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PREFACE.

T H E S Etwo volumesarethe beginning of awork

which, if | did not think of before | thought of
the History of the Norman Conquest, | certainly
thought of before the plan of that work had taken
any definite shape | bdieve my thoughts were
first drawn towards Sicily, nearly fifty years back,
by a Pindar lecture of the late Issac Williams.
That gave me and | suppoe others, some dim
notion of one side of the story of the great Mediter-
ranean idand. The other Sde was suggested to me
ome years later by Gaily Knight's Normans in
Sicily. The two ddes were put into their fitting
relation to one another by a few memorable words
of Grote (chap. xliii. vol. v. p. 277);

We are here introduced to the first known instance of that
sies of conteds between the Phoenidans and Gresks of Sicily,
which, like the struggles between the Saracens and the Normans
in the deventh and twelfth centuries after the Christian sara, were
degtined to determine whether the idand should-be a part of
Africa or a part of Europe—and which were only terminated,
after the lgpse of three centuries, by the absorption of both into
the vast bosom of Home"

Those words | wish to have looked on as the
text of all that | have snce thought and written
on Sicilian history. They go indeed to the root
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of the matter. They set forth the oecumenica
position of the central island of Europe. They
set forth its twofold share in that abiding strife
of West and East which Herodotus understood
so well. After reading them | do not think that
| at any time forgot Sicily or the oecumenical
aspect of Sicily; but the writing of the History of
the Norman Conquest of England brought Sicilian
history home to me from a new point of view.
| better learned the points both of analogy and
of direct connexion between Sicily and Britain,
the points of likeness and contrast between the
Norman kings in England and the Norman kings in
Sicily. | began to think of treating Sicilian history
specialy from this point of view. But | gradually
found, as | have set forth in the Introductory
Chapter, that the later parts of the story could not
be rightly treated apart from the earlier. | thus find
myself, by severa steps of a backward process, pro-
moted to be the historian of Sicily from its earliest
days down to a time, | trust, not earlier than the
death of the great Sicilian Emperor.

These volumes, as some may know, are not my
first attempts at dealing with Sicilian history and
topography. | have written a good deal on those
subjects in various periodical publications, with and
without my name, and two of the pieces so written
have been reprinted in my third series of Historical
Essays. | adso wrote the article " Sicily" in the
Encyclopaedia Britannicain its original shape, though
I know not how far | have a right to claim it as
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mine after the improvements which have been intro-
duced into it by a nameless reviser'. And | am
under a very long standing engagement to contri-
bute a short History of Sicily to the series called
the " Story of the Nations," on the express ground
that Sicily never was the home of any nation, but
rather the meeting-place of many. | need not say
that that small work, when it appears, will be quite
independent of this greater one, and will appeal to
another class of readers. In these lesser tasks |
have had forerunners, but | believe that | am
the first who has undertaken to deal with Sicilian

! For instance, among other things, | wrote, after my usua
fashion, Koryra and Kamarina Had | been told that it wes
wished that | should write Corcyra and Camaring, | would gladly
have done 0. But | was startled when, in the published volume,
the names appeared thus, " Korkyra (Corcyra)/' " Kamarina (Ca-
marina)." My censor seemingly thought that there were others
besides himself who would be puzzled at the difference of spelling.
But he improved facts as well as letters. In that article, as in
these volumes, | compared Britain and Sicily in many points; |
adso compared Greek settlement in Sicily and English settlement
in America. In this last view | spoke of the relation of the
thirteen original English colonies to "their mother-country in
Britain." In the published volume the words " mother-country
in Britain" were changed into " mother-country of Great Britain."
That is, | was made to sy that " Great Britain," undoubtedly the
mother-country of Georgia, founded after the Union of England
and Scotland, was dso the mother-country of the twelve colonies
of England founded before the Union. Meanwhile some real cor-
rections which | sent home from Sicily were taken no notice of,
and the dtatements which | wished to improve were left as they
were first written. All this makes one curious to know whether
the writings of chemists and metaphysicians are improved in the
like sort by the same hand.
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history as a whole on anything like the scade
of the present volumes. Particular parts have
been done, and well done; but no one that |
know of has attempted to treat the whole story
in full as a contribution to Universal History.
It is by this standard that | would ask that my
work may bejudged. Nowhere do we better learn
than in Sicily the folly of those arbitrary divisions
which have made the study of history vain and
meaningless. In Sicily at least there is no room
for an "Ancient" school and a "Modern.” It is
a poor knowledge of Gel6n that shuts out Roger, a
poor knowledge of Roger that shuts out Gelén. He
who would tell the mighty tale as a whole must
spend his days with both alike. Nowhere do we
better learn than on the soil which Gelon guarded
against the Phoenician and which Roger won back
from the Saracen that the strife in which each played
his part isindeed " eternal." The " eternal Eastern
question,” words uttered in sneering by one who
knew not what he said, may be taken as the truest
motto of Sicilian history through the two thousand
years of which | have taken on me to tell the tale.
Repeated visits to Sicily have made many of
the places of which | have to speak as familiar
to me as my own home or my own University.
The greater part of these volumes has been either
written or revised, often both, on or near the spots
of which | have had to speak. As things now
stand, the history of Syracuse is best studied and
best written in the island of Ortygia; it might
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be done better still, if it were possible, on the
height of Achradina. Elsewhere in Sicily, the tale
becomes more living when one can write down
the legend of K6kalos, the history of Ducetius,
on the evening of a day spent on the height of
Kamikos or on the shore of Kalé Akté. And a
short visit to Africa, with no companion but
Diod6ros, has enabled me to write my first sketch
of the most daring campaign of Agathoklés in
White Tunis itself.

In turning from the mediaeval history of our own
land to deal again, as | did in times past, with the
elder days of Greece, two things have struck me
before all others. The method of study, the method
of composition, is the same for both. In this there
iS no gap, no difference. But in another point the
work needed for the two subjects differswidely. In
writing the History of the Norman Conquest | be-
lieve | may truly say that | actually brought many
thingsto light. | was constantly lighting on facts,
often minute facts but still illustrative of the story,
which had never before found their place in any
modern narrative, which had never been made the
subject of inference by any modern writer. No one,
at least since Stow, had written the history of
Eadward the Confessor with the " Vita Adwardi"
before him. W ith such a subject as the present it
Is amost impossible to do the like in any part.
There are very few cornersinto which the industry of
German scholars has not peered. It is hard to find
an absolutely new fact, an absolutely new reference.
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| believe that | have here and there lighted on
things which had escaped the research of Adolf
Holm; but they cannot be very many. To his
book " Geschichte Siciliens im Alterthum" | owe
very deep obligations. In looking through a page
of references, | often find it hard to say to which
| have been guided by him and on which | have
lighted for myself. He has certainly guided me
into some out-of-the-way quarters into which |
should never have found my way alone. But, if
| have profited largely by Holm's researches, | have
always used them independently. | have often had
to differ from his conclusions; but | trust that |
have always differed from them with the respect
due to one from whom | have learned much. And
in matters of topography | owe a debt hardly
less great to the endless publications of Julius
Schubring.  They are scattered up and down count-
less German periodicals, some of which are hard to
get at. | do not know whether | have collected
everything that he has written. | have certainly
collected and used a great many. But it would have
been a real gain to Sicilian studies if Schubring's
scattered pieces had been long ago brought together
in one or more volumes.

Holm and Schubring are scholars of a high order.
In studying or writing Sicilian history, one has them
a ones elbow as naturally as ones Thucydides
and one's Diod6ros. But there is plenty of help
besdes.  From the most obscure Abhandlung or
Programm or Dissertation we are sure to learn
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something. There is sure to be some fact, some
reference, some way of putting something, which
one is glad to come across. The pity isthat there
iIs no way of marking outside on which page the
precious morsel is to be found. And no man can
undertake to find out every pamphlet and every
article. And, when one has found what is wanted, it
is sometimes forbidden to buy the number that one
wants, unless one chooses to buy a whole volume that
one does not want. Yet the Englishman is sure to
be found fault with if he misses the smallest scrap
of the whole " Litteratur" of any matter. In this
our High-Dutch friends are sometimes a little un-
reasonable. | at least feel that | have written a
good deal, even on matters of learning, which | do
not expect anybody to have heard of at Lemgo or
even at Gottingen. | think | may reasonably
assume that a German scholar knows something of
my History of the Norman Conquest. | do not
blame him if he has never come across what | have
written about King Ine in the Proceedings of the
Somerset Archaeological Society.

But if we learn much from beyond sea, we may
aso learn much in our own island. For the de-
mocracy of Syracuse, as well as for the democracy of
Athens, we have our own Grote to our master.
And, from renewed experience, | can say once more
that Thirlwall is not " superseded" even by him.
And | have hardly learned more from Holm and
Schubring than | have from those most careful
and instructive articles on Sicilian and Italian
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matters which were contributed by Sir Edward
Bunbury to the two Dictionaries of Geography and
Biography. In my immediate Sicilian range, if the
letters E. H. B. stand at the end of an article in those
Dictionaries, | know that | am on sure ground; when
there are any other letters, the work often proves
poor enough. | think I may truly say that, when-
ever one would wish to alter anything in an article
of Sir Edward Bunbury's, it is because something
fresh has been found out since it was written. It is
strange, yet perhaps it is not strange, that | have
never seen a single reference to this admirable scholar
in the pages of any German writer.

In all matters of plan and arrangement, as in all
matters of outward form, | have tried to make these
volumes conform to the method which | followed in
writing the Norman Conquest. Every man does
his work best by doing it in his own way, and this
is the way to which | have got used. And at this
point | can hardly help saying something, though I
have nothing to say beyond what | said twenty-
seven years ago, about the spelling of Greek names
in English. It is unavoidable that this question
should be looked at in different lights by different
eyes. For those with whom Greek history and Greek
literature simply mean the history and literature of
two or three pet centuries, for those with whom
those centuries are something to be shut off from
the profane contact of all other ages, something to be
marked off in its solitude by the mysterious brand of
" classical,” | do not doubt that it savestrouble, and
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itvery likely looks prettier, towrite all Greek names
Latin fashion. But thiswill not do for those with
whom the study of the Greek tongue is simply one
part, though surely the noblest part, of the general
study of language, for those with whom the history of
Greece is simply one part, though surely the most
instructive part, of the general history of the
world. It will not do for those with whom the
Greek tongue and the Greek nation are not things
which died at some date not exactly fixed, but
things which have never ceased to live, and which
are still living and acting in the world of our own
day. Those to whom things comein this light must
have a spelling, as they must have a pronunciation,
which will do for all ages of that tongue and that
nation. They cannot conform to the unintelligible
rule that Greek names down to a certain unfixed
point are to be written as if they were Latin, and
after that unfixed pointtobewritten asif they were
modern Italian. They cannot bring themselves to
call a certain Greek island at one stage Melos and
at another stage Milo, the later at the risk of
causing a famous statue of Aphrodite to be looked
on as the handiwork of awrestler of Krot6n whose
name will come in my story. They must give
exactly the same shape to the 'Odvo-aevs who came
to QpivaKir] and to the 'OSvarcrtvswhose bastion the
" classical" fanatics of Athens, in their strange eager-
ness to wipe out the history of their land, have so
cruelly swept away. Nor is it less important to
write Greek names so that they may be palpably
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seen to be Greek and not Latin. There is no reason
for writing them Latin-fashion rather than any
other fashion, except the superstition that things
Greek and things Latin have some special common
nature by virtue of which they ought to be kept
apart from all other things. But this superstition
is one of those against which all sound study of
language, all sound study of history, must for ever
strive.

It is perhaps needless to say again that this rule
does not apply to really English forms of Greek
names, as Philip, Athens, Corinth. | have some-
times been asked why | write y and not u for Greek
v; when it stands apart and is not coupled with
another letter. Some, it seems, would have me
write Kuana and Ibtekos. Thewhole story is rather
too long to be spoken of in a Preface; it is perhaps
enough to say that the Latinsinvented, and the older
English adopted, the letter y for the express purpose
of distinguishing the Greek sound of v from the
Latinand English sound of u. And among English
forms | have, perhaps weakly—the Germans are
bolder—reckoned a few where the Latin form is so
familiarthat it may pass for an English form. And,
as | write Greek names Greek-fashion, | write Sikel
names Latin-fashion, to point out what the real
tongue of the Sikels was.

There is a long list of additions and corrections
to the first volume. This cannot be helped
when new lights on minute points are constantly
pouring in at the last moment. Amid such a
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mass of extracts in different languages, | have
done what | could to secure accuracy of writing
and printing; but the task is hard. My eyes
are not so strong as they once were, and a
wrong letter or accent, if it does not altogether
change the look of the word, easily escapes notice,
even with glasses. In the little Hebrew that |
have had to bring in, | have tried hard to put
Resh and Daleth in their right places, but | would
not be sure that | have always succeeded. And,
as | am afraid that other errors may lurk in the
book which | have not found out for myself, | can
only say that |1 count no act more friendly than to
tell me of such, and to point out any kind of pos-
sible improvement, if only it isdonein the spirit of
afriend and not in that of an unprovoked enemy.
In these volumes | bring down the story to the
beginning of Athenian intervention in Sicily. Of
the rest of the book a great deal is already written.
| have done the greater part of the Athenian inva-
sion as it seemed to me on the spot with Thucy-
dides and Grote ever at hand, and with many
references to Holm and Schubring. But | have
still to revise my account by the help of such other
lights, old and new, as are to be had. In,the like
sort | have done the second Carthaginian invasion,
the greater part of the reign of Dionysios, parts of
the careers of Di6n, Timole6n, and Agathokl”s, a
good deal of the first Punic war, and most of
the war which ended in the taking of Syracuse by
Marcellus. Much of this hasbeen written in Sicily;
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much that was written elsewhere has been revised
there. Between Marcellus and Maniakés | have
barely touched one or two points; but the Imperial
Restoration of A.D. 1038, the rise of the House of
Hauteville, and the conquest of Sicily by Count
Roger, have all been written. But they all need
a further revision, in which | shall doubtless be
helped by a German and a French history of the
Norman times, both of which have been published
since mine was written. The Kings | have hardly
touched.

And now | have many friends to thank for much
help freely and kindly given in many ways. First
and far above all must come my son-in-law Arthur
John Evans, my companion in so large a part of my
Sicilian travels, my constant adviser, here and
there, both in his own specia departments of work
and in many others. Next to him | would put
Mr. W. W. Goodwin, Professor of Greek in Harvard
University. It was indeed a privilege to go over
Achradina and Epipolai, and to spell out the tale
of Thucydideswith him. And | was well pleased to
look at the Hexapyla and some other parts of the
Dionysian wall along with Mr. Strachan-Davidson
of Balliol College. Nor must | forget men of
Sicily itself, Professor Antonino Salinas at Palermo,
and the Cavaliere Saverio Cavallari at Syracuse,
quoted long ago by Grote, and who is still, | am
happy to say, hearty and active. And, besides
companions in Sicily, English and Sicilian, others
have given me much precious help in the way of
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suggestions and corrections, in the way of point-
ing out books, references, points of all kinds.
Such are Mr. D. B. Monro, Provost of Oriel Col-
lege, Mr. Robinson Ellis, Reader in Latin, the
Rev. C. W. Boase, Reader in Foreign History, the
Rev. A. H. Sayce, and the Rev. North Pinder.
And | have specially to thank the Rev. E. L. Hicks
for most kind help in his own special department of
inscriptions. And | owe much, chiefly with regard
to the Sicilian odes of Pindar, to Mr. J. B. Bury, of
Trinity College, Dublin, a scholar still young in
years, but who is clearly destined to do great things
for the Unity of History.

OXFORD:
November ijth, 1890.

VoL . b
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ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS

p. 2,1.9. So it used to be believed. See the articles Scilia and Sardinia
in the Dictionary of Geography. L ater measurements make Sicily the larger.
See Holm, i. 327. Nissen, Italische Landeskunde, i. 353. The difference is
of no historical importance.

p. 26,1. 9, for successors ™ read " succeses "

p. 56, note 2, for “i.6. 2" read“i.6.3"

p. 59,1. 13, for “ Cdava” read “ Calara”

p. 68, last line, for “along the south coast as far” read “along the east
coast as far as "

p. 69,1. I, for “ Akesimés" read “ Akesinés"

p. 69, 1. 4, for “which” read “ these "

p. 69, note 2. There seems a lurking reference to the derivation of Nebrodes
in Gratius, Cynegetica, 525 ;

“ Possent /Rness utinam se ferre per arces,
Qui ludus Siculis. quid turn, si turpia colla
Aut tenuis dorso curvatur spina? per illos
Cantatus Graiis Agragas, victegjue fragosum
Nebroden liquere ferae"

p. 70, note 3. In the Pervigilium Veneris (51) there is a reference to
Hybla in which it is coupled with Henng;

"Hybla, totos funde flores, quotquot annus attulit;
Hyblaflorum sumevestem, quantus Ennaecampusest. " p. 76,1. 5from bottom. Thereisapassagein
thought (Wernsdorf, Excursus vi) to refer to this phenomenon;
“ Estin Trinacria specus ingens rupe cavique

Introsum reditus; circum atree momia silvaee

Alta premunt, ruptique ambustis faucibus amnes,

Vulcano condicta domus, quam supter eunti

Stagna sedent venis oleoque madentia vivo."

But there is really nothing like this at Akragas, and others have more
reasonably changed the sceneto ZEtnap. 8o, 1. 1, for “ Aménanos” read“ Amenanos”

p. 80,1. 7. " Oréos” ishardly an allowable form. The name is not found
inany Greek writer. Sep. 255, note 1. Cf. p. 83.
pp, 82-83, note 2, dele“ The form dyew." The derivation is not



ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS. XXXi

that of Servius, but of Cluver himself. See more on thisriver at pp. 540, 541.
When Silius, xiv. 230, callsit
. Facilem superari gurgite parco
Pantagiam,"”
he must have meant before it got between the rocks.

p. 84,1. 1. | am told that there is really no documentary authority for
assigning the bridge to George; but the tradition, combined with the fact
that the river got the name Ammiraglio, ssems proof enough. Cf. p. 218.

p. 86, note 3. for “ Clypes” read “ Clypea"

p. 102, note 2, for KésAwmes wal Amorpuyéves rend ElxAwwas xal Amarpy-
yévas,

p. 106,1. 5. See on the identification with the peninsula of Mylai, p. 587.

p. 112, last two lines, dele “east" and "the volcanic Caogero their
chief"

p. 119, side-note, for “ Sikels" read " Sikans"

p. 140, note, for “ 140" read “ 146"

p. 144,1. 16, after “Saint Mark" read “perhaps, and not Apollonia, the
site on San Fratello,"

p. 144, last line, dele " perhaps, and not Apollonia, the site of San Fratello;
in either case it was”

p. 145,1. 4, dele“ Saint "

p. 152,1. 10, for " Of" read " Among "

p. 176, 1. 6 from bottom, and note 2. See p. 535.

p. 187, note 6. The Macedonian purification of the army by passing
through the two parts of aslain dog, is not to be found in Arrian, but comes
in Q.-Curtius, x. 9. 12.

p. 189, last line. Thisversion appears in the poem headed Pentadii Tumulus
Acidis,

"Acidis ha cernis montana cacumina busti,

Aquor et ex imis fluminis ire jugis.

Ista Cyclopei durant monumenta furoris;
Hic amor, hic dolor est, Candida nympha, tuus.

Sed bene, s periit, jacet hac sub mole sepultus,
Nomen et exultans unda perenne vehit.

Sic manet ille quidem neque mortuus esse feretur,
Vitaque per liquidas ceaula manat aguas.”

p. 190,1, 9. Itwill be seeninvol. ii. p. 266 that the story, or part of it, is
much older, and may be traced back to Bacchylidés, nephew of Siménidés.
But it would seem that in the earlier versions Gaatés only was mentioned.
One may guess that Keltos and Illyrios were added long after, when men had
begun to speculate about Galli and Celtee perhaps after |llyricum had be-
come part of the Gaelish province of Ceesa.  Onewould like to know whether
any form of the story had a place in the poem of Philoxenos, mentioned in
p. 191, note.

p. 210,1. 2, for “ had " read “ has"

p. 213, note 2. Seebelow, p. 420. The dwarf-palm is surely meant.

p. 227, note 2. | should not have left out the clear case of Ashtoreth-
worship on Akrokorinthositself. Seevol. ii. p. 532. Strabo, viii. 6. 20.
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p. 230,1. 17. | have snce said something more on this head in an article
in the Contemporary Review for September, 1890, headed “ Carthage.”

p. 263,1. 12 from bottom, for “ even" read “ever ”

p. 270, note. Seevoal. ii. p. 552.

p. 304, 1. 18, for “ he" read “ we"

p. 307,1.11, for “ Thesprotians and Molottians" read “ the Thesprotian and
the Molottian."

p. 316, note 1, for “ Strabo, v. 44" read “ Strabo, v. 4. 4"

p. 316, note 2, for “ Strabo, vi. 22" read “ Strabo, vi. 2. 2"

p. 326, note. Was he black, like Our Lady of Einsiedeln? There ssams to
have been a black Archagetas at the elder Megara. Paus. i. 42. 5; & utv 53
Moz xahovpevos kol & Ackarypdpos vois Alyvrrios pdiara tolkoe fodvars, v
B2 "Apxyréry Exovopddovarr Alyoyrikols Epyos borly Jpows, EBivov B wirre
opolws wewoinres, Benndorf, 36.

p. 327, note 2. So alo the Appendix to the first volume of the Parognio-
graphi, i. 72.

p. 329,1. 22. We know that Syracuse as it good in the Peloponnesian
War, was equal in dze to Athens (Thuc. vii. 28). The enlargements of
Dionysos must have made it much greater than Athens, unless we take in
Peiraieus. By the time that Hadrian enlarged Athens, Syracuse had begun
to shrink up again.

P. 335, 1 18, for “ settlements” read " settlement”

pp. 340-1. | fear that | have not in this paragraph described the relations
between Corinth and her colonies quite accurately. There is nothing to
change that directly concerns Sicilian history, as the contrast between Korkyra
and Syracuse holds good in any case  But the peculiar postion of Corinth
towards her colonies is interesting for the history of Greek colonization and of
colonization in general. A chief source of knowledge about them is the
seventh book of Nicolas of Damascus (C. Miiller, iii. 391), who is held to
represent Ephoros. | infer that Korkyra, after establishing its independ-
ence, was brought under Corinthian dominion under either Kypsdos or
Periandros, and won back its independence after the fall of their dynasty.
That dynasty was the great time of Corinthian colonization, and the colonies,
planted by tyrants, were naturally planted as dependencies, largely ruled by
under-tyrants of the ruling house. Epidamnos, | infer from the whole story,
was a plantation of Periandros in his character of lord both of Corinth and
Korkyra. Itsformal founder and part of its citizens came from Corinth; after
the renewed independence of Korkyra, it had naturally, from its position,
moretodowith Korkyrathanwith Corinth.

p. 350,1. 4, for “ balk ” read “ bulk "

P. 353, note 3. A vast number of sories, conjectures, and what not, will
be found in the scholiasts on Pindar, Nem. i. 1. Cf. also Polybios, xii. 4d.

p. 359, line 5 from bottom. All the singular forms of the name do seem to
be late (s p. 357, note 3); yet one would not be surprised if one lighted on
an early form to match the Homeric @48y, Musfry, and others.

p. 366, note 4, for dyroofrra read dyvootrrar

p. 380. The reference to note 3 should come in 1. 15 after the word
"Gelon."
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p. 414, note 1. A forthcoming paper by Mr. Arthur Evans, in the Numis-
matic Chronicle for 1891, pp. 9, 10, has some further matter about the coins of
Himera. The name has a remarkable number of initial letters, H in the older
spelling, | in the newer, as dso K (as mentionedin the note), B (a form of H),
and , arare form of F. The figure of the Chimaira which appears in con-
nexion with the K spelling is connected with the root i on (see p. 414, note 2),
as applied to the hot springs.  TheLykian Chimaira, it appears, was avolcano.

One can only guess at these things. | should expect to find that the name
of Himerahad in its origin nothing to do with Greek f#uepes or §uépa, nothing
todo with Semiticion, nothing to dowithaLykian Chimaira. The Greeks,
it is clear, played on the name; the Phoenicians may have done the same.
The chances are that the real name is Sikan, and those who have conquered
the Impossible may give us a Basque guess with more likelihood of success
than any of the others.

The point of real importance is that 'l uéps and fpépa came near enough in
sound for the words to be played upon.

p. 421,1. 5. The plant géawer, | am told by Mr. Vines and Mr. Clements
Markham, is really wild celery.

p. 422,1. 3. On these works of Empedoklés, ssevol.ii. p. 353.

p. 430, note; dele the last two lines. They are true of most of Pindar's
odes, but not of this particular one, which must be older than the enlargement
of Akragas. Seevol.ii.p. 269. Thewords sairiura Sparedsr moriav, applied
to Akragas before its enlargement, answer to the title La Magnifica, applied
to Girgenti, now it has again shrunk up within its oldest bounds.

p. 440, note. There is another mention of Eknomos as Akragantine in
Plutarch, Di6n, 26. ButitisGeloanin Diod. xix. 104.

p. 456,1. 13 from bottom, for “contemporory"” read "contemporary"

p. 457,1. 1. We get the mepipprra medla in Eurip. Phoan. 209, 210, and in
Plutarch, Dion, 24, we read of 4 sgegxhiovoa wgds iy dxpimwohiy Oddoasa,
where depdmoris means the Island.

p. 460,1. 5 from bottom. There are aso two referencesin Manilius. Iniv.
632 he says;

"Trinacria Italia tantum praxisa recessit,"
Andaganiniv. 787,
" Insula Trinacriee fluitantem ad jura sororem
Subsequitur Creten sub eodem condita signo,
Proximaque Italia et tenui divisa profundo
Ora paris sequitur leges, nec sidere rupta est."
For “ ad jura” Mr. Ellis suggests “ aditura." We must remember that Sicily,
as conceived at any time before D'Anville (see p. 53), had much more the air
of drawing near to or pointing to Cretethan it hasin real life.

p. 463,1. 13, dele” clearly"

p. 466,1. 16. In later editions | find here the form Tpwranin. The manuscripts
seem to have both forms. 0. Schneider (i. 214) has a note; "Equidem
putaverim Tpevexiar poetas dixisse ab dap deducentes nomen velificantibus et
Homericainsula @pivusiy et urbe Tpwasia quam memoret Diod. xii. 29, atque
hanc urbem hic quoque intelligendam esse affirmat Toup." Onewouldbeglad
to add a new fact to our very small stock about the town of Trinakia, and

VOL, I . c
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the more so as Trinakia is distinguished from Atna. But Meineke (160)
wants to get rid of Afren and to read ede ~dp “Iph, meaning seemingly the
Liparaian Hiera (se p. 88). The whole passage is curious ;
ave ydp Alny,
atie 88 Tpouxly Xwovie Eos, abe 52 yeiroarw
Tradiy, pey@iny B& Bodv ént Kipres diren

It is comforting to find I taly spoken of as near Sicily, and not the other way.
And we will not correct'EreAias in a scholiast who says vjaes derispdl [al. mpd)
riis Swwehias  Kdpros dorf,  Sardd, to be sure, is in the way; but, as it isno
longer the greatest of islands, it matters less.

p. 471, 1. 6 from bottom. Wilamowitz-M&llendorf (Philologische Unter-
suchungen, vii. 168) takes the derivation from #gfve for granted. “ Thrinakia,
von #pivag, heisst die gabelformige Insel." It is not essy to see why. H.
Nissen, on the other hand (Italische Landesktmde, 4), says, “ Auch der Name
der Heliosinsel @pwaxiy scheint misverstanden aus Tpirexpiz, Dreispitz,' eine
Bezeichnung, die Sicilien frith in der Schiffertradition erhalten haben mag."
He naturally refersto Strabo, vi. 2. 1. Seep. 464.

p. 474,1. 2,dele” there quoted ”

p. 489. On Sikel words s a note of Busolt, G. G. i. 284, with the further
instances of wotrer for mutuum and wépreper for career. Meiror comes from
the excellent authority of Varro, L. L. v. 179, where | ought to have noticed
it before; “ Si datum quod reddatur, mutuum, quod Siculi moeton; itaque
scribit Sophron moeton anti moetu.” Of these last words there are many
readings, of which “ moeton antimo " clearly points to the proverb (whatever
it means) preserved by Hésychios, seemingly from SOphron, poeroi dprejo ;
wapmpio Zeehols ) ydp ydpis poc vdv olvéxapv. | do not find it in the pro-
fesed |1 lzposguoypdper,

The use of mutuum comes under the same head as the use of Sikel weights
and measures.  See more in the Appendix, p. 508.

p.491,1.19,dele” ‘Ziwerai and Tixerotr™

p. 492, lastline. | have to thank Mr. Saycefor telling me how. Stephen of
Byzantium witnesses that there was a Zevd-yera in Karia, where was the tomb
of Kar himself, ds 3gAei wel rolvopa. sakobor yip of Képes sofoy vdv 7dgov,
wyéhar 3¢ Tdv Baoshéa, | must confess that | had never looked out ZoudyeAa.
But what aleap to our chilly Sikel river.

p. 497, 1. 1. Dioddros (xvi.9) has another casua reference to Minda, in
which he gives another account, attributing its foundation to Minds himself;
Adaw ... .. Karévhevae Tis "Axpayarrivys els Ty dvepalopévgy Mbvony afiry 52
i piv wehecdy Bnd Mivwos deriody vob Bacidéws Kpyriw, ke’ dv saipdy (nriy
Aallahor Erefevidy Koxddg 7§ Bagihel rdv Zwav@v, The other version is
likely to preserve the more genuine tradition. Diod6ros then goeson to spesk
of the place in its later character of Hérakleia or Ras Melkart, but without
mentioning the name. Weshall cometoit ofteninyet later times. The coins
spoken of in the text are specially important, as marking a Phoenician re-
action later than the Greek coins at Panormos mentioned in p. 302.

P.5°3, 1. 9 from bottom, for " Kriminos” read “ Krimisos "

P.5'3>1¢ 7 et seqq. from bottom, read “ one near to the site of the Hyblaian
Megara, and aso known as the Greater Hybla "
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p. 515, 1. 11 frombottom. +perar=Aduwey Might come from Hésychios,
yékav: alyir frfon,

p. 519,1. 9, for “ Synaithos” read “ Symaithos "

p. 525,1. 2 from bottom. This of course depends on the reading "Martis”
or "matris” in the passage from Virgil quoted in p. 517. | do not presume
to judge of such matters; but | should be better pleased to read “ Martis," as
helping me to another chthonian power.

p. 530,1. 6, for “ which" read “ whom"

p. 535, line 7 from bottom. Schneider dso rejects the line; but Hennais
mentioned, and seemingly with reference, though less distinctly, to Démetér and
Persephoné, in two other places of Kallimachos, but it isthe same Hymn (31),
where Henna is spoken of as beloved by Démétér ;

v Bed § dmepnfvero yipe
dodoy "Ehevgivi, Toiond8' Goov, dxnduor "Evrg,
Taeads' (written many ways) will carry us on to Télinés and his mysterious
fepd. Seevol. ii. pp. 102, 122. The other place is in a fragment, 146

(Schneider, ii. 413).
Acyéry Geds, of ydp iyl Slye 788 detber

vipgpa, ol pdv doreplay fn’ dpagar #bp
phorrépa dpri qdp of Fwwedd pév “Evva.

The commentator has much to say about & and #dp ; but it does not ssem to
have come into his head to ask, what one would have thought was the root of
thematter, what his author exactly meant by Ztxehd. |namuch earlier writer
Zuwedd Evva would have meant “ Henna of the Sikels" In a much later
writer it would mean simply “ Henna in Sicily." Which didit mean in the
mouth of Kal Tptvaxin, Zixavidr Eos, is rather against his accuracy
in such matters, especially if he really did meen the Sikel town. But the
main point is that Kallimachos does mention Henna in connexion with D&
métér, though not with the same distinctness as the L atin poets. 1t wes only
gradually, during the writing of this volume, that | perceived that thereis no
mention of Hennain connexion with the goddesses in any early Greek writer.
Had | grasped this fact from the beginning, | might have st it forth earlier
and more clearly. There can be no doubt that Kallimachos isthe first extant
writer who mentions it. In so late awriter, a contemporary of the second
Hierén, lord of Hennaaswell as of Syracuse, their mention is not wonderful; he
comes rather into the same class as the Latin writers. The holiness of Henna
must have been fully established in Greek aswell asin Sikel belief long before
his day. It may even have been established in Pindar's day, though he did
not find it convenient to say anything about it.

p. 535, 1.15. So the scholiast on Pindar, Nem. i. 20, sys; #yow Bepoepdrn
mepl Tobs Ths Alrws Surpifovoa Aeivvas fprdaty mupd Tov NMdobrever. |t does
just come into one's head whether the first Greek attempt to find a place in
Sicily for the story may not have planted it by Atna. And we might take
the passage from Karkinos quoted in p. 533 as looking the ssmeway. But
if this be w0, it is somewhat strange that Pindar, who has much to say about
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the goddesses much to say about Atna,, does not ssem ever to bring the two
together.

p. 540,1. 10. for “ Crinise” read “ Crimise”

p. 578,1. 4. This sams to agree very well with the last announcement
about Pheiddn; Busolt, i. 140.

p. 588,1. 1, for “ Artemisia” read " Artemision ”



CHAPTER L

CHARACTERISTICS OF SICILIAN HISTORY.

N the view of universal history, the island of Sicily, the
greatest of Mediterranean islands, had a specia calling
laid upon it by its geographical position. Placed in the Central
midst of the great inland sea, it is indeed in some sort an "3"3};0” of
appendage to the central peninsula of Southern Europe;
but it is something more. It is something more in its
geography; it is something more in its history. It isa
breakwater between the eastern and western divisions of
the Mediterranean; it parts the waters that wash the
coasts of Spain and Gaul from the waters that wash the
coasts of Greece and Asia. It has not wholly lost the
character which geologists tell us that it borein unrecorded
days, when it formed a bridge uniting the European and
the African continent, and parting the two great divisions
of the Mediterranean into two unconnected lakes. |t parts,
and at the sametime it brings together, Europeand Africa,
Eastern and Western Europe’. It isanisland; but it isltsquasi-
an island which has somewhat of the character of a con- ggtggg?}
tinent. Its size alone distinguishes it from the smaller
islands which lie scattered along so many parts of the
Mediterranean coast, preeminently along those of Greece
itself. It belongs to another class from Chios and Lesbos
and Samos, from Euboia and Korkyra and Crete, even from

! It has an odd sound when Skylax (13) gpesks of Sicily as if it were not
part of Europe, sard §& ‘Piywér dore Ziwehia vijoes dwd iz Elbpdms
driyovea ordlia 8 els Oerwpidla dmd Pryiov.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF SICILIAN HISTORY.

Cyprus whose fortunes it so largely reproduced on agreater
scde. A superficial glance at the map might tempt us to
say that Sicily formed part of a group of three great
islands in the Western Mediterranean. A modern habit
leads usto look on Sicily, Sardinia, and Corsica, as alike
insular appendages to Italy. But such is not the view of
history; such is not the view even of accurate geography.
We are indeed somewhat surprised when we find that of
the three islands just spoken of Sicily is physically not the
greatest, that it is surpassed by Sardinia in superficial area.
Thetwo islands have indeed something in common in their
geographical character. Sicily, withitssolid mass,isamong
islands what Asia Minor is among peninsulas. Its shape,
so nearly triangular, the nature of its coast, so much less cut
up by gulfs and inlets, so much less fringed by smaller
islands, than the coast of Greece or even the coast of
Italy, all help to strengthen the quasi-continental character
which it derives from its size. Sicily is an island; its
people are or should be islanders; but language sometimes
yields to facts, and we find the inhabitants of Sicily spoken
of and speaking of themselves as men of the mainland *
In no other Mediterranean island could there be spots so
thoroughly cut off from the sea; the inland parts of Sicily
are perhaps more thoroughly inland than the inland parts
of Peloponnésos. Sardinia too is a solid island; butitis
less solid than Sicily; its shape does not give it a character
so nearly continental. But thisis only a small part of the
difference between the two. In truth the three islands do
not form a group; Sardinia and Corsica stand in close
relation to one another; Sicily stands apart from both.
Sardinia and Corsica are essentidly islands of the Western
Mediterranean; Sicily belongs neither to the Western

! See the speech of Hermokratés in Thucydides (vii. 21), where he says
that the Athenians rose to their naval power, having before been #rupdras
HaEAdoy Ty Zvparooior,
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Mediterranean nor to the Eastern; it parts and unites cHar. 1.
the two.

It is this central position which has given Sicily its Sicily not

special historical character; it is this which has calledg?eaﬁ)?rgﬁe
it to be, before all other lands, the meeting-place of the g%"ge.or
nations. It is to this, more than to anything ese that
Sicily owes itsillustrious place in the history of the world;
it isthiswhich has made its fortunes so widely different
from those of Corsica and Sardinial. It isanisland; but
an island which, according to the ideas of early times, was
far too great to be the home of a single power or even of a
single people. No one city like those of Greece, no one
village-league like those of Italy, could make the whole
island its possession. And, if its size forbade it to be the
home of a single power, its position no less forbade it to be
the home of a single nation. Before great dominions arose,
Sicily was, by its own nature, aworld of itsown; it was a
region large enough for the life, the interests, the disputes,
of many powers, such as powers were then, to find room
enough for their full action within its bounds.

But the special characteristic of Sicily is that it has been Sicily the
something more than aland cut up among many powers. [,”.3%2%?
It has been a land cut up among powers and nations, Bg\ﬁg‘g and
specially diverse, specially hostile. |ts geographical position nations.
enabled it, it almost constrained it, to be, beyond all
other European lands, the battle-field of rival races and
rival creeds. It lay open to settlement from every quarter.

The connecting link between Europe and Africa invited
settlement both from Europe and from Africa; the barrier
between the Eastern and the Western Mediterranean in-
vited settlement from the maritime and col onizing powers of
both those regions. Above all, the nearness of the island
to the central peninsula of Europe invited settlement,
influence, conquest, relations and dealings of every kind, at
! Seethe remarks of Arnold, History of Rome, i. 429.
B 2
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chap. 1. the hands of the successve masters of that peninsula
Itsrelation Being what it was and where it was, Sicily was destined,
toltaly. a5 by an irresistible fate, to supply a dwelling-place and a
fighting-place for the chief powers of the Mediterranean
world, above all for those who, in any age, were strong in
the neighbouring land of Italy. Sicily, too great to be
the possession of a single king or city or even league, was
not merely to be, like the Cretan island and the Pelopon-
nesian peninsula, the possesson of many owners of kindred
stock. It was to be parted out and striven for among
disputants bound as it were to enmity and rivalry on
every ground. Thislot isindeed not peculiar to Sicily; it
is shared with it by two other of the Mediterranean lands,
by a lesser island to the East and by a greater peninsula
Compari- to the West. Cyprus and Spain have both, no less than
?;‘pxg”;nd Sicily, been the meeting-places and the battle-fields of
Spain. nations. There has therefore never at any time been a
Cypriot or Sicilian nationality at once united and distinct.
Spain, in the geographical sense, still contains two king-
doms; one might say that it still contains more than two
nations. In the cae of Sicily above all, the meeting-place
of the nations, the battle-field of the nations, could never
No Sicilian become the home and cradle of any one nation. All the
fy time, Taces of Europe and of some lands beyond Europe have
played their part in the history of Sicily. For the very
reason that Sicily has found dwelling-places for so many

nations, a Sicilian nation there has never been.

But thefact that Sicily has become the dwelling-place of
contending nations at once distinguishes it from other lands
which have been, in one age or another, simple places of
battle. No one could spesk of Sicily, no one could speak of
Spain or Cyprus, as Lombardy and Belgium have in some

\é\‘_/giifor ages been truly spoken of, as the cock-pit of Europe. Most
' of the wars which have been waged on the soil of Sicily
or on the waters that wash her shores have been wars in
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which Sicily herself was more deeply concerned than any cHap. 1.
other land. One of the greatest struggles in the history
of the world, the first war between the Roman and the
Phoenician, was emphatically the War for Sicily!. And
the other wars that Sicily has seen before and after have
been in like sort wars for Sicily or for some part of Sicily.
They have been wars between nations or powers already
established in the island, or dse wars between nations or
powersthat were seeking establishment, dominion, or influ-
ence, on its soil. Some fought to win lands from others;
some to keep the lands which themselves or their fore-
fathers had won. Some came to conquer, some to deliver;
some came on an errand in which deliverance and conquest
can hardly be dissevered. But in every strife Sicily itself
was the object. If there has never been a Sicilian nation,
it is because Sicily has drawnto itself the men of so many
nations that none of them has been able to take and keep
the whole land as its own abiding possession.

The greatness of Sicily therefore has never been strictly Thegreat-
a native greatness. It has not been, like the greatness of &gy not
old Greece or of old Italy, the greatness of an immemorial native,
people, the greatness of a people who, at the beginning of
recorded history, appear already in possession of the land
which is their historic seat. We cannot conceive Greeks
and L atins apart from Greece and Latium, or Greece and
Latium apart from Greeks and Latins. Of inhabitants of
Greece and L atium earlier than Greeks and Latins' we can
say nothing for certain; and, though we are used to
Greeks and Latins in lands far away from Greece and
Latium, yet we know them only as colonists from Greece
and Latium who in some sort carry Greece and Latium
with them. Thehistorical greatness of Sicily was assuredly
not the greatness of any people who stood to the land in
the relation in which Hellenes stood to Hellas and L atins

L Polybios, i. 13; & wept Zusrlas xéhegios,
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CHARACTERISTICS OF SICILIAN HISTORY.

to Latium. Theland took its name from one part of its
inhabitants; but those who gave it their name were not
its oldest recorded inhabitants, and assuredly the historic
greatness of the land was not their work. The history of
Sicily up to the Roman conquest is like the history of
America; it is the history of a land which became great
by colonization from other lands, by colonization in the
strictest sense as opposed to national migration. Its
greatness is due to settlers from other lands who kept up
in their new homes some kind of relation to the lands
from which they set forth.

The greatness of Sicily was therefore essentially a
colonial greatness, the greatness of communities which
did not form whole nations but only parts of nations,
nations of which other, and commonly larger, parts re-
mained in their elder homes. Sicily was never the land
of a single nation, holding that one land as its own and
confined to the land which was its own. She was never
in historic times the chief seat of any nation, nor is
there any reason to believe that her position in pree
historic times was at all different. She was at no time
a land from which men set forth at all largely to settle
in other lands; she was at all times a land in which men
came largely to settle from other lands. So it was with
her Phoenician, her Greek, her Roman, her Arab, her
Norman, and her Lombard settlers. All these nations
made settlements on Sicilian soil; but Sicily never be-
came the head seat of the power of any of them. Of
none of these nations did the whole body or the greater
part take up its aode in Sicily. Their Sicilian settle-
ments were only offshoots of a stock whose main body
remained elsewhere. There was a day when Sicily con-
tained the greatest city and the mightiest power in the
Hellenic world; but Sicily never became Hellas;, she
never became the leading part of Hellas. Under the
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Phoenician and the Arab the position of Sicily was one cHap. 1.

of more or less dependence. From the time when Carthage Semitic
. e L Sicily.

rose to power, the Phoenician cities in Sicily were de-

pendencies of a greater Phoenician city elsewhere. The

Saracen lords of Sicily, besides their allegiance to the

common head of Islam, always acknowledged some kind

of supremacy in African princes of their own creed. Under

the Roman dominion Sicily was, like other lands, a subject Roman

province; and when Rome had grown into Romania, the 5"

dream of making Sicily the chief seat of Roman power

never came into the head of any man, save once perhaps

into the frenzied brain of an oppressor who had made the

New and the Old Rome alike hateful to him®. It wasNorman

under her Norman princes that Sicily, as Sicily, as an S

united whole, held her highest place. But she was not

the only seat of Norman power; a dweller in the island

of the Ocean can hardly allow that she was the chief.

And the Norman lord of Sicily was lord aso of lands on

the adjoining mainland which in the end showed them-

selves to be greater than the island. The history of Sicily

then, with all its greatness and its special interest, must

still be set down as in some sort a secondary history. It

is a history which exists mainly in its relation to the

history of other lands. So to be isimplied in the position

of the island as the meeting-place of the nations. The compari-

nations did not go forth in their full force to meet X With

there. It was as when North America might be called%?’tlst%ri?és
the meeting-place and the battle-field of France, Spain,
and England. The new France, the new Spain, the new
England, remained secondary to the elder European homes
of the three nations. And if in later times we may say
that North America has become the greatest home of the

English folk, it is the greatest home only in the sense

1 We shall come in due course to the sojourn of the Emperor Constans
the Second at Syracuse.
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in which for a while Sicily contained the greatest power
of Hellas.

But if the history of Sicily is in this sense secondary,
if it is chiefly made up of the strifes of nations whose
chief seats were elsewhere, yet Sicily ever held a place
which tended to make its possession of the utmost weight
among the powers which strove forit. It was more than
a prize to add to the strength and fame of the power
which might win it. The fate of Sicily touched the very
life of the contending powers; it touched the very life of
all European history. In the widest view of the world's
history, Greece and Italy must count as one whole.
The dominion of Home was the form which Europe
had to take in the face of Asia and Africa. The great

Europeand duestion, that in which Greece was the earlier champion

Africa.

Theearly
inhabit-
ants

and Rome the later, was whether Sicily should be Euro-
pean or African—if African be the right word to apply
to an Asiatic power planted on African soil. And in that
question it turned on the possesson of Sicily whether
Europe or Africa should hold the first place in the Medi-
terranean world. The Greek kept the greater part of
Sicily for Europe till the Roman was able to secure the
whole. We can hardly conceive what would have come
if Gelén, Dionysios, Timoledn, Agathoklés, and Pyrrhos—
tyrants, kings, and deliverers must for once be classed
together—had all fought in vain, if, when Rome and
Carthage met face to face, all Sicily had been Phoenician.
We can better conceive what would have come if the
result of the War for Sicily had been to leave Panormos
a Carthaginian possesson and Syracuse a Carthaginian
dependency. To say no more, with such a starting-point
in his hands, the greatest Hannibal could hardly have
needed to make his toilsome march across the Alps.

Sicily was thus a land of many nations, but never in
recorded times the chief seat of any one nation. And even.
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in praistoric days the two chief races of the island, cHap.1.
Sikans and Sikels, no less than Phoenicians and Greeks, S!ignssand
seem to have been settlers from other lands, who left kins- )
folk behind them in their elder seats. This was undoubt-

edly so with those who gave its abiding name to the
island. The larger part of the Sikel people may have
moved into the land which through their coming became
Skelia; but the whole nation did not change its seats;

ages after there still were Sikels in other lands. But we migration
instinctively draw a distinction between the migrations, ﬁ?zcrj:\t?glno
whole or partial, of primaeval and unrecorded days and

the colonial enterprises of the great colonizing nations of
history. The movements, whether of the whole or of a part,
whether of a greater or a lesser part, of an undeveloped

nation which has as yet no history, no defined place in the
world, is something essentially different from settlements
systematically sent forth to other lands by established

cities or kingdoms. The former class of migrations have
happened in all times and places; but they belong mainly

to the early ages of a people. The latter class are what we

call colonies in the special sense, the Phoenician and Greek
colonies of one age of the world, the Spanish and English
colonies of another. It was the settlement of colonies of gyecially
this kind on its coasts which gave Sicily its special placein {lonial
history. The great central island of the Mediterranean of Sicilian
could not fail to draw to itself the eyes of the colonizing histery.
nations of the Mediterranean, in days when colonization in

the strict sense was still one of the leading features of the
worlds history. Sicily stood equally inviting to both the

great colonizing nations of that age, to the men of Canaan

and to the men of Hellas. It is their rivalry, the rivalry

of the two races, elder and younger, Semitic and Aryan,

which sought before all things the dominion of the seg,

that forms the main feature of Sicilian history for several gyife of

ages. It is around the strife between Greek and Phoenician Srf]ee‘(.a.”d
oeniclan.
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that the interest of Sicilian history, as a contribution to
universal history, mainly gathers, as long as Sicily had
any claim to be looked on as a separate world of its own.

It is the joint presence of Greek and Phoenician which
gives the elder Sicilian history its highest interest and its
deepest instruction. But it is the presence of the Greek,
not that of the Phoenician, which gives Sicilian history its
special and abiding charm. It was the coming of the
Greek which made Sicily all that we understand by Sicily.
Of a Sicily divided between Phoenicians and Sikels, of a
Sicily in which Phoenicians held the mastery over Sikels,
we cannot divine what the fate might have been. But we
know that it could never have been the Sicily which holds
so brilliant a place in the world’'s history. The Roman
might still have overcome the Phoenician, the Norman
might still have overcome the Saracen, but the element
which in either case was the true life of the island would
have been lacking. Thetrue Sicily is the Hellenic Sicily
and none other. It is the settlements from Greece, the great
cities which their founders planted, the mighty monuments
which they have left behind them, the contributions of
Sicily to the art, the literature, and the philosophy of the
common Hellenic stock—it is the thrilling interest of the
internal stories of her Greek cities—it is the constant con-
nexion between them and the history of the elder Hellas,
the tale of attack by the Athenian and of deliverance by
the Corinthian—it is all this that gives Sicily its earliest
right to rank among the most historic regions of the earth.
But specially does the Greek side of the land stand forth
in the two great times of struggle between races and creeds
on Sicilian soil. The question had to be fought out, not
in one age of the world only, but in two distinct groups
of ages—the later repeating the earlier in the most marked
of all historic cycles—whether the central island of the
central sea should belong to the West or to the East, to the
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men of Aryan or of Semitic stock. And, as ever happens cHar. I.
when men of Semitic stock come on thefield, the strife of

races was from the beginning made sharper by the strife of Strifeof
creeds. Sicily, as an outpost of Europe, had to be guarded tcﬁe bi,;{ﬁf“
or to be won, first from the Phoenician and then from the "%
Saracen. On no land has the life of the nations that

dwelled in it been more thoroughly for ages a part of that

eternal strife whose abiding nature was better understood

by Herodotus than it has been by some in our own day.

On no soil has the strife of West and East, the strife which

in its first days took the shape of the strife between Greek

and barbarian, been carried on more stoutly. It showed

itself in all itsfulness as a strife of creeds when it took the

shape of the great strife between Christendom and Islam. Strifeof
But it was a strife of creeds long before. It showed itself Sﬁ,ﬂiﬁ’&
as such in earlier shapes ages before Christendom and Islam 's/a™
cameinto being. On the soil of Sicily the faith of Christ

has been overshadowed before the faith of Mahomet, and

the faith of Mahomet has again died out before the faith

of Christ. But in earlier days, before Aryan Europe had

adopted that Semitic faith which the Semitic man himself

despised, the creed of Aryan Europe was aready worth

fighting for, and well was it fought for on Sicilian soil.

In days when no purer light had yet been given, it was

already a crusade to strike a blow for Apollén by the shore

of Naxos, for Athéné on the island of Ortygia, against

the foul and bloody rites of Moloch and Ashtoreth. This

calling, as the abiding battle-field of East and West, is the

highest aspect of Sicilian history. And, among all the western
races of Sicily, it wes before all the Greek of Sicily to "0t
whom it fell to be the champion of Europe, to be in the grgﬁ'j is
second struggle more than the champion of Europe, to be the
champion of Christendom. Rulers of Italy, in both ages,

stepped in to make the quarrel their own and to reap the

fruits of it for themselves; but it was the Greek, whether
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by blood or by adoption, who had long done and suffered
before the foreign conqueror or deliverer showed himself.
Whoever it is who comes to the rescue, it is a Greek folk,
at all events a folk speaking the Greek tongue, that has
to be guarded or delivered in one age from the Cartha-
ginian and in another from the Saracen.

In truth we may even go further, and say that, close as
the connexion between Sicily and Italy is for many agesit
is in some sort dependent on the connexion between Sicily
and Greece. At some stages of the history the ties which
unite Sicily and Greece, the ties which unite Sicily and
Italy, and the ties which unite Italy and Greece, seem
twined together into a single cord. Sicily and Italy, so
far as they became Greek lands, became such in the same
age and as the fruit of one great colonizing impulse.
Greek Italy and Greek Sicily formed in some points a
world together, a world less than the general world of
Hellas, a world greater than the inner world of Sicily.
And powers arose at several periods which were at home
alike in Sicily, in Italy, and in the lands beyond the
Hadriatic. Rulers of Sicily set up in distant ages a
dominion which, starting from Sicily, stretched into both
the other lands. Tyrants of Syracuse fought, colonized,
and bore rule, as on both sdes of the Messanian strait, so
on both sides of the lonian ssa. Dukes arid kings of
Palermo, borneby oneimpulse from Apuliainto Sicily and
by another back again from Sicily into Apulia, did not feel
their work done at either stage till they had shown them-
selves east of Hadria and had established a dominion,
doomed to a longer or shorter life, on Greek or Illyrian
soil. Here we s the Greeks of the West and the masters
of the Greeks of the West stretching forth their hands by
a natural impulse to the lands of the Greeks of the East.
So too the Greeks of the East and those who took the
place of the Greeks of the East not seldom stretched forth



GREECE, ITALY, AND SICILY.

their hands to deal with the affairs of the Greeks of the
West. Some came to conquer, some to deliver; some to
win a home for themselves and some to be beaten back or
wholly swept away. Most of all does the connexion
between the older Hellenic land and the newer Hellenic
land in Greece and Italy stand forth in the days when
Italiot and Sikeliot cities so often cried to old Greece for
help, at one stage against domestic tyrants, at another
stage against barbarian invaders.  One series of conguerors
or deliverersis called westward at the bidding of Syracuse;
alater series is called at the bidding of Tarentum. And
ages after, and with ages between them, fresh deliverers
came from the still Greek-speaking city which had become
an Eastern Rome. It was to the Eastern Rome, the
Greek-speaking Rome, that the Greeks of Italy and Sicily
ever clave till they were cut off from her dominion by the
arms of strangers.

The history of Sicily then is in all its stages a history
of settlement, a history of men who found themselves new
homes in a strange land; in its early stages it is before all
things a history of colonization in the strictest sense
And surely in the whole history of colonization no pages
are more instructive than those which record the fates of
the Greek and Phoenician colonies in Sicily. The strife
between Hellas and Canaan was indeed a colonia strife,
but it was not a colonial strife in the same sense as when
two colonizing powers strive with each other for a colonial
dominion. It was not as when in the eighteenth century
England and France strove for dominion in North America,
and when England so largely annexed the colonies of
France. Such a strife as this the strife of Greek and
Phoenician could never bein any stage. It never took the
form of a strife betweenrival powers disputing over distant
dependencies. It was not this even in the later stages of
the struggle, when Greek Sicily and her helpers had to
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strive against Phoenician enemies out of Sicily. And in the
beginning, the strife, if strife we can call it in those days,
was not a strife between rival nations at a distance, but
between the colonies of rival nations planted side by
side on the same shore. For the colonies of Greece and
Phoenicia could fight each one for its own hand from the
beginning. Those were the great days of colonization. No
other nations, till days comparatively modern, colonized in
the same fashion or to the same extent as these that first
showed the way. And assuredly none in after times have
ever colonized with the same wisdom. The colonies of
Rome may be put out of sight, as having nothing but the
name in common with the colonies of the two great sea
faring nations. In truth much confusion has been caused
by applying the name of the Roman colony to something so
unlike it as the settlements of the Phoenician and the
Greek!. Nothing could be wiser for its own objects
than the policy which held Italy and other lands under
Roman dominion by dint of Roman and Latin garrisons
taking the form of separate commonwealths. But this
policy had nothing in common with the objects with which
men sailed from the shores of Hellas and the shores of
Canaan to settle in distant lands. They sailed forth in a
spirit which the men who in ages after sailed on the like
errand from the shores of Spain and even of England failed
tofollow. Theywentforth to enlarge the bounds of Hellas
and of Canaan, to plant Hellas and Canaan on distant shores.
But they did not go to plant themin the shape of extending
the dominion of the land or city which they left behind
them. The Greek and Phoenician colonies grew up from the
beginning as independent members of the Greek and the
Phoenician body, new cities of the Greek and the Phami-

! Modern languages have now no words in use to translate the Greek
dmainla, except the derivatives of the Latin colonia. But colonia comes
much nearer to sAnporyia than to dweeste. The good old word plantation
—a plantation of men, that is—seems quite forgotten.
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cian name, younger sisters of the older commonwealths of cHap. 1.
their own people. Each owed to its specia mother city
the reverence of a child, but neither the submission of a
subject nor even the lighter alegiance of a vassal. Tyre
was the parent but not the mistress of Carthage; Corinth
was the parent but not the mistress of Syracuse. And
thus, among all the changes and revolutions of the Greek
and Phoenician colonies, none of them had need of the
special services of a Washington or a Bolivar. And thus
too, while the emancipated colonies of Spain and England
have well nigh cast aside the Spanish and the English
name, every colony that set forth from Greece or Phoenicia
ever clave to the name of the great folk of which it re-
mained no less a member than the cities of the elder land.
The difference is perhaps inherent in the distinction be-
tween colonies which went forth from single cities and
colonies which went forth from great kingdoms. The
superstition of abiding alegiance to a distant sovereign
on the part of his subjects settled in a new land could
have no place in the mind of a citizen either of Corinth
or of Tyre.

But in the days when the strife between Greek and The elder
Phoenician in Sicily really put on the character of rivalry Qﬁc'an
and more than rivalry, when each strove for the utter de- Ments
struction of the other, it was no longer a strife between
Phoenician and Greek settlements in the island itself. It
was only when the Phoenician settlements in Sicily had
lost their original independence, when they had become,
first dependents and then subjects, that the Greeks of Sicily
learned what dangerous neighbours the men of Canaan
could be. Both Greek and Phoenician colonies had, in
course of time, to submit to masters of their own stock.

But those masters were not parents but brethren. Gades supremacy
and Utica, Panormos and Motya, once free cities of the f;a%g
Phoenician name, lived to find another Phoenician power
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nician dominion. But the power under whose dominion
they fell was one which had grown up aongside of
themselves; they yielded, not to the venerable authority
of Tyre or Sidon, but to the youthful presumption of
Carthage. Hitherto the Greek element in Sicily, though
far from being everywhere dominant, had been decidedly
the strongest element. The Phoenicians had withdrawn
into a corner of the island; the elder nations at whose
cost both Phoenicians and Greeks had settled were unable
to stand against the new comers, and had largely become
their subjects. Carthage then, when the whole Phoenician
power of Sicily and the West was gathered into her hands,
was the first barbarian power by which the Greeks of
Sicily were really threatened. This is a state of things
which, with our modern notions of mother-country and
colony, is likely to be misunderstood. Carthage, a
Phoenician city in Africa, bearing rule over Phoenician
cities in Sicily, has the air of a mother-country of the
modern type, bearing rule over dependent colonies. It is
important ever to bear in mind that Panormos, Solous,
and Motya, were not colonies of Carthage, but independent
Phoenician cities, colonies of the old Phoenicia, which
another colony of the old Phoenicia had brought under
subjection. The nearest parallel in modern times would be
if we could conceive Australia and New Zealand becoming
dependencies of the United States of America.

Among the Greeks either of Sicily or of Italy there
was nothing exactly answering to this dominion over
kindred cities in another land. Whatever subjection there
was among them was subjection to nearer neighbours.
Sybaris, Tarentum, Syracuse, put on more or less of the
character of ruling cities, cities ruling over Greek as well
as barbarian subjects. But the dominion of the metropolis
was no more known among the Greeks than it was among
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their enemies. A dominion on the part of Chalkis or cHap.I.

Corinth or Achaia was unknown alike in the peninsula
which came to call itself the Greater Hellas, and in the
yet greater island which Semitic rivalry kept back from
an equal right to that honourable name.

This direct rivalry with neighbours in the same land, Relation of

neighbours of an utterly hostile race and creed, was the

special calling of the Greeks of Sicily. The mere Skeliots to

barbarian

neighbourhood of barbarians was common to them with neighbours.

all Greeks beyond the bounds of old Hellas, and the
neighbourhood of barbarians commonly implied strifewith
barbarians. And distinctly marked as was the specid
calling of the Sicilian Greeks, a calling in which the
Greeks of Italy had but a small share, yet the position of
the Greeks of Sicily and that of the Greeks of Italy—the
Sikeliots and the Italiots, to use their own names in their
own tongue—still had something in common. There are
points in which the Greeks of the central island and the
central peninsula agree together, and which supply amarked
distinction between them and the Greeks of the old Greek

land, of the further East, and of the further West. Neither compari-

Athens nor Milétos nor Massalia had to deal with gregvk';h

barbarian neighbours of the same kind either as those who esewhere;

threatened Tarentum or as those who threatened Syracuse.
The cities of old Greece had indeed, strictly speaking, no
barbarian neighbours at all; their strife with barbarian
enemies implied that either the Greek or the barbarian had
invaded the land of the other. And the Greek colonies in
other lands commonly found their barbarian neighbours
either so much weaker or so much stronger than themselves
as to shut out that position of rivalry which in different
ways marks the life both of the Sikeliots and the Italiots.
Over native tribes of inferior civilization and slight
material power the Greek colony could easily establish its
supremacy. We cannot speak of the Sikel, hardly of the
VOL. i. C
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Messapian’, as the abiding rival of the Sicilian or Italian
Greek. Nor on the other hand can we speak of rivalry,
where, as in Asia, the Greek stood face to face with
powerful barbarian kingdoms. The Greeks of Asia waged
no abiding strife against enemies who so easily became
their masters. After their early struggles, first with the
Lydian and then with the Persian, they remain nearly
passive, save when the Athenian, the Spartan, and the
Macedonian, steps in, each inturn, as a deliverer. From
such subjects the Great King demanded submission and
tribute, and little more. Under Persian supremacy the
Greek cities were neither destroyed nor barbarized; they
remained Greek cities, fallen from their old independence,
but keeping their Greek life untouched. The fall of the
Persian power gave actual freedom to some, and transferred
the others to the rule of masters of their own speech. If
all in their turn came under the rule of one great Italian
city, we may in their case boldly leap over the ages, and
say that their subjection to its rule was but the first step
to the transfer of its name and power to the European, and
even to the Asiatic side of the Bosporos. Asia was one
day to be the true Romania; by a strange turn of fortune,
the true Emperor of the Romans was to reign in Greek
Nikaia, and free Philadelphia was to hold out against the
Ottoman, as free Seleukeia had held out against the
Parthian.

The Greek coloniesin Italyand Sicily led a more stirring
and a more wearing life. Something that may be truly
called rivalry with the barbarians may be seen, as in the
cae of the Sikeliots, so in that of the Italiots also. They
had both to strive with barbarian enemies who were more
nearly on their own level than the Gaulish neighbour of
Massalia and the Libyan neighbour of Kyréné, or again

! Notwithstanding one great Messapian victory over Greek neighbours, of
which we still have to speak.
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than the great kingdoms that overshadowed the Greeks cHap.1.
of Asia. In Italy, no less than in Sicily, the Greek had
to strive with barbarian commonwealths whose physical
strength, greater than that of the Greeks, was guided
by a political and military skill approaching to that of
the Greeks themselves. The Phoenician rivals of the Political
Sikeliots, Asiatics settled on African ground, seemed, by @%‘%g
their settlement in the Western seas, to have been in
some sort brought within the range of European polity.
The constitution of Carthage was by Aristotle found
worthy of careful study; by Polybios it was found
worthy of an elaborate comparison with the constitutions
of Sparta and of Rome. That those three names come
so close together bears directly on the position in the
world of the ltaliot Greeks, and of the Sikeliot Greeks
aso. The barbarian rivals of the Sikeliots were utter Contrast of
aliens, not only to the fellowship of Hellas but to the dms};nd
fellowship of Europe. Still they were aiens who could '@ians
enter into equa rivalry with Europeans and with Hel-
Iénes. But the barbarian rivals of the Italiots were Eu-
ropeans of the same stock with themselves. They were
the valiant nations of central Italy, the kinsmen and
forerunners of the Roman; at a later stage the foe was
the Roman himself. The great strife of the Italiot in
short was waged with the native nations of Italy. The
great strife of the Sikeliot was waged, not with the
native nations of Sicily, but with rival colonists from
other lands.

Thisdifference in the position of the Greeks of Sicily and
of Italy with regard to the native inhabitantsis deeply in-
structive. Up to a certain stage, the relation is the samein
both lands. In this rapid sketch | may assume a doctrine
which at a later stage | hope to examine more fully. This The Skel
is the doctrine that the Greeks found the greater part of Sne,léndped
Sicily in the hands of Aryan inhabitants, near kinsfolk of Latin-

C %
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the Italian nations in general, and not only near kinsfolk
of the Italian nations in general, but of the same im-
mediate stock as the men who fenced in the soaring
height of Tusculum and the lowlier hills of the primaeval
Rome. The Sikel in short | hold to be an undeveloped
Latin. He had lagged far behind his kinsfolk in Italy,
because his land had drawn to itself foreign settlers from
the beginning. The national growth of the elder nations
of Sicily was checked by the coming of the Phoenician
and the Greek. When the Sikel's day of progress came,
it took the shape of assimilation to the Greek, of gradual
adoption into the Greek body. The distinction between
Sikel and Sikeliot, between the folk of the land and the
Greeks who had settled in their land, the distinction so
strongly drawn in the days of Thucydides, died out slowly
but surely, and was wholly forgotten in the days of
Cicero. So the people of the extreme south of Italy,
Sikels and others, had so much in common with the
Greeks that they could be changed into assimilated Greeks
at a far earlier time. The name of Greater Hellas set
forth, not only the number and power of the Greek
colonies, but the extent to which the native nations had
accepted the Greek tongue and general Greek culture at
their hands. But the nations of central Italy could not
be thus dealt with. Among them no Phoenician and no
Greek could ever gain a lodgement; they were able to
develope for themselves after their own fashion, without
being brought under the influence of foreign settlers in
their own land. They were capable of receiving a large
measure of Greek culture as something foreign; they
were never disposed to sink their national life in that
of Greece. They had reached far too high a stage of
native progress to become adopted children of the Hellenic
family. On the other hand, the Greeks of Italy did not
come across any great Italian dominion like that of Lydia
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or Persia, any power which might indeed conquer, but cHap. 1.
which let the conquered live on as useful tribute-paying
subjects.  And they had not as yet to deal with the more
advanced nations of Italy. The Roman and the Samnite

were not likely to be hellenized, but they were open to

a certain form of Hellenic influence; the Roman in after

days carried Hellenic influence with him wherever he
carried his own power. But when the ruder branches of TheGresks
the Sabellian race, nations whom the Greek could neither ggg;ﬂgns
subdue nor assimilate, pressed down into the two peninsulas

which the Greek had so largely made his own, they ap-

peared only as destroying enemies. As they did not ask

for Greek masters or Greek teachers, so neither did they

ask for Greek subjects. Just as with the Carthaginians

in Sicily, their object was not merely to conquer, but to

root out. But the objects sought by nations at this stage

are seldom steadily aimed at. A wasting attack may be
followed by an interval of pesce. One city is overthrown;

another is merely weakened; another, it may be, actually

gains by the losses of its fellows. The Greeks of Italy

led this kind of life for a long time. Some cities were
destroyed or enslaved; others kept independence and pros-

perity. The intermediate state of tributaries or provincials,

the lot of the Asiatic Greeks under the Persian, their

own future lot under the Roman, did not as yet present

itself.

Still the Italian foes of the Greeks of Italy were after Different
all kinsmen. They were European; they were Aryan,; Sﬁ‘;@n&
they were, however little they deemed of it, members of a
common household, sharers in a common heritage. The
Greek of Sicily had, as we have seen, to wage a deadlier
fight with utter aliens. It is important at once to mark
this distinction in the general history, and to bear in mind
how utterly unthought of it was in the minds of men at
the time. The Lucanian was as ruthless a destroyer as



22

CHAP. I.

CHARACTERISTICS OF SICILIAN HISTORY.

the Carthaginian, and he was far from having reached the
same level of culture and polity as the Carthaginian. The
cry for help that went up from the Greeks of Italy to the
cities and princes of old Greece was as bitter as the cry
that wentup from Sicily. And yet the difference between
the kindred and the alien barbarian made itself felt even at
the time. There is most likely little truth of fact, but
there is the deepest truth of moral sentiment, in the tale
which told that the Syracusan congueror made it one of
the terms of pesce with defeated Carthage that no more
victims should passthrough thefireto Moloch. The prince
who could impose such a condition, the teller of history or
legend who could conceive such a condition as imposed,
had in him already the spirit of a crusader, one might
amost say the spirit of an apostle. To us at least, sur-
veying the whole field of history, the difference cannot fail

Greece and ever to be present. From Gelon onward one calling is laid
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on the Greeks of Sicily, on the men of Syracuse as the
foremost of the Greeks of Sicily, on her very enemies when
they seek to supplant her in her power, and, with her
power, in her duties. When Alkibiadés led the fleet of
Athens to maintain the cause of Segesta against Selinous,
he might seem to be the champion of the barbarian against
the Greek. But the men of Segesta, if barbarians, perhaps
alien barbarians, were not threatening barbarians. They
were open to Hellenic culture; and, in the wide-spreading
schemes of Athenians, Syracuse and Segesta alike were but
steps on the road to Carthage. The Semitic enemy was
ever at the gates of the Greeks of Sicily. It takes off
somewhat from the shame of Dionysios, it adds not a little
to the glory of Timolebn, to have been, though in widely
different measures, champions of Hellas against Canaan.
We forgive Agathoklés half his crimes when he boldly
leads the hosts of Europe into Africa. We shut our eyes
to his desertion of his own army, when we remember that
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he at least pointed out the way to Regulus and Scipio in cHaAP. 1.
days near to his own, and to Sicilian kings of later times,
to Norman Roger and Austrian Charles. And among the
long series of princely deliverers whom old Greece and the
neighbouring lands sent forth to free Greek Italy from the
barbarians of Europe, the highest place belongs to that one
among them who aso stretched forth his hand to deliver
the Greeks of Sicily from the barbarians of Africa. NoO Pyrrhos at
small place in the annals of European victory belongspanormos
to the day when Pyrrhos, if only for a moment, won
Panormos for Hellas, when, before the Norman or the
Roman, the Epeirot made the Golden Shell an European
land. The two greatest days of Sikeliot victory on
Sicilian soil, the work of the native tyrant and of the
Corinthian deliverer, the day of Himera and the day of
Krimisos, seem for the moment to be outdone by the king
who came from a more distant land, from aland less purely
Hellenic, but who, as compared with those against whom
he fought, might ssem a countryman indeed.

This saries of deliverers or conquerors who, in the fourth
century before Christ and in the first years of the third,
come forth from Greece and the lands near Greece to
deliver or to conquer in Greek Italy and Sicily form a
marked feature in the history of those ages. And, as every-
thing Sicilian must have its cycle, we find their counter-
parts aso in later times. But their career in Sicily iStagencies
connected with a feature in Sicilian history which againh%%fi”a”
distinguishes it from that of Italy, and which is again a
natural result of the geographical structure of the land.
Notwithstanding all the divisions of races in the island,
notwithstanding all the disputes and wars between cities
of the same race, we still s in Sicilian history a certain
disposition to look on Sicily as a whole. This feeling
takes the form, sometimes of attempts to unite the whole
island under one power, sometimes of attempts to make all
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the independent powers of the island follow a common
policy. This tendency is less strongly marked in Italy in
either shgpe. More than one Syracusan tyrant is spoken
of, somewhat laxly to be sure, as master, or even king, of
all Sicily; no such language is ever used of any Italiot
ruler. Sicily again was more than once made the centre
of a dominion out of Sicily, whether in Italy or in more
distant lands. This, to be sure, grew at last into a state
of things inwhich a king bearing the Sicilian title held
Sicily in bondage from an Italian capital. The earliest
foretaste of Italian rule in Sicily was when Anaxilas of
Rhégion reigned over Sicilian Zanklé. But for some
generations the course of things runs the other way.
Under the first Hierdn a close connexion grows up be-
tween Sicily and southern Italy. Under Dionysios and
Agathoklés the connexion is strengthened, and is further
extended to the western coasts of Greece and Illyricum.
These strivings after Italian and East-European dominion
from a Sicilian centre, repeated as they were in the days
of the Norman kings, are counterparts to the earlier and
the later stage of intervention in Italian and Sicilian
affairs from the other side of the lonian sea  We may
begin with the Athenian expedition. Athens sent against
Sicily a would-be conqueror in the person of Alkibiadés,
a striver after conquest against his will in the person
of Nikias. The success of that expedition mi