and one which would especially attract the
Terinaeans on account of the greater fertility of the soil, was
through the opposite valley, which was the largest in Bruttium
next to that of Locrian Mesma.

On the Tyrrhenian coast, near S. Eufemia, there was thus
bound to arise a Terinaecan emporium, just as on the neighboring
coast arose the emporium of Hipponium, and just as on the shores
of Sicily arose the emporia of Agrigentum, Eryx, and Segesta.
And in the same way that these last-named cities maintained the
names of their respective metropoles,® so, it seems to me, the
emporium of S. Eufemia must have kept the name of Terina, and
may well have become of greater importance than its parent-city.
This is what happened to Eryx or S. Giuliano, which both in ancient
and in modern times became deserted as soon as times of peace
favored the commerce of Trapani.

1 Loc. cit.

3 For the éwlvewov of Agrigentum and the éumbpior of Segesta, see Strab. vi,
p- 272 C. For the éumbpior of Eryx, see Diod. xxiv. 11.
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Just what causes developed and made prosperous the city
which we shall henceforth call the maritime Terina, at the expense
of the Terina of the mountains, it is not easy to determine, since the
material for building up the history of Magna Graccia, always
scanty, is especially so for the period between the destruction of
Sybaris and the time of the Dionysii. A little light is thrown on
the subject by combining the slight literary evidence with the data
derived from coins.

The coins of Terina from the beginning of the fifth century bear
witness to the prosperity of this colony of Croton, while the legend
NIKA attests the triumph of the political policy of Terina and
Croton together.* The coins from the middle of the same century
also tend to show that Terina as well as the Siceliot citics com-
memorated the fall of the tyrants.? Finally, those from the fourth
century prove that, together with Regium, Mesma, and Locri, she
participated in the political events of the period.

We know that Dionysius I succeeded in subjugating all of -
the Greek cities on the flanks of the southern Sila (i. e., Regium,
Caulonia, and Scylacium, colonies of Croton, and Hipponium), and
that he favored his ally Locri by practically giving her the territory
of the conquered cities, with the exception of Regium. Later
Croton herself was captured by the great tyrant. We have no
record cf the fate which befell Terina in this period, but certainly
she must have suffered the same lot as her sister cities and her own
metropolis.  On the thirds of the Terinacan staters of the time of

r Head, op. cit., p. 96; e. g., Fig. 64. I do not hesitate to attribute the legend
NIKA to joint victories of Terina and Croton. I shall treat elsewhere of these
victories, and of the juridical relations existing between the autonomous city, which
struck its own coins, and the metropolis. Here I merely wish to note that from the
coin of Terina of the middle of the fifth century, on which is seen a fountain and
the legend AT H (Garrucci, 0p. cit., p. 169, Plate CXVII, no. g), it might be inferred
that Terina at that time was near the sea, since the fountain seems to be the source
of the Bagni S. Eufemia, the Aquae Ange of the Itineraries. This identification,
however, is anything but certain; and if it were, what would it prove? On the
coins of Eryx is sometimes seen the crab, the symbol of the port, placed at the foot

of the mountain, and Terina may possibly in a similar manner have recorded a
monument which she possessed in her emporium.

2 Imhoof-Blumer, Monnaies grecques (Amsterdam, 1882), p. 11, n. 44.
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Dionysius Iis frequently seen the Sicilian triskele.* This confirms
our belief that Terina also recognized the supremacy of Syracuse.

It remains to discover at what period the city situated on the
summit of the mountain lost her power, and there is one circum-
stance to be noted which seems to refer to this. When, after 389,
Dionysius had conquered the Italiots at the Helorus, and subju-
gated Hipponium, Caulonia, and Scylacium, he decided to con-
struct a wall on the isthmus between the Gulfs of Scylacium and
Hipponium, in order to defend his new acquisitions against the
Lucanians, the very invaders in common with whom he had made
war upon the Italiots a short time before. We know from Strabo,
who has preserved this statement, that he was compelled to desist
from this undertaking by those who lived beyond the isthmus.?

Who were those who prevented Dionysius from carrying out
his undertaking ? Strabo himself tells us this when he asserts that
the idea of the wall came to Dionysius while he was making war on
the Lucanians, and it is evident that they are the ones who are
meant. Certainly it could not have been the inhabitants of Croton,
recently humiliated by the defeat at the Helorus, and weakened by
the loss of their colonies of Sylacium and Caulonia. They were
themselves threatened with the loss of their autonomy and liberty,
and had neither the heart nor the strength to oppose the tyrant.
Thus the Lucanians themselves must have seized the mountain
Terina between 389 and 379 B. ¢.3 and in this way have prevented
the construction of the wall, which would have stood in the way of
their plans for future invasion and conquest. It is also probable
that at that time the inhabitants of the mountain Terina took
refuge in their emporium by the sea, which itself then became an
autonomous city and commenced to coin its own money.*

t Head, op. cit., p. 98.

2 Strab. vi, p. 261 C.: &AN’ ékdAvoar ol ékrds éweNbbvres; cf. Plin. N. H.
iii. 10. 93.

3 Croton was not taken by Dionysius till about 379 B. C.; cf. Unger, Sitzungs-
berichte of the Academy of Munich, 1876, pp. 569 fi. The attempt to build the
wall across the isthmus therefore falls between 389 or 388, when Caulonia and

Hipponium were captured (Diod. xiv. 106 ff.), and 379 B. C.

4 The periplus of Pseud.-Scyl., p. 12 (composed, as we know, about the middle
of the fourth century), ignores the Brettians and places Terina in Lucania.
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This conclusion is confirmed by an examination of the Teri-
nacan staters of the Corinthian type and weight, which have cor-
rectly been compared with the similar staters of the same period
from Locri and Regium, which, according to the generally accepted
opinion, were struck when the Corinthian Timoleon freed Syracuse
from the tyrants.® These staters show that during the rule of the
two Dionysii Terina endured the same fate as did the other vassal
cities of Bruttium, such as Hipponium, Caulonia, Regium, Mesma,
and Locri. She was perhaps nominally added to the territory of
Locri, on a par with Caulonia and Hipponium.? It seems evident
to me that these staters were struck at maritime, and not at moun-
tain, Terina. Toward the middle of the fourth century (c. 356
B. C.) this latter city was seized from the Brettians by the Luca-
nians. The Brettians were descendants of the earliest inhabitants
of the country, and still possessed Terina, although for short periods
it had been taken from them by Alexander the Molossian, and
by Hannibal.

That the emporium of the Terinaeans had become of even more
importance than their mountain city, even before the destruction of
the latter by Hannibal, is shown by the fact that Lycophron (about
the middle of the third century B. c.) placed Terina on the Tyr-
rhenian coast. The increase of power of the maritime city may
possibly date from the time when Alexander the Molossian con-
quered the mountain metropolis (between about 335 and 331 B. c.),
for Pseudo-Scymnus, possibly following Ephorus, calls Terina

t See Head, 0p. cit., p. 86. Imhoof-Blumer (“Miinzen Akarnaniens,” Num.
Zeitschr., Vienna, X [1878], pp. 6 ff.) notes that Bruttium is one of the six regions
in which coins of the Corinthian type appear. The cities represented are Locri,
Mesma, Regium, and Terina. The numerous points of resemblance between the
coins of Locri, Hipponium, and Terina are well known. It will suffice to recall
the fourth-century coins of Hipponium and Terina with the name and image of the
goddess Pandina.

2 Cf. Diod. xiv. 106 ff. Mesma is not named among the cities conquered by
Dionysius, but Diodorus states that he stationed 4,000 Mesmaeans at Messana,
when he founded there a military colony (Diod. xiv. 78, for the year 396 B.cC).
This shows, as other writers have already noted (cf. Marincola-Pistoia, Opuscoli,
p- 2135), that Mesma had fallen into the hands of the tyrant, who, in like manner
transported to Sicily the inhabitants of Caulonia and Hipponium.
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mapafararria.® With this in mind it becomes even more probable
that at the time of Timoleon and Dionysius II, rather than at that of
Dionysius I, and subsequent to the Lucanian invasian, the empo-
rium of the Terinaecans developed into an important city at the
expense of the metropolis, which, although it continued to exist,
gradually lost the character of a city and assumed that of a single
fortress. Finally, through Hannibal, it lost even this distinction,
and became a simple village, the ager Teuranus of the senatus
consultum.?

If the theories which we have set forth in the foregoing are
true, or at least worthy of being taken into consideration, in the very
word “Tiriolo,” which seems derived from the complete form
“Tereniolum,” we find a phonetic proof of the decay and loss of
power which befell the once flourishing Italiot city.3

1 It is true that Pseud.-Scymn. (see 305 ff.) also uses the term wapafaharria of
Hipponium, which was situated somewhat less than ten kilometers from the sea, and
that geographers describe such cities as Eryx and Agrigentum, which are really
several kilometers inland, as being situated on the coast. On the same principle
the Terina which was situated at Tiriolo might perhaps also be said to be on the
coast, since it dominated both gulfs. It should be remembered, however, that

Terina is about twenty-five kilometers from the sea in a straight line. It is also
possible that Pseudo-Scymnus may here follow Timaeus instead of Ephorus.

2 We do not know whether the Terinaean Elysius came from the mountain or
from the maritime city. He is mentioned by a fourth-century writer, Crantor of
Soli, who is the source of Cic. Tusc. i. 115, and of Plut. Ad Apol. 14. We may
possibly see a citizen of the maritime Terina in that Philip who was put to shame
at Olympia by Demosthenes (cf. Pseud.-Plut. Vit. Dem. 23).

3 The words of Apollonides of Nicaea (apud Steph. Byz., s. v. Tépwa=
Miiller, F. H. G., IV, p. 310), ékakelro 8¢ kal ueyd\n ‘EXNds, would seem to allude
to the great importance of Terina in antiquity; but there is some doubt about the
correctness of the passage. Much more important in this connection are the numer-
ous archaeological finds from the neighborhood of Terina. For these see Notizie
degli Scavi, 1881, p. 172; 1882, p. 390; 1883, p. 137; 1898, p. 274.

F16. 4—Coin of the
Alliance between Sybaris
and Posidonia.
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THE ORIGIN OF SIRIS

Siris, on the coast of Chonia in Magna Graecia, was held to have
been founded first by the Trojans and later by the Ionians of
Colophon. The Achaecan founders of Metapontum, Sybaris, and
Croton are said to have besieged and captured it, and to have
slaughtered its inhabitants at the foot of the altar of Athena Polias.*
It is further stated that the Athenians, who even in the West repre-
sented the rights and traditions of the Ionians, wished to refound
the city and seize its rich territory. When, therefore, according to
Herodotus, on the eve of the battle of Salamis the Spartan Eury-
biades refused to follow the counsels of Themistocles, he threat-
ened to go with his fellow-citizens to the Siritis in Italy, which,
according to an oracle, was to be repopulated by Athenians.? The
Siritis became an object of contention among the colonists who
under the auspices of Athens had founded Thurii, the successor of
Sybaris, and on that account Siris did not rise from its ruins with
its ancient name, but when, in 433 B. ., the Tarentines had brought
about an agreement concerning the possession of the Siritis, the
inhabitants of Siris were transferred a short distance to Heraclea.
Both contending parties were granted the right of inhabiting the
Siritis, and Heraclea, which had been founded under the auspices
of Tarentum, was considered as its metropolis.?

It is not my intention here to discuss the passages which relate
to the Siritis and to Heraclea in the following period, but rather to

* Tim. et Arist. apud Athen. xii, p. 523 d; Strab. vi, p. 246 C.; cf. Lycophr.,
vs. 989, and Sch. Vet. ad loc.; Pseud.-Arist. De mir. ausc. 106, p. 840 Bk.; Iust. *
xx. 24; Steph. Byz., s. v. IloXeww; cf. Etym. magn., s. v. Also see my Storia
della Sicilia, etc., I, p. 2235, and E. Ciaceri in his noteworthy comment on the
Alexandra of Lycophron (Catania, 1901, pp. 281 ff.). The opposite opinion has
been set forth by Beloch (Hermes, XXIX [1904], pp. 604 ff.).

2 Herodot. viii. 62: dvaXaBbvres Tobs olkéras xomedueda és ipww Ty év ' Irallq,
fiwep Huerépn Té érti ék wakaiol Ere, kal T7& Noyia Néyer v’ Huéwy abriv del kTiobivac.

3 Diod. xii. 36. 3.
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examine in some detail those which refer to the origin of Siris
—a city whose*beauty, according to a fragment preserved by
Athenaeus, was compared by Archilochus of Paros with the less-
pleasing charms of the island of Thasos.* Archilochus is said to
have been a contemporary of the Lydian Gyges.” If, however, as
ancient writers affirm, it is true that Siris was founded by Ionians
who were fleeing from the domination of the Lydians, it follows
that, if the Jonian Archilochus of Paros did not participate directly
in the colonization of Ionian Siris, as it is said the poet Eumelus
did in that of Syracuse, and Herodotus in that of Thurii, he at
least had occasion to see the Italiot city at its very beginning.

It is this question of Ionic origin which has recently become an
object of dispute among students. It is asked how Siris could have
been an Ionic city, when its coins from the middle of the fifth
century bear inscriptions in the Achaean alphabet; and how
Tonians from Ionia could have come to Italy, although, with the
exception of the Phocaeans, during the following century no other
people from that region founded colonies in the West. The Colo-
phonians inhabited a Mediterranean city, and it is even doubtful
whether they ever took part in such colonization. Everything,
therefore, would lead us to believe that Siris also was of Achaean
origin. When we read in Herodotus that Themistocles threatened
to go to the Siritis as to a land which from early times had belonged
to the Athenians, this is explained, we are told, by the fact that
Herodotus wrote at the time when Thurii and Tarentum contended
for the Siritis. A drama of Euripides, MeXavimmn Aeopdris, is
said to have been the occasion for the final localizing of the myth
of Metapontus, husband of Siris, who founded the city of Meta-
pontum in Italy and gave rise to the legend that Siris was of

t Archil. apud Athen. xii, p. 23 d; fr. 21 in Bergk, P. L. G., 114, p. 380. A
Siris which existed in Paeonia is mentioned by Herodotus (viii. 115; cf. v. 15) in
connection with the military operations of the Persians, The explicit statement by
Athenaeus that the Siris mentioned by the poet was the one in Italy prevents us
from thinking that he was alluding to the Paeonian city of the same name, which
was nearer Thasos. I do not understand why the visit of Archilochus to Siris is
not mentioned by modern writers on Greek literature, such as Christ, Geschichte d.
griech. Litt., 3d ed., p. 135, and Croiset, Hist. de la litt. grecque, 112, p. 179.

2 Archil, fr. 25; cf. Herodot. i. 12.
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Metapontine origin. We are told, in addition, that the tomb of
Calchas, who is said to have been buried at Colophon, cannot be
cited as evidence of the tradition that Siris was founded by the
Colophonians, because the myth was due merely to the confusion
of the Greek Calchas with the hero KaAyos, whose tomb was also
pointed out in Daunia.?

Such, in sum and substance, are the observations made by
Beloch a few years ago on the origin of Siris. The standing of
Beloch as a critic is undisputed, but in this case his statements do
not seem to be borne out by the passages in ancient literature, as
I hope to show in the following pages.

Little needs to be said concerning the pretended arrival of the
Trojans on the coast of the Siritis, where they are said to have
founded a city similar to Troy, which received the name of IToAdecov.
Certain modern archaeologists show a tendency to accept sueh
legends, and possibly they will some day be able through new dis-
coveries to substantiate the available literary and linguistie data
and to persuade those who oppose them. For the moment it will
suffice to recall that the tradition of the arrival of the Trojans in
Latium was preceded by others referring to their arrival, not only
on the coast of the Siritis, but also in the region where Achaean
Croton was founded. Still other versions stated that they came
to the Cyrenaica, where as early as the fifth century Pindar had
localized the same Antenor who according to later writers came to
the Veneti. It is likewise known that the Sicilian sources of
Thucydides spoke of fugitive Trojans who came to the extreme
western portion of the island inhabited by the Elymians. In
support of such arrival of the Trojans ancient writers even gave
monumental evidence. The historian Timaeus, who in this re-
spect also preceded our scientists and archaeologists, observed that
Trojan vases were preserved in the temple of the Penates at
Lavinium; and the same Timaeus, or another writer who was
either the direct or the indirect source of Strabo, derived confirma-
tion for the coming of the Trojans to the Siritis from the presence

1 Beloch (0p. cit.) accepts the observations of Stoll and Immisch in Roscher,
II, 1, col. 923.
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of a statue of Athena Polias, which was preserved even in historic
times, and which displayed Trojan characteristics. In speaking
of a miracle which was said to have been worked by this statue,
Strabo shows himself displeased by such reports,* and also dis-
plays irritation at having to record that in many other localitics,
such as Rome, Lavinium, Luceria in Daunia, and in the Siritis,
statues of Athena of ostensibly Trojan origin were shown.

Ancient writers who believed thoroughly in such accounts may
perhaps have accused Strabo of being hypercritical, but we of the
present day have no more difficulty in believing Strabo to be right
than we have in agreeing with those who are skeptical concerning
the many teeth of St. Apollonia, the numerous pieces of the true
Cross, and the portions of the garments of the Madonna, which in
many places are preserved as sacred relics. The conclusion is
obvious that the statue of Athena which was held to be of Trojan
origin in reality belonged to the oldest period of Greek art, together
with statues from the hands of such workmen as Daedalus, which
are mentioned by the Greeks as existing in their ancient colonies,
and even among the Veneti and other indigenous peoples of Italy.
The fact is that the present state of our knowledge forbids our criti-
cizing the stylistic and chronological judgment of the ancients, and
that the problem is impossible of solution.

Of more importance for our purpose is the fact that the earliest
inhabitants of the regions where later Greek Siris and Croton arose,
were the Chones, whose name recalls that of the Chaones of
Epirus. Both the Chaones and the Chones were in antiquity

1 The fact that the miracle to which Strabo, Lycophron, and Trogus Pompeius
allude, is said to have occurred, according to the first-mentioned writer, at the time
when the Tonians seized Siris, and, according to the others, when the Achaeans
slaughtered the Ionians, may be due as much to different narrations of the miracles
worked by the goddess as to the inexactness of the epitomizer of Strabo. These
chronological variations do not make it certain that the sources were divergent, for
in the last analysis the common source was possibly Timaeus. Moreover, the same
contempt with which Strabo refers to this fact is displayed by the opinion which
both he and his model Polybius held of Timaeus, whom Strabo especially avoids
consulting directly, and quotes as little as possible. The hypothesis of Chavannes
(De Palladii raptu [Berlin, 1891], referred to by Beloch, 0p. cit., p. 607, n. 1) con-

cerning the shape of the eyes of archaic statues which seem to have the eyes closed
deserves attention.
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judged to be Trojans, and in addition we find among both peoples
mention of the Pelasgians. But even though the Trojan question
is one which the majority of the best modern critics regard as the
result of late literary and political speculation, the mention of the
Pelasgians takes us back to real historical beginnings. Nothing is
more certain than the presence of the early Pelasgians in Epirus,
the region where the Chaones were the earliest and most powerful
inhabitants; and there is, on the other hand, no reason for doubting
the statement that the indigenous slaves of the Italiots were termed
Pelasgians.* And just as the Chaones came from Epirus to Italy,
so too may have come the Pelasgians, who together with the Cha-
ones may have been the earliest emigrants from the coast of Epirus,
which was less than a day’s sail from the shores of the Sallentine
peninsula. It is with the arrival of these early emigrants that the
name of Chaonic Pandosia is connected. This was situated not
far from Heraclea, and near the place where the so-called Ionians
founded the city of Siris.

It now remains to decide whether the founders of Siris were
really Ionians, as is asserted by Aristotle and Timaeus, and whether
they came as exiles fleeing from the yoke of the Lydians. Before
attempting to give an adequate answer to this question, it is, how-
ever, necessary to consider briefly the source of the statements which
have hitherto been mentioned. There exist today two noteworthy
tendencies among students of antiquity: one, to believe everything
which Greek and Roman tradition relates concerning the periods
of Italian history for which we have no contemporary writings;
and the other, to deny faith in the few periods of Greek history for
which, even though we have no writings of contemporary his-
torians, we have at least the works of the poets who narrated real
events, and whose productions were either repeated or made use of
by later prose-writers.

The fact that the Colophonian origin of Sybaris is mentioned by
both Aristotle and Timacus cannot be dissociated from the fact
that Timaeus seized every occasion to attack his predecessors, and
that Aristotle was among those whom he bitterly refuted, as is

t Steph. Byz. s. v. Xlos.
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shown by the harsh manner in which he criticizes him in connection
with the origin of Epizephyrian or Italian Locri.* When, there-
fore, Timaeus agrees with Aristotle, it is not because he repeats the
latter’s opinions, but because he was following a common source
which he held to be authoritative.

In seeking out this common source, we find ourselves able to
present a hypothesis which even on close examination seems most
reasonable. We know that the Colophonian poet Xenophanes
narrated the history of his native land, and that in a poem of two
thousand lines he also set forth the events connected with the
foundation of Velia, in which he participated. Moreover, from a
fragment of his writings we learn that in one of his parodies, in
speaking of the invasion of the Persians,? he alluded to Velia. It
is, thercfore, most probable that in his verses and in the history of
his native land he would have alluded to the colonization of the
Colophonians in the Siritis. We have seen that the verses of the
Parian Archilochus made reference to the beauty of Siris, and it
seems reasonable to suppose that the Colophonian Mimnermus,
who related the arrival of Diomede among the Daunians, also
took occasion to localize at Siris the myth and the Colophonian
cult of Calchas.? Thus writers who were contemporary with the
foundation of Siris, and who were citizens of Ionian colonies, or
even of Colophon itself, alluded, if not with certainty, at least with
great probability, to the origin of Siris, and we understand how
Aristotle and Timacus, two of the greatest and most diligent
scholars of Greece, were able to draw upon authoritative works
for their accounts of the origin of this Italiot city. To depreciate
the value of their statements would without doubt overstep the
bounds of just criticism. It is clear that even though the critic
should not believe too readily in events which are not verified by
the direct or indirect authority of contemporary historians, he
should not, without sufficient reason, brand as spurious, or as the

t Tim. apud Polyb. xii. 5 ff.; and Athen. vi, pp. 264, 272. Cf. my Storia
della Sicilia, etc., 1, pp. 199 ff.

2 Diog. Laert. ix. 2. 20; Xenoph. apud Athen. ii, 54 e.

3 For Diomede and the Daunians see Mimn., fr. 22, in Bergk, P. L. G., 113,
p- 33- Cf. my Storia della Sicilia, etc., I, pp. 352, 574.
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“result of late literary speculation, accounts which rest on the state-
ments of authors who were contemporary with the events narrated,
or who learned of them from those who either participated in, or
were witnesses of, the deeds recorded.

Since there seems no reason for doubting the authority of the
statements referring to the arrival of the Ionians on the shores of
the Siritis, we may discuss with greater confidence the value of the
observations made by the critic who denies the importance of such
evidence. Itis known that the Ionians of Tonia spread by prefer-
ence along the shores of the Thracian Bosphorus, the Propontis,
and the Black Sea; but it does not follow from this that they
wholly refrained from voyaging westward. Aside from isolated
facts—e. g., the discovery of Tartessus attributed to the Samian
Coleius—such circumstances as the participation of the Samians,
about 530 B. C., in the colonization of Cale Acte in Sicily, and the
excellent commercial relations which existed between the Ionians
of Miletus and the Achaeans of Sybaris, show that the West had
also occupied their attention. Of still greater importance is the
fact that when Harpagus, the general of Cyrus, about 543 B. C.,
undertook the conquest of the Ionian cities, Bias of Pirenc advised
the Jonians to abandon the coast of Asia Minor entirely and to go to

- Sardinia—advice which Herodotus thought to be most prudent.*
In this case their love of their native land proved stronger than
that of independence. The Phocacans, however, who had already
entered into favorable commercial relations with the West, and
had founded Massilia (modern Marseilles) and Aleria (in Corsica),
decided, at least in part, to turn again toward those shores; and,
after a brief sojourn in Corsica, they betook themselves to the
[onian-Chalcidian Regium, and, with the aid of that city and of
Posidonia, founded Velia on the coast of Oenotria, near the
modern Cilento.?

Among those who founded Velia was a citizen of Colophon, the
poet Xenophanes, who established the famous Eleatic School.
This proves that other Grecks from Ionia were united with the
Phocaeans. Moreover, that Xenophanes was not the only Colo-

1 Herodot. i. 170. 2 Herodot. i. 163-70.
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phonian to join the Phocaeans is perhaps shown by the fact that
the river beside which Velia was located was given the same name
as that of a stream near Colophon, although it is of course possible
that the resemblance is only fortuitous.* Of more importance is
the fact that when confronted with the danger of Persian domina-
tion, Xenophanes and the Phocaeans acted in exactly the same
manner as, according to Aristotle and Timaeus, did the Colo-
phonians when threatened with an analogous peril at the time of
the Lydians. There seems no reason for doubting this latter state-
ment, especially since we learn from Herodotus and other author-
ities that although the inhabitants of Miletus and Smyrna succeeded
in repelling the forces of the Lydian Gyges, Colophon fell into his
hands.?

Another confirmation of the account of Aristotle and Timaeus
is apparently found in the fact that the Ionian-Parian Archilochus
visited the region of Siris. Archilochus, as we know, was a con-
temporary of Gyges, whom he praised on account of his riches.

It has been objected that the Colophonians inhabited an inland
city. This is true, but Notium, the port of Colophon, was distant
only about nine miles, and Beloch has evidently overlooked the
passage in Strabo which states that in the earliest times the Colo-
phonians had a powerful fleet at their disposal.? And since there-
appears no reason for doubting the Colophonian origin of the
inhabitants of Siris, it seems probable that the cult and tomb of
Calchas at Siris, which the source of Lycophron mentions, refer
also to such origin. I have elsewhere treated of the introduction
of this Colophonian myth into the Siritis,* and would merely note
here that the counter-arguments of Beloch are without value. Thus
he is wrong in thinking, with Stoll and Immisch, that the Calchas
of Daunia (the modern Capitanata) is the Daunian hero Calchus,

t The name “Hales” or “Halentus” (from which the form “Cilento” is
derived) may perhaps beindigenous. It is the name of a small stream near Fran-
cavilla, on the Adriatic coast, at a point not reached by the earliest Greek coloni-
zation.

2 Herodot. i. 14.

3Strab. xiv, p. 642 C: ékrioarro 8¢ wore xal vavruehy dfibhoyor dbwauiwy
Kologdwiot,

4 See my Storia della Sicilia, etc., I, p. 575; <f. Ciaceri, op. cit., p. 281.
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since, as will be seen later (chap. xv below), Calchus was connected
with the Daunians of Campania. Moreover, the myth of Calchas, the
conqueror of the Lucanians, which Pliny mentions,* has nothing to
do with the Siritis and with the better-known and larger Lucania,
since these Lucanians were the inhabitants of Daunia or Capi-
tanata, while the Lucanians or Leucanians were located in Luceria
or Leuceria.

Of even more importance than the myth of Calchas is the fact .
that at the time of Themistocles, about 480 B. c., the Athenians
considered the Siritis as belonging to them and to that Ionian
branch of which they had gradually come to regard themselves as
the propagators, representatives, and protectors. As Beloch says,
it is easy enough to avoid the consideration of any piece of evidence
by affirming that it did not arise till a much later period than the
one in question, but in such a case the burden of proof always rests
upon the one who denies the evidence. The fact that the Athe-
nians sent to Thurii a colony which was in name pan-Hellenic, but
in substance Attic, and that this from the very beginning struggled
with Tarentum for the possession of the Siritis which lay between
them, does not oppose, but rather favors, the assertion of Hero-
dotus that from 480 at least that region was considered the property
of the Tonian peoples, of which Athens was regarded as the metropo-
lis. Unless the Ionians had at some early period attempted to
seize at least some portion of the Italian coast on the side toward
the Tonian Sea, it would not have been possible for such pretensions
to be made.

The name of the Ionian Sea may naturally be left out of the
question, since etymologically it has nothing to do with the name
of the Ionians. Even early writers, such as Theopompus, con-
nected it with an Illyric Ion, and others brought it into relation
with a like-named individual of Italian origin.? The important
fact is that the Ionians were the first to visit the shores of southern
Ttaly for the purposes of commerce and colonization. Starting out

' Plin. N. H. iii. 104; cf. my Storia della Sicilia, etc., loc. cit., and my Storia
di Roma, 1, 2, p. 303.
2 Theopomp., fr. 140 M.
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from the harbors of Chalcis and Eretria in Euboea, they first estab-
lished themselves on Ischia and later at Cumae, which latter even
by Thucydides is considered the earliest of all the Greek colonies
in the West. It does not seem possible, however, that the Euboe-
ans, who had spread along the coast of Sicily and Campania, and
had founded Regium and Zancle, did not also possess some commer-
cial settlement on the shore of the Ionian Sea. Ancient writers
expressly state that Scylacium—the modern Squillace—on the
coast of Bruttium, was of Attic origin; and, even aside from such
pretensions, the form of the name is Ionic. It is by no means
improbable that, even before the colonization and possession of
Scylacium by Croton, Ionian navigators from Euboea had landed
both there and at other points on the same coast. There is like-
wise no reason for doubting the statement that the Euboeans also
occupied the coast of Epirus opposite Italy.

The colonization of the Achaean enemies of the Ionians, and
also that of the Locrians, Phocacans, and Tarentines, caused the
traces of the Euboean commercial settlements to disappear. This
is rendered all the more probable by the fact that, in the beginning
at least, the Euboeans seem to have aimed at the possession of
commercial landing-places, while other peoples, and especially the
Achaeans, sought to secure new and stable possessions, which they
made agriculturally prosperous before developing them commer-
cially. It often happened, however, that even the Achaeans were
obliged to occupy themselves actively with the interchange of their
produce with other regions, and with meeting the competition of
the Chalcidian cities commanding the Strait of Messina.

We are therefore not surprised at finding a colony of Colopho-
nians at Sitis, in a region later occupied by Achaeans; nor is there
anything strange in the statement that a colony of Rhodians
existed at Siris, when we remember that the inhabitants of Rhodes
and Cos, while on their way to Sicily, may easily have taken occa-
sion to land at some point on the shore of the Ionian Sea, just as,
for example, the Spartan Dorieus halted there when on his way
to Eryx, and at a later period also the Spartan Cleonymus.* It is

1 Strab. vi, p. 264 C. I have discussed the extension of Rhodian colonization
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easy to understand the statement concerning the arrival of the
Tonians, when we bear in mind that this occurred in the first half
of the seventh century—that is to say, shortly after the founding of
the Achaean colonies of Croton and Sybaris. Moreover, the
declaration that an Ionic colony existed at Siris is borne out by
the reference to the scarcity of Greek colonists on that coast, and
by the invitation which, according to Antiochus, was extended by
the Achaeans of Sybaris to the other colonists of their nationality
to occupy the region where Achaean Metapontum later arose.
The opinion that Siris was by origin an Ionic city was universally
held in antiquity, which explains why it was accepted by both
Lycophron and Trogus Pompeius. Indeed, the epitomizer of the
latter alludes clearly to the non-Achaean origin of Siris when he
says that it was attacked and besieged by Metapontum, Croton,
and Sybaris, these cities having formed an alliance and decided to
pellere ceteros Graecos Italia. With this statement harmonizes
another by the same author, to the effect that in this war the inhab-
itants of Siris were aided by the Locrians, who thus in their turn
drew upon themselves the wrath and attacks of Croton.

From the above, Siris does not seem to have been an Achaean
city, in which case it remains to explain why its earliest staters,
dating from the second half of the sixth century, bear the well-
known legends Z¢pivos and IIvEdes. The explanation which first
suggests itself is that given by the numismatist Head, who supposes
that the Achaean cities which attacked Siris forced it to enter into
their league.? This hypothesis, however, is open to one rather
serious objection. From the words of Herodotus mentioned above,
and attributed by him to Themistocles about the year 480 B. c., it
appears that Siris was to be founded anew by the Athenians, and
therefore must have been previously destroyed. In 576 or 572 B. C.
Damasus of Siris aspired to the hand of Agarista, daughter of
Cleisthenes of Sicyon,? and in 511 B. C. Sybaris was destroyed. It

in the West in my Storia della Sicilia, etc., I, pp. 569 ff. Here I wish merely to
note that the doubts expressed by modern writers are purely hypothetical and not
based on specific facts.

1 Antioch. apud Strab. vi, p. 264 C. 2 Head, Hist. num., p. 69.

3 Herodot. i. 127; cf. Busolt, Griech. Geschichte, 12, p. 666.
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therefore seems natural to suppose that the destruction of Siris
occurred some time between these two dates, since the downfall of
Sybaris must have occurred after the attack made on Siris by the
three Achaean cities, Metapontum, Sybaris, and Croton. On the
other hand, both the episode of the fifty inhabitants of Siris who
were barbarously put to death at the altar of Athena Polias, and
the fate which befell the same Siris a few decades after 511 B. C.,
make it clear that the envy and hatred existing between the various
Achaean cities was inextinguishable. The same fact appears from
the account of the uprisings which occurred successively in the
different Achaean cities against the aristocratic societies of the
Pythagoreans. , .

Two different conclusions may be derived from the above. It
may be held that between 572 and 511 Siris was conquered by the
Achaeans and transformed into one of their cities, and was later
destroyed; or else that the coins bearing Achaean characters
belonged to a city which used the alphabet of the neighboring
cities, but was of different race. The first hypothesis is not abso-
lutely impossible. After their victories over their foreign enemies
the Achaean cities were torn by internal wars with their neighbors.
After the war against Siris, Achaean Croton attacked Sybaris,
although it too was Achaean. As we learn from the text of Jus-
tinus, the Metapontines were the most directly interested in the
war with the neighboring Siris, and the material at our disposal
offers no real objection to the theory that they had first made Siris
their colony, and that this was later overthrown as a result of the
jealousy of the neighboring and powerful Achaean cities. Possibly
the silence of ancient writers regarding the history of the cities of
Magna Graecia is due to the fragmentary condition of our texts, in
which we find recorded only a small portion of the events which
really occurred; but, at any rate, this silence enjoins the greatest
caution in our criticism.

Instead, therefore, of indulging in hypotheses which are easy to
sustain and easy to oppose, we prefer to accept the second hypothe-
sis, and ask ourselves how it was possible that an Ionian city, such
as Siris seems to have been, should have made use of the Achaean
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alphabet on its coins. This phenomenon seems strange enough
when considered by itself, but is easily explained when approached
from an economic and political, as well as from an epigraphical
and numismatical, standpoint.

Siris was an Ionian city, but she was pressed as in a vise between
the Achaean cities of Metapontum and Sybaris. In her maritime
undertakings she had greater freedom of action, but in her commer-
cial transactions by land she found herself confronted by the
indigenous populations, and was compelled to carry on her com-
merce in that direction with the peoples of the peninsula which had
also entered into commercial relations with her neighboring cities.
Material and political interests must soon have prevailed over those
pertaining merely to race, and when, about 433 B. c., an end was
made to the war between Thurii and Tarentum for the possession
of the Siritis, it was agreed that those from both cities who so
desired might inhabit that region in common. Thus the Siritis
became more than ever a border district, instead of a powerful
center for independent and national organization. Moreover, it
seems very probable that the mixed racial character typical of the
Siritis in the fifth century existed also in the sixth and seventh
centuries. The account of Amyris of Siris, the father of Damasus
and renowned for his wisdom, who was sent to Delphi with an
embassy from Sybaris to inquire of Apollo the fate of that city,
shows that about 572 B. c., even before Siris and Sybaris had com-
menced to coin money, there existed the best of relations and prob-
ably a political alliance, between the Achacan and the Colophonian
city. Unless some such alliance had existed, Siris would never
have permitted one of the wisest of her citizens to inquire of the
protecting deity of colonies the fate of her neighbor and rival.”
Moreover, it is only by means of a strict alliance between these
two cities that we can explain the perfect resemblance in the types
of their coins bearing the figure of a bull looking backward. The
resemblance in this case is much greater than that existing between

1] combine the account of Athen. xii. §20 b with that of Herodot. vi. 127,

where it is related that Damasus of Siris, who aspired to the hand of Agarista, was
*Apbpios Tob dopoi Neyouévov wals.
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the coins of Sybaris and those of any other of the cities in the
Achacan League.

On the other hand, when we speak of the Achaean, Dorian, and
Tonian cities of Magna Graecia and Sicily, we must not think of
cities inhabited only by those belonging to the people in question,
with no mixture of outside clements. Indeed, the opposite is
really the case. Doric clements existed in such Chalcidian cole-
nies as Himera and Zancle-Messana, and even the Sybarites
received colonists coming from Troezen. Achaean Croton gave
shelter to the Samian Pythagoras, and Achaean colonists were
found at Chalcidian Cumae.” Moreover, this corresponds with
the statement concerning the mingling of races in such Ionian
colonies as those in the Cyrenaica. It is, indeed, easy to find
similar parallels in the history of colonization of any period.?

The existence of an Achaean element in Siris from the sixth
century may have favored the coining of money bearing letters
which were also Achaean; but it must be admitted that reasons of a
commercial nature may at the same time have contributed to this
fact. In the second half of the sixth century it is known that the
preponderance of the Achaean element, together with a political
and commercial understanding between the cities of that national-
ity, brought about the common system of weights and coinage
which tradition attributes to Pythagoras. Such was the importance
of this commercial league that even Tarentum, which was not
Achaean, but a rival of the Achaean cities, at the very beginning
of its coinage (which corresponds chronologically to that of the
cities to which it was hostile) accepted, if not the Achaean alphabet,
at least the unity of weight.

The desire to reach definite results from the language and
alphabets employed on ancient coins may easily lead to error. We
know, for example, that the Elymian cities of Sicily were not Greek,
and yet Greek legends appear even on the earliest coins of Elymian
Segesta. Certainly Rome was not a city of Greek origin, and yet
it was counted by the Greeks as a md s “EMAyprés and even in its
most ancient coinage we find its name written in the Greek alpha-

1 Cf. Paus. viii. 24. 5. 2 See my Storia della Sicilia, etc., I, p. 276.
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bet. The same thing is also true for the Samnites of Capua,
whose earliest coins display legends which are now Greek and now
Oscan.*

To give a list of all the Italian cities which made use of other
alphabets than would be expected from the nationality of their
inhabitants, would require a great deal of space. Before leaving
the subject, however, it should be noted that, if we follow the
tradition as given by Trogus Pompeius, and judge by the coins
bearing the inscriptions NQAAIOZ or NQAAIQN, we should say
that Nola was a Greek city, just as we should term Greek another
of the Campanian cities which has on its coins the letters YFTTANOZ
and YIIETEN; by other traditions, on the contrary, we are informed
that Nola was a city of the Ausonians, and the coins with the
Oscan legends YDINA or AVIIDY teach us that this latter city also
was not of Greek origin.? By way of comparison may also be
mentioned the example of Sicily, where one often finds coins of
Siculian and Campanian cities bearing Greek inscriptions. Still
more to the point is the case of Oenotrian Pandosia, near Croton.
The coinage of this city shows the existence of a political alliance
with Achaean Croton, and bears Greek inscriptions written in the
Achaean alphabet.

Force of circumstances, and political and commercial interests,
carried in antiquity, as always, greater weight than racial consid-
erations. Certainly no one would deny the well-confirmed reports
concerning the Rhodian origin of Agrigentum and of its founders
from Gela, just because in their earliest inscriptions these cities
display a preference for the alphabets prevailing in cities of Chal-
cidian origin. For like reasons of location and political relations,

t Kapwdvos and Campanus are derived from Capua. To suppose, as certain
critics do, that these coins refer to other Campanian cities is contrary to the teachings
of both grammar and history. It is possible, however, that such coins were either
made at Naples or were made by Greek artists from that city.

2 For the coin legends see A. Sambon, Les monnaies antiques de I'Italie (Paris,
1904), I, pp. 295 f., 315f. For Ausonian Nola see Steph. Byz. and Suid,, s. v.
Whether the statement is really derived from Hecataeus is another question. On
the other hand, for Nola as a Chalcidian colony see Tustin. xxii. 1. 13; Sil. Ital. xii.
v61. For the Daunian character of Hyria or Urina see chap. xvii, below.

3 Head, Hist. num., p. 81.
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one understands wh\y the Italian Lucanians, when brought into
close contact with the Sabine populations of the interior and with
the Greeks from the coast, at one time employed on their coins the
legend AOYKANOM, and at another the Greek AEYKANQN, while
the neighboring Brettians, although being of indigenous descent,
because they came into almost exclusive contact with the Greek
cities along the coast which they had conquered, used only coins
bearing the Greek legend BPETTIQN. )

According to Justinus, the Achaean cities of Metapontum,
Sybaris, and Croton assailed Siris because she was of different race.
It is, however, easy to see that the racial question was subordinate
to motives of a far different character. Itis true that racial reasons
exercised a certain influence in the Peloponnesian war and among
the colonists of Magna Graecia; but even Thucydides notes, in
connection with the participation of Greeks of various origin in
the struggle between the Athenians and Syracusans, that such
reasons were overshadowed by others of a very different nature.*
In like manner, the war of the Metapontines and of the other
Achaean cities against Siris was not brought about by hatred of
a city of different origin. The participation of Amyris of Siris in
an embassy of Sybarites finds a significant parallel in the fact that
the Ionian Pythagoras of Samos succeeded for nearly forty years
in morally ruling the city of Croton, and later that of Metapontum.
The Achaean cities were far from being closed to the influence of
other peoples, as is confirmed by the excellent relations which
existed between Sybaris and Miletus, commenting on which Hero-
dotus noted that there had never been two cities so closely united
by bonds of friendship.?

Even if, as the ancient staters of Siris seem to suggest, this Ionic
colony had been penetrated by an Achaean element, there is no
reason for thinking that the war against the Sybarites was occa-
sioned merely by reasons of nomen or race. The true reason for
the war, as is also brought out by Beloch, is shown by the staters

t Thuc. vii. §7. 1: 00 kard Slxnw, T¢ paN\Nov 098¢ rard Evyyéveiav uer’ dANfAwy
ordvTes GAN' bs éxdoTois T Evervylas B xaTd 70 Evugépor 9 dvdyxy Eoxer.

2 Herodot. vi. 21.
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of Siris, the reverse of which reveals the existence of a political
alliance between that city and the city of Pyxus.

Our present information does not enable us to decide whether
Pyxus, which later became the Buxentum of the Romans, was an
Achaean city, or whether it was founded by Siris; nor are we able
to determine whether it was the alliance with this city, as much as
that with Sybaris, which led Siris to make use of the Achaean alpha-
bet and monetary standard in the coins which are common to the
two cities. We know only that between the years 530and 510 B. C.,
which mark chronologically the limit of the period during which
such coins were struck, the two cities had entered into an alliance
which was very similar to those existing between Croton and Te-
mesa, and between Sybaris and Posidonia. To Lenormant more
than to any other writer belongs the credit for bringing out the
political importance of such monetary leagues between the Italiot
cities situated on the Ionian and Tyrrhenian coasts. From the
coins of these places, together with the information derived from
ancient writers, it is evident that there existed active commercial
rivalry either between the Ionian, Chalcidian, and Achaean cities,
or between the Chalcidian and Achaean cities alone. By means
of Regium and Zancle the Chalcidians could regulate as they
desired the passage of merchandise through the strait, and the only
course open to the colonies of other nationalities to secure an outlet
for their wares was to traverse the mountains of Bruttium and by
means of portages to seek the Tyrrhenian coast. In this way they
were enabled to derive profit from the extensive exchange of
merchandise which was carried on between Greece and the shores
of Campania, Latium, and Etruria, and which was later extended
to include Liguria and Iberia after its discovery by the Samians
and Phocaeans.

Locri, shut in as it was between Chalcidian Regium and Achaean
Croton,solved the problem by passing over the Sila and founding the
colonies of Medma and Hipponium. Croton scized Temesa, and |
the dispute for the possession of that city was the cause of the war
between Croton and Locri. Sybaris secured easy communication
with the Tyrrhenian side by means of her colonies of Laos and
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Scidrus. It was an advantage to have these factories as near as
possible to the shores of Campania, Latium, and Etruria, as thus
the necessary sea voyage was made much shorter, and the danger
of meeting hostile ships was proportionally diminished. Moreover,
the greater the advantage obtained by a city located near the
regions where trade was carried on, the greater was the commercial
loss to the rival situated at a greater distance from such regions. The
exceptional commercial prosperity of the Sybarites was in part due
to the ease with which they were enabled to transport their wares
by land. The colonies of Posidonia and Silarus, near the border
of Campania, account very well for the intimate and friendly rela-
tions which at the end of the sixth century existed between Sybaris
and the Etruscans, who at that time were masters of Campania,
and who controlled the valley through which flows the modern
Tusciano, which still records their name.* That Siris and Meta-
pontum must also have participated in this commerce which ren-
dered prosperous both Sybaris and the Chalcidian cities, requires
no demonstration. But, while the valleys to the west of Metapontum
merely led among the rough ridges of the Lucanian mountains, the
inhabitants of Siris were enabled to ascend the valley of the like-
named stream (today the Sinni) and, by passing throu<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>