Cities, states and ethnic identity
in southeast Italy
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The populations of southeast Italy are both a rich source of information about cultural

identity and the processes of urban development, and a considerable headache for the
student of ethnic identity. They have a distinctive and well-documented material culture,
showing evidence of intense interaction with their Greek neighbours in the south and the
Oscan population of southern Samnium in the north of the region, and also strong
linguistic and cultural links with Illyria, but nevertheless they retain their own cultural
identity, absorbing and adapting outside influences without being swamped by them. They
also have a well-documented history of early urban development, with the beginnings of
urban development perceptible from the late sixth century BC and reaching a considerable
level of development by the end of the fourth century. They clearly intrigued Greek and
Roman writers, some of whom include detailed attempts to name them and map their
whereabouts. Yet despite this, their consciousness of ethnic identity, and its links (if any) to
the processes of urbanisation and state development remains elusive. The purpose of this
paper is to explore some of thc ramifications of the links between ethnic and state identity
in this region.

The concept of ethmmty is itself difficult to pin down in the context of ancient Italy,
where it can all too easily become entangled with the intersecting but not identical issue of
state identity, and with numerous layers of cross-cultural influences and cultural plurality.
In addition, there is the problem of the nature of our evidence. Much of the written sources
available to us for the cultures and population of ancient Apulia' comes from outside this
society — from Greek and Roman authors — and therefore is a rich source of information
about external perceptions of the region and its peoples, but problematic when it comes to
evaluating how they viewed and defined themselves and their culture.? The archaeological
record is extremely rich but the problem of trying to relate ethnic groups and material
cultures has long caused methodological difficulties (Jones 1997: 106-27). It is clear that

-+ <ghe cuttural-positivist approach which seeks to identify archaeological cultures with- ethnic

groups, either by attributing an ethnicity identified solely by modern archaeologists or by
equating an archaeological culture with an ethnos attested in the ancient sources, is no
longer tenable (Jones 1997: 106-10; Hall 1997: 40-51, 128-31). A viable alternative,
however, has remained elusive.

Perhaps the most useful and user-friendly model of ethnic identity for the ancient
historian is still that of Antony Smith® (with modifications by Colin Renfrew and Jonathan
Hall*), which defines an ethnic group as one which has a shared history, shared mythology
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or genealogy, common language, common ecthnic name®> and shared social structures,
religion and material culture. Nevertheless, even with an apparently clear list of possible
ethnic identifiers, there remain difficulties, notably the fact that neither ethnicity nor
culture are static concepts, but may change over time, and may also intersect (Jones 1997).
The evidence for southeast Italy is a case in point. Here, we have little to tell us what
the peoples of this area might have believed themselves. The Graeco-Roman literary
sources, naturally, write from their own external viewpoint, and the corpus of epigraphy
‘from the region, while substantial, consists mainly 6fShort textswhich tell us something
about social structure and representations of personal identity, but little about ethnic
boundaries, their construction and their maintenance. In addition, there is evidence that
other, possibly competing, forms of identity were evolving during the eighth—third
centuries BC and it is highly probable that the relationship between ethnic and state
identity was not static. Finally, the region is culturally extremely mixed. Apulian culture
divides into a number of archaeologically-identifiable sub-groups, and is also in contact,
from an early date, with a rich and diverse range of other peoples and cultural influences,
which inevitably play an important role in the development of the region and its identity.®
This paper will not aim to provide a comprehensive solution to these wide-ranging
problems — but will explore a narrower but nevertheless important issue — the
development of state identities in the region, the connections (if any) with the growth of
urbanisation, and the impact that this may have had on the identity of Apulia as a whole.

EXTERNAL IDENTITIES: THE ANCIENT SOURCES

As with many of the pre-Roman Italic peoples, the identity of the population of southeast
Italy is refracted to a very large degree through the viewpoint of Greek and Roman writers,
and is subject to their attempts to impose a version of society, organisation, culture,
mythology and even name which was comprehensible in their own terms but not
necessarily the viewpoint of the indigenous peoples themselves.” The literary traditions are
also notable for their considerable confusion about the name, ethnic composition and exact
geographical extent of the area denoted by Iapygia or Sallentina. Although the convention
in modern scholarship is to restrict the term Messapia to the southern part of the region
(approximately the region between Tarentum and Leuca), the ancient sources are by no
means so clear-cut. Polybius (3.88.6-8) and Strabo (5.1.3, 6.3.1) both make reference to a
tripartite division of the region between the Messapi — sometimes equated with the
Sallentini — the Peucetii and the Daunii. Strabo (6.3.1) further suggests a division of the
region into Apulia, inhabited by Peucetii and Daunii, and the territory of the Calabri and
Sallentini — the region more usually known as Messapia. Pliny’s inventory of Italy (HN
3.101-4) complicates the matter still more by attaching the name Apuli, used by almost all
other authors either as a name for the region or as a synonym for the Daunii and Peucetii,
to a smaller number of communities in the Gargano area of modern Puglia. In other words,
there is little consensus amongst ancient writers — particularly those of the second century
BC onwards — about which of these terms indicate geographical areas, which indicate
ethnic groups, and how these two categories match up. Earlier writers more generally use
the term lapygia/Iapygian to refer to this part of Italy although it can be difficult to
generalise on this, given that it is often unclear how far later authors were dependent on
earlier sources.?

The extent to which these populations perceived themselves as ethnically distinct is also
a matter of uncertainty. Nicander, writing in the second century BC, and several other later
writers (Antoninus Liberalis, Metamorphoses 31; Polyb. 3.88.3—4; Plin. HN 3.9) empbhasise
similarities and a common origin, citing a common genealogy and descent for all three
peoples of the region. He ascribes the establishment of the Messapi, Peucetii and Daunii to
Iapyx, Daunios and Peucetios, the three sons of Lykaon. Strabo (6.3.11) likewise
emphasises the linkages by stressing that the Apuli, Daunii and Peucetii speak a common
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language — something borne out by the epigraphy of southeast Italy (Parlangéli 1960;
Santoro 1982). Despite the attempts to identify and analyse the ethnic composition of this
part of Italy and sub-divide it into a number of distinct ethnoi, it seems to have been
recognised even in the ancient world that there were strong cultural and ethnic similarities
between these various groups. A useful analogy may be drawn with the way in which the
migration of Oscan-speaking peoples from the central Apennines at the end of the fifth
century BC gave rise fairly rapidly to a number of different ethnoi — Bruttii, Lucani,
Campani, etc. — many of which retained strong cultural similarities .and had in common
many of the features of a single ethnic group, such as a common language, and common
religious cults, but nevertheless began to develop a distinct ethnic and political
consciousness of their own (Dench 1995; Cerchiai 1985; Greco Pontrandolfo 1982).°

However, the fact remains that there are few ways into the ethnic world-view of the
population of southeast Italy from the literary sources. The very names assigned to them
are those of a later period and another culture. The group usually known as the Messapi
have a Greek name (Theopompus ap. Steph. Byz. sv Meooameat; Catling & Shipley 1989:
193-7; Lombardo 1991: 107-9), possibly derived from that of a sanctuary dedicated to Zeus
Messapios in Lakonia; the Peucetii and Daunii are named after the eponymous Greek
heroes assigned to them (Antoninus Liberalis, Metamorphoses 31), and there is a strong
tradition of attribution of Greek myths and cults to them, emphasising the extent to which
their identity was refracted through Greek perceptions. What these peoples called
themselves is open to question. Some sources give an indigenous rather than Greek
suggestion for the origin of the term ‘lapygia’, deriving it from a Hellenisation of the Italic
name Apulia’ rather than from the eponymous Greek hero Iapyx (Hdt. 7.170), while
Strabo indicates his belief (6.3.1) that the Peucetii were known in their own language as
‘Poediculi’. However, in his attempt to unravel the Italian and Greek names for the peoples
of Apulia, he comes to the conclusion that they were uncertain (Strab. 6.3.8, 6.3.11).
Nevertheless, there is no certain way of recovering the common ethnic name(s) of the
populations of ancient Apulia, and thus we are lacking one of our most fundamental
indicators of whether a common ethnic identity existed or not. The extent of the difficulty
is highlighted by Strabo’s statement (6.3.8) that the population of northern Apulia did not
call themselves Daunii or Peucetii and had not — in his view — done so other than in their
early history. - : .

The ancient sources attribute the origins of the population of southeast Italy — as they
do the origins of many other Italian peoples — to migration from elsewhere. A strong strand
in this is a tradition is that the population of this region were in fact Greek, being the
result of a migration from Crete to the southern part of Apulia led by Iapyx, who gives his
name to the lapygians (Hdt. 7.170; Strab. 6.3.6-7). This tradition — which relates primarily
to the most heavily Hellenised southern part of Apulia — is known from a relatively early
date, but there are also other migration traditions which interleave with it. A similarly
Greek emphasis can be found in sources on Daunian origins, which feature the hero
Diomedes founding cities and sanctuaries in the region after the end of the Trojan war
(Strab. 6.3.9; Plin. HN 3.104; Musti 1988: 173-95). There is, however, a later tradition,
appearing for the first time in the second century BC, and taken up by Roman writers,
notably Varro, that the populations of Apulia were not in fact of Greek origin but were the
result of a migration from Illyria (Plin. HN 3.102; Lombardo 1991: 59-61).

Despite the wealth of literary information, this leaves a major gap to be filled. These
sources tell us much about the perception of the ethnicity and origins of the inhabitants of
southeast Italy amongst the Greeks and Romans, who naturally had their own set of
preconceptions and ideas about defining other peoples, and provide a fascinating insight
into how identity can be externally constructed and imposed. However, they tell us little
about what the inhabitants of the region actually thought themselves about where they
came from and how they defined their own identity. Modern archaeology has somewhat
compounded the problem, but looking to test out the possibility of migrations into the
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region from either the Aegean or (following the later Hellenistic and Roman tradition)
from Illyria, and by seeking to map the ethnographic patterns of Strabo and other ancient
geographers onto the archaeology of the region. While there is evidence (De Juliis 1988b:
594-606; D’Andria 1988: 653-8) that the late ninth—eighth centuries BC were a period in
which the early Iron Age cultures of the region were rapidly diversifying into a number of
regional sub-groups, there is no direct evidence that this is the result of a division into
politically discrete and culturally conscious ethnoi, rather than a response to changing social
structures, economic pressures.or. opportunities, and a greater range of external contacts
with the emergent Greek settlements to the south and the cultures of central Italy to the
north and west. The essential problem with the literary evidence is that it produces a
classic circular argument. Greek and Roman authors, many of them writing in the
Hellenistic period or later, clearly perceived and sought to rationalise and explain a
cultural pattern within this region — regionalised sub-cultures roughly corresponding to
northern, central and southern Apulia, a linguistic and cultural connection with Illyria, a
strong element of Hellenism — but this does not mean that their ethnic perceptions or
myths of ethnogenesis necessarily correspond to reality within the region.

URBANISATION, SOCIAL CHANGE AND THE EVOLUTION OF
STATE IDENTITY

One of the key features of southeast Italy in the eighth—third centuries BC is that it
develops a relatively dense settlement pattern, at least in parts of the region, and also
shows signs of growing urbanisation at a relatively early date." Archaeologically, the
pattern of urban development is a complex one and shows some considerable variation
across the region. However, it is clearly a result of changing indigenous social and political
structures, not the product of Hellenisation (Herring 1991; Lomas 1994), or of Roman

conquest — despite the high level of colonisation in the north of the region in the third-

second centuries BC.!" By the middle of the sixth century BC, there are perceptible signs of
growth in the size of settlements throughout the region, and also signs of growing social
complexity and changing social structures, which culminate in the emergence of fully-
urbanised settlements by the end of the fourth century. This process represents a series of
profound changes to the social structures, economy, and possibly the political
consciousness of both individual communities and the region. Thus the ethnic identity of
the peoples of southeast Italy must be examined in the light of these major changes to
society and consequently to the identity of individual states and communities.

In the southern part of the region, identified by the ancient sources as the Messapic
area, the groups of smaller sites which were characteristic of Bronze Age and early Iron
Age settlement patterns began to coalesce into larger units by the sixth century BC —
probably large villages rather than cities at this stage (La Geniére 1979). Patterns of
habitation within the settlement areas are characterised by nuclei of houses and associated
burials rather than by a single nucleated habitation area and spatial separation between
burials and habitation. However, there are also sites — Monte Sannace and Cavallino being
perhaps the best investigated examples — which show evidence of a considerable degree of
social and economic complexity (Scarfl 1962; De Juliis & Ciancia 1989; Pancrazzi 1979).
On both of these sites, we have substantial fortifications enclosing a large area, and
evidence of a regular street plan, tombs with great differentiations of wealth, and some
large and elaborate houses (Pancrazzi 1979; De Juliis 1988b), and at Monte Sannace
evidence of a separately fortified acropolis (De Juliis & Ciancia 1989). By the middle of the
fourth century, many sites were nucleated settlements of significant size, characterised by
impressive stone fortifications, an organised street layout, monumental buildings of
probable religious or civic function, and in some case Greek-style temples — in other words
most of the characteristics of a city.'? Surveys of the surrounding areas of some examples
also suggest their emergence as a central place and a growing role in organising the
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economic activity of the adjacent territory and acting as a distribution centre for any
economic surplus. The Valesiosurvey, for instance, indicates that the number of sites in the
area surrounding the city drops sharply as the settlement of Valesium grows in size and
dominance within the area (Boersma & Yntema 1987), as do similar studies of the territory
of Oria (Yntema 1986) and other sites in the hinterland of Brundisium and Tarentum
(Burgers 1998).

In northern Apulia, the area identified by the ancient sources as Daunia, the
development of .cities..is. different. again, The eighth and seventh centuries BC are
characterised by compact, nucleated hill-top settlements, but by the sixth century, larger
settlements with a more dispersed type of internal organisation were becoming the most
characteristic form of settlement (De Juliis 1988b: 605-9). Its leading centres — Arpi,
Teanum and Asculum — were inhabited from the eighth century BC, and begin to emerge
as centres of considerable local importance by the sixth century. Their most striking
characteristic is their size, being much larger than the sites of the central and southern
parts of the region. Arpi, perhaps the largest and best documented of the northern Apulian
cities, was defended by a massive wall and ditch 13km in length; the fortifications at
Teanum are of similar size. Asin the Brindisi area, the settlement patterns of the sixth—
fourth centuries show the population living in groups of houses with associated nuclei of
burials, rather than in a single nucleated settlement. Finds dating to the sixth-fifth
centuries include bucchero, imported black figure and a wide range of local Greek and
Daunian pottery types, indicating contact with Etruscan Campania and the Greek world as
well as a local network of contacts. By the fourth century however, there are traces of
organised street plans at Arpi and also evidence of some substantial peristyle houses,
painted terracottas of Greek type, and some possible traces of public buildings (De Juliis
1988b: 615-20; Guzzo, Labellarte & Mazzei 1991: 151-5; Russo Tagliente 1992). Burials
indicate a highly stratified society; élite chamber tombs, sometimes painted, contain
prestige goods in significant quantities. Both the material culture of the region and the
evidence of architecture and architectural decoration shows evidence of cultural influences
from outside the region, suggesting a wide range of external contacts. Greek influence
seems to have been considerable, ranging from imported Greek pottery to Greek-
influenced architectural terracottas and Greek influence on forms of architecture, notably
the adoption of peristyle houses similar to Greek models, and the development of a less
elaborate house-type similar to the Greek pastas house (Russo Tagliente 1992; Burgers
1998). Elsewhere, there is evidence of a Greek influence in the form and decoration of a
temple of Athena at Canusium (Pensabene 1990). Illyrian influence on material culture,
and in particular pottery types, is also present (De Juliis 1988b; Nava 1990) from an early
date, although it is possible that this was increasing in the fourth century.

Central Apulia has a broadly similar pattern of development, with the emergence of
settlements characterised by a dispersed pattern of habitation and burial, followed by the
enclosure of the area with extensive fortifications, the emergence of evidence for
monumental buildings, possibly with a public or communal function, and the eventual
nucleation of the settlement area, typified by the evolution of Herdonia from the sixth—
fourth centuries BC (Mertens 1995). However, despite the apparent similarities of the
evolution of urban settlement in these three regions of Apulia, and the probable
underlying social and political structures, there has been a tendency by some scholars to
dismiss the settlements of this region as less fully-developed and more characteristic of a
chieftain society than an urban one (D’Andria 1988: 663-4, 692-3, 710-12), with a lower
level of urban development, a later chronology for that which does take place, and fewer
external contacts.

Despite this strong evidence for a considerable level of urbanisation and a high density
of urban settlement from arelatively early date, the internal structures of Messapic society
and the impact of urbanisation on ethnic perceptions are complex issues. Urbanisation, by
analogy with the Greek world, is often assumed to imply the development of polis type
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social and political systems, based on citizenship and participation in the life of the
community. It is also - again by analogy with the Greeks ~ frequently assumed to imply
political autonomy on the part of these cities. However, neither the archaeological nor the
literary evidence for southeast Italy is straightforward on either point. The literary sources
— again mainly Greek - paint a picture of a highly stratified society and also imply the
persistence of the ethnos as the main political unit. They focus on powerful individuals, who
are named as kings or as tyrannoi, some of whom are said to be rulers of the Messapians,
rather than of specific cities." This sits rather h“;ﬂ:‘:s"i.l;"w;ihf}'i'the archaeological evidence for
urbanisation, and for a contrary trend in some sources which also emphasises Messapia as
a region of many poleis (Strab. 6.3.5; Lombardo 1991: 99-61). One possibility is that the
Greeks were in fact misreading powerful and dominant local aristocrats as kings .
(Lombardo 1991: 68-70). This is not at all unlikely; the political and social domination of
communities by a small number of gentes or individuals is not at all uncommon in archaic
Italy, and even persists into the Roman period. The behaviour of Arpi in 216 BC, for
instance is determined almost entirely by the leading man of the city, Altinius Dasius, who
instigates a revolt from which he then attempts to reverse (App. Hann. 31-32; Polyb. 3.88,
118; Livy 24.45-7).

Both archaeology and epigraphy provide support for the idea that society in Messapia was
highly stratified and that close-knit kinship groups were an important element in this society,
persisting long after the formation of urban centres. One of the most persistent
characteristics of settlements in all areas of southeast Italy is the tendency for them to be
organised as clusters of habitations, each with their own associated cemeteries, rather than
as a single nucleated habitation area, and for substantial areas of open or cultivated ground
to be included within the settlement area (De Juliis 1988b; Lomas 1994: 65-70; Burgers
1998: 196-7, 218-21). This form of spatial organisation seems to reflect a society based on
close-knit kinship groups, in which the living space, and burial space of each gens is clearly
reflected in the topography of the community. In the archaic period, this is accompanied by
disparities in the wealth of grave goods which have been compared by some scholars to the
phenomenon of princely burials in other areas of Italy, notably Latium and Etruria (De Juliis
1988b: 609-11); Burgers (1998: 218-20, 241-6) further notes that in the settlements of the
Brindisi region, most concentrations of burials only contain small numbers of wealthy
examples, presumably the burial of the head of the gens. By the end of the fourth century BC,
these structures are changing to a more familiar pattern of fully-nucleated settlements with
a separation between the cemetery areas and the inhabited areas, and less marked variations
in the wealth of grave goods. This may, in itself, be a reflection of a shift towards a stronger
state identity, with the communal organisation and identity beginning to take precedence
over that of the individual gentes (Burgers 1998: 259-63, who also notes that it mirrors some
of the social and economic changes of Hellenistic Tarentum).

Despite this evidence for social change, the gens or kinship group seems to have retained

some importance. Even in the later history of the region there is evidence from many cities
* of substantial chamber tombs, many of them painted (De Juliis 1998b; Mazzei & Lippolis
1984; Guzzo, Labellarte & Mazzei 1991; Mazzei 1995), which seem to indicate that even if
the high degree of social stratification and primacy of the gens which is found in the archaic
period was disappearing, élite families still formed a central element in the urban society
of southeast Italy. There is also some corroborative evidence from literary sources. One of
the factors which is consistently highlighted in the literary sources for Italian communities
in the fourth-second centuries BC is the extent to which élite kinship groups remain both
socially and politically important.™ It is striking that the politics of pre-Social war Italy -
and even more so Italy before the Hannibalic war — hinge largely on the behaviour of élite
families and individuals (Cornell 1995). The actions of leading men in particular cities,
and the interaction between powerful individuals across state and ethnic boundaries
remains an important factor in determining social developments, political decisions and
inter-state contacts (Ampolo 1976/77; Cornell 1995: 122-45; Lomas 2000). Set against this
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background, the case for a growth in importance of state identity can be inferred from the
changes in habitation structure and burial customs identified by Burgers, but it would be
dangerous to infer the disappearance of kinship groups - in the form of élite families — as
an important feature of the social and political landscape of these communities.

There is also a significant quantity of epigraphic evidence for the importance of kinship
groups in the society of southeast Italy. This material carries its own set of interpretative
problems, since Messapic inscriptions tend to be short and formulaic, and occur almost
exclusively in ritual contexts, being either funerary or votive in nature. Studies of the
personal names contained in them, however, again point to the persistent importance of
kinship groups. A significant number of texts contain only a single name, but there are
equally a significant body of texts in which the names of both men and women have a
complex construction involving two (or sometimes three) elements. This latter group seems
to divide between names which are composed of a name and patronymic, placing an
emphasis on the immediate family in the Greek manner and those which seem to consist of a
personal name and a family name, in the manner of the praenomen + nomen construction
familiar from other areas of Italy (Daube 1991: 326-7). Some of the more complex examples
have multiple elements including both male and female names, which some studies interpret

" as names of slaves or freedmen/women, thus indicating ownership or clientship rather than a
familial relationship (Daube 1991). Whatever the precise details of name-forms in southeast
Italy, it is clear that a significant number of people used their kinship group as an element in
this and thus as an important element in their personal and social identity:.

»

STATE IDENTITIES AND ETHNIC IDENTITIES IN SOUTHEAST ITALY

The balance of the evidence — both archaeological and epigraphic — seems to show that in
the cities of southeast Italy, as in many other Italian cities, society was highly-stratified and
that close-knit kinship groups remained central to the social and political organisation of

the city well into the Hellenistic period, with evidence for a decrease in the steepness of the-

social hierarchy only apparent from the late fourth/third centuries BC. It also seems to
point to the emergence of an urbanised society, with evidence of increasing levels of spatial
systematisation within settlements and increasing emphasis on investment in the public
areas of the city — agoras, monumentalised public buildings, etc. These factors all point to
the growth in importance of state identities and civic consciousness, albeit in the context of
an élite-dominated society which retained a strong emphasis on kinship groups, but still
leave the question of the nature of ethnic identity, and the extent to which there was a
unifying consciousness of Messapian, Peucetian, or Daunian identity unanswered.

When literary sources are added to the equation, we once more have a conflict. Most
Greek sources treat the Messapians, in particular, as a political unit as well as an ethnic
group, describing a tribal or ethnos-based society in which the primary form of identification
and political unit was the ethnic group. They are described as being ruled by a king,
variously referred to as basileus, tyrannos or dunastes (Paus. 10.13.10; Thuc. 7.33; Strab. 6.3.4,
Justin 12.2.5). At one level, it is easy to see how Greeks, coming from a very different
political tradition, might choose to describe socially and politically dominant Messapic
aristocrats as kings (Lombardo 1991: 68-70), but it must be remembered that this is
fundamentally an external perspective. It still leaves the problem of reconciling an etic
literary tradition which emphasises political unity of the Messapian ethnos under a single
ruler with emic archaeological evidence of the growth of urban identity and evidence for
the increasing predominance of statehood as an important form of self-definition."”

Apart from the archaeological evidence for urbanisation and the growth of civic identity,
there are also some other indicators of the increasing emphasis on state identity by the
fourth century BC. This takes a variety of forms, some of which appear to involve
adaptations of Greek forms of expression. By the fifth century BC, there is epigraphic
evidence, in the form of Greek inscriptions, that some of the communities of southeast

ity
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Italy were identifying themselves by a communal name, but this is very clearly the name of
the state or individual community, not an ethnic name. A bronze caduceus, dating to the
fifth century BC and found at Brindisi carries the Greek inscription “Snpooiov
Bpevbeaivov | Snpooior Bouplov” — “demos of Brundisium | demos of Thurii” (De Simone
1956). It appears to have been a formal state gift from the people of Thurii to the people of
Brundisium, something which appears to indicate a sophisticated level of state identity and
sense of political community. Although the literary sources routinely prioritise the ethnic
names over those of the individual communities, referring to these collectively, the
epigraphic evidence generated by these communities themselves at the same period, in
contrast, shows the opposite pattern — an emphasis on the state rather than the ethnos.

A similar pattern can be seen in the coinage of the region. A number of mints have been
identified in Apulia, mostly issuing coins from ¢.325 BC and, apart from a small number of
exceptions, stopping production after the Roman conquest (Siciliano 1991). Many of the
coins issued show considerable Greek influence in their weight standard and in the coin
types, but most of them also carry an assertion of state identity in the form of the name of
the issuing city, in either Greek or Messapian. Thus we have coinage from Oria carrying
the Messapic legend ORRA, coins of Arpi and Herdonia carrying the Greek legends
ARPANON and ORDONON and coins of Valesium carrying the legend BALETHAS (Head
1911; Siciliano 1991; Rutter, forthcoming). In the case of Arpi, some coins carry the names
of the individuals issuing the coinage, all Messapic but in Hellenised form. Whichever the
language chosen, these are all powerful assertions of statehood and a conscious state
identity by these communities. Essentially, these coin issues are using forms and symbols
borrowed from the Greeks to affirm their own identity and statehood.

We seem, therefore, to have a mutually contradictory pattern emerging, with an
emphasis on a level of ethnic integration and unity in the literary sources which seems to
run contrary to the assertions of statehood and state identity generated from within the
communities themselves. One possible explanation for the tension between literary -
sources for an apparently ethnically-based monarchy and the strong material evidence for
the emergence of strong state identities may lie in a habitual Greek tendency to elide
groups of associated states together. Greek historians frequently fail to specify ‘the
Athenians and their allies’ or the ‘Lacedaemonians and their allies’, using ‘Athenians’ and
‘Spartans’ as a convenient shorthand. Similarly, accounts of the history of Magna Graecia
focus on the deeds of the Tarentines, even when circumstantial detail suggests that there
were other allies, or the Italiote League as a whole, involved (Lomas 1993: 32-3,49-52). 1t
is possible — by analogy - that the Messapian ‘kings’ were in fact leaders of a league or
 alliance of associated but otherwise independent states (Lombardo 1991: 69-70). Burgers
(1998: 222-3, 258-61) suggests that this evidence indicates a level of co-operation between
groups and adoption of a single leader for specific and limited purposes, principally war
and religious ritual, but, paradoxically, sees this as evidence for the fundamentally ‘tribal’
nature of Messapic society. Given the evidence for the emergence of state identities in the
fourth—third centuries BC there does not seem to be a pressing case for necessarily
assuming a tribal or ethnic basis for this behaviour.

Burgers (1998: 216~18) has argued that some of the larger rural sanctuaries in Apulia
may have functioned as centres for ethnically-based activity of either a cultural or political
kind, but this is largely speculative. It is true that there are possible parallels with the role
of sanctuaries in Samnium as centres which were important in reinforcing Samnite ethnic
identity by providing a setting for communal rituals and which were also the centres for
declarations of peace and war and the nomination of a single war leader when necessary
(Salmon 1967; Dench 1995). On the other hand, there are also strong parallels from a
much more immediate source which indicate that the existence of a communal
organisation with an ethnic element to it is not incompatible with strong emphasis on state
identity. The Greeks of southern Italy also had a communal organisation — the Italiote
League — which existed to provide a common focus in times of war, which may have
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appointed a single war leader, and which was centred on a religious sanctuary, one of the
functions of which was to serve as both an affirmation of ethnic and cultural Greekness and
to act as a political centre (Polyb. 2.39; Strab. 6.3.4). Despite this, the evidence for the
importance of state identity to the Greeks is incontrovertible, and much more persistent
than evidence for the rather shadowy and ill-attested Italiote League. In the light of this, it
would seem reasonable to assume that sanctuaries of importance to the ethos, with some
political function as well as significance for the sense of ethnic identity could co-exist with
well-developed state identities. R

Finally, we have some small but mtercstmg msxghts into thc question of ethnic versus
state identity from the Roman period. The second century BC poet Ennius, a central figure
in the development of early Roman literature, came from Apulia. He was a native of
Rudiae and there is evidence (albeit indirect) that he retained a strong sense of local
identity, but again the nature of this identity is unclear. Although some of the fragments of
his work which have survived seem to indicate an interest in his Messapic origin (e.g. Ann.
12. fg. 7), the most specific piece of evidence we have indicates the precise opposite. Cicero
(Orat. 3.162) quotes Ennius as having said “Nos sumus Romani, qui fuimus ante Rudini”
(“we who were previously Rudians are now Romans”), a statement which seems to stress
his citizenship and city of origin as his primary form of identity.

CONCLUSIONS

*

We therefore have a very mixed set of indicators of the ethnicity of southeast Italy. It is
clear that cultural variations and localised cultural identities were visible to outsiders, but
it is far from clear that these add up to conscious ethnic identities in the eyes of the
indigenous inhabitants. There was great uncertainty even in Antiquity about whether any
of the groups identified had their own ethnic name, and even more uncertainty about what
the ethnic names of the populations of the region might have been. The same language is
demonstrably in use throughout the three regions of Apulia, and evidence that the
sanctuaries of the region were the focus of specific ethnic groups rather than functioning as
political meeting places or centres of economic activity is thin on the ground. In contrast,
the evidence for an early evolution of urbanised state identities is stronger, with indication
as early as the fifth century BC that at least some of the developing urban communities
were starting to develop a consciousness of statehood, and increasing emphasis on this
during the fourth and third centuries.

The common ethnic identity, which seems to prevail throughout the history of the
southeast of Italy appears to be a largely etic one. The Messapi, Daunii and Peucetii seem
to correspond to Smith’s ethnic categories, or Ardener’s “hollow categories” (Smith 1991:
20-21; Ardener 1989: 69-71), in other words populations identified by external observers
as constituting a separate ethnic group, but showing little clear evidence of identifying
themselves as such. It appears to be a region where ethnic/cultural groups are clearly
perceived by external observers, but from which we have relatively little evidence of a
strong internal sense of ethnic self-definition. Having said this, however, the possibility of
geographical variation and chronological development must be taken into account.
Herring (this volume) points out that the development of regional styles of Matt-Painted
pottery in the eighth century BC may indicate the formation of local cultural identities or
even ethnic consciousness, which then disappear from view again when Matt-Painted
pottery is supplanted by other — possibly less durable or visible — indicators of cultural
identity. State identity, on the other hand, seems to become increasingly evident from the
late fifth century BC onwards, perhaps indicating that it is a later development.

The growth of state identities in the southeast of Italy is in itself an interesting process.
The early phases of urbanisation in the region are characterised by very steeply stratified
social hierarchies, and an spatial organisation of settlements which suggest that kinship
groups are central to the structure of the community. There has been a tendency in
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archaeological scholarship to see a deep division between chieftain societies, characterised
by this type of steep social stratification and strong gentilicial structure, and often equated
with a ‘tribal’ or ethnic identity, and urban societies in gentilicial groups no longer have a
paramount role (Earle 1991; but cf. Ferguson 1991 for the view that chiefdoms and states
do not represent stages on an evolutionary ladder). In Italy, however, this division is
starting to become blurred. The identity of the gens is becoming recognised as being central
to the early development of the city in many regions of Italy, including Etruria (D’Agostino
1990; Cornell 1995: 163-5; Ampolo 1976/77: 333-45), and this seems to be also the case in.
Apulia, and even in the development of the Greek cities of Italy. The equation between a
chieftain society with a strong gentilicial structure and a tribal or ethnically-based identity
1s in need of reappraisal. In point of fact, the emphasis on the gens rather than the state
may facilitate blurring of ethnic boundaries. As Cornell (1995: 163-5) has pointed out,
mobility across ethnic and political boundaries, particularly at the élite level of society, is
characteristic of communities in Latium and Etruria in the archaic period, and can be a
significant phenomenon as late as the fourth century BC. It is looking increasingly likely
that the same was true of parts of southern Italy (Lomas 2000: 167-85).

This must also be set against fact that recent scholarship has emphasised the ethnically
mixed nature of communities in the areas where Greek settlement took place. This seems
to have applied equally to the communities which eventually evolved into Greek cities and
those which ultimately did not. There are indications that some of the later Greek cities
were both ethnically and culturally mixed during the early years of their existence (cf.
Osborne 1998 on this as a general trend; Carter 1998 on Metapontum; and Wilson, this
volume, on Pithekoussai) and that the same may have been true of some of the
communities of the hinterland (Burgers 1998). The implications of this are that ethnic and
cultural boundaries are in a process of constant renegotiation and that the ultimate
adoption of either a Greek or an Italic identity is something which only develops over time.
However, the profound level of Hellenism adopted by the peoples of southeast Italy in the
fifth-third centuries BC is not necessarily a reflection of an attempt to ‘become’ Greek. As
noted above, some aspects of Hellenism — such as coinage, Greek epigraphic forms, Greek
forms of architectural decoration and building styles for both public buildings and élite
private houses — are closely linked to expressions of state identity. As Herring has noted
(this volume), there is a strong possibility that contact with other groups is the factor
which hardens the boundaries of identity (cf. Hall 1997: 46-8, who notes that identity can
also be defined from within a community but tends to crystallise more when reacting
against a different culture). However, by the fifth century BC at least, there are signs that
the boundaries around which a sense of identity is crystallising are not ethnic but those of
the individual state. However, this increasing level of state definition does not seem to have
been the product of Hellenisation. It is perceptible before the point at which Hellenism
reaches its peak in the fourth century, and it is more likely that it was the product of a
common strand of development shared by both the Greek and non-Greek cities of the
region. As noted in an earlier paper (Lomas 1994), and also discussed in detail by Burgers
(1998) the urbanisation processes and social structure of the Greek cities of the southeast
~ Tarentum and Metapontum - share a remarkable number of features with the non-
Greek cities of the region, perhaps pointing to shared process of development. Rather than
a sharp crystallisation of ethnic boundaries, or of a phase of urbanisation imposed on the
indigenous population by more advanced Greek communities, we perhaps need to think in
terms of a process of regional development taking place against the background of a
cultural koine which included Greek and Italic elements, as well as possible Illyrian
influences, but which included a process of social development which resulted in the
emergence of state identities. The ultimate outcome of this process can be seen in the
Roman period. Many of the usual indicators of ethnic identity — language, some aspects of
material culture, and a common ethnic name — wither away, but a strong sense of
identification with the city of origin remains.
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NOTES

1 For the sake of clarity, the language of the region will be referred to as Messapic, but the region itself
will be referred to throughout as Apulia — the ancient geographical term which comes closest to the area
studied. :

2 A sensitive attempt to interpret these in a way which places the indigenous populations centre-stage has
been made by Lombardo (1991; 1992); see also Musti 1988.

3 Smith 1986; 1991.

4 Renfrew 1987; Hall 1997.

5 But cf. Biadley 1997: 53-5, highlighting problems with this model of the interface between state and ethnos= ~ =

in Umbria and in particular the lack of evidence for a common ethnic name amongst a people which otherwise
displays most of the characteristics of an ethnic group. Communal names which occur in Umbria are those of
states until a relatively late date, cf. also Bradley, this volume.

6 On the internal divisions within the region, see De Juliis 1988a; 1988b; D’Andria 1988.

7 Discussed by De Juliis 1988a; Lombardo 1991; for a comprehensive collection of source material see
Lombardo 1992.

8 See Musti 1988 and Desy 1993: 135-66, for contrasting views of Strabo’s dependence on fourth century
source material for his chapters on Apulia.

9 For a similar interpretation of Messapian, Peucetian and Daunian origins, see De Juliis 1988b.

10 The process begins later than the urbanisation of central Italy (Cornell 1995) and the date at which it
can be regarded as fully urbanised is still a matter of debate (cf. Lomas 1994), but it is clear that major
changes of economic and social organisation begin by the sixth century BC.

11 Luceria (314 BC), Venusium (291 BG) Brundisium (244 BC), Sipontum (192 BC).

12 E.g. Gnathia: porticoed agora and Greek temple (Donvito 1988; Lattanzi 1974); Valesium: agora and
monumental buildings (Boersma & Yntema 1987), Caelia Peucetia: street plan and monumental tombs
(Marin 1982). .
13 Opis, king of the lapygians (Paus. 10.13.10), Artas, king of the Messapians (Thuc. 7.33), kings of the
Daunians and Peucetians (Strab. 6.3.4), king of the Apulians (Justin 12.2.5).

14 e.g. the influence wielded in many cities by a small number of leading individuals or families such as the
Trebii and Mopsii of Compsa (Livy 23.1.1-2), the Vitruvii of Privernum (Livy 8.19.1), the Roscii of Ameria
(Cic. Rosc. Am.), the Caecinae of Volaterrae (Cic. Caecin.), etc.

15 This tension between the ethnos and the polis is also present in the ancient sources. Lombardo (1991: 59~
61) points out that Strabo and others (Strab. 6.3.5; Plin. HN 97-105) depict southern Apulia, in particular asa
heavily urbanised region, describing it in terms of having many poleis.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Ampolo, C. 1976/77. Demarato. Osservazioni
sulla mobiltd sociale arcaica. Dialoghi di

D’Agostino, B. 1990. Military organisation and
social structure in Archaic Etruria. In Murray, O.

Archeologia, 9-10: 333-45
Ardener E. 1989. The Voice of Prophecy and Other
Essays. Blackwell, Oxford..

Boersma, J. & Yntema, D. 1987. Valesio: Storia di
un insediamento Apulo. Montedipe, Fasano.

Bradley, GJ. 1997. Iguvines, Umbrians and
Romans: ethnic identity in central Italy. In

Cornell, TJ. & Lomas, K. (eds), Gender and-

Ethnicity in Ancient Italy: 53-68. Accordia
Specialist Studies on Italy 6. Accordia Research
Institute, University of London.

Burgers, G-JLM. 1998. Constructing Messapian
Landscapes. Settlement dynamics, social organisation
and culture contact in the margins of Graeco-Roman
ltaly. Gieben, Amsterdam.

Carter, J.C. 1998. The chora of Metaponto. The
Necropoleis. 2 vols. University of Texas Press,
Austin.

Catling, R. & Shipley, D.GJ. 1989. Messapian
Zeus: an early sixth-century inscribed cup from
Lakonia. Annual of the British School at Athens, 84:
187-200. :

Cerchiai, L. 1985. I Campani. Longanesi, Milano.-

Cornell, TJ. 1995. The Beginnings of Rome. Italy and
Rome from the Bronze Age to the Punic wars (c.1000-
264 BC). Routledge, London

& Price, S. (eds), The Greek City: From Homer to
Alexander: 59-82. Oxford University Press,
Oxford.

D’Andria, F. 1988. Messapi e Peuceti. In Pugliese
Carratelli, G. (ed.), [ltalia, omnium terrarum
alumna: la civilta dei Veneti, Reti, Liguri, Celti,
Picaeni, Umbri, Latini, Campani ¢ Iapigi: 653-715.
Libri Scheiwiller, Milano.

Diube, EF 1991. Lonomastica messapica:
continuitd e rinnovamento ermenuetico alla luce
dei nuovi dati. In T Messapi. Atti del 30° Conuvegno di
Studi sulle Magna Grecia: 323-44. Istituto per la
storia e 'archeologia della Magna Grecia, Taranto.

De Juliis, E. 1988a. Gli Iapygi. Storia e civilta della
Puglia preromana. Milano.

De Juliis, E. 1988b. Lorigine delle gente lapigie e
la civilta dei Dauni. In Pugliese Carratelli, G.
(ed.), Italia, omnium terrarum alumna: la civilla dei
Veneti, Reti, Liguri, Celti, Picaeni, Umbri, Latini,
Campani ¢ Iapigi: 591-650. Libri Scheiwiller,
Milano.

De Juliis, E. & Ciancia, A. (eds) 1989. Monte
Sannace: Gli scavi dell’acropoli. Congedo editore,
Galatina.

Dench, E. 1995. From barbarians to new men. Greek,
Roman and modern perceptions of peoples from the
central Apennines. Clarendon Press, Oxford.

N



90 KATHRYN LOMAS

De Simone, C. 1956. Un caduceo bronzeo
proveniente da Brindisi. Archeologia Classica, 8:
15-23.

Désy, P 1993.  Recherches sur l'économie apulienne au
IF et au I siécle avant notre ére. Latomus, Brussels.

Donvito, A. 1988. Egnazia dalle Origine alla
Riscoperta Archeologica. Schena, Fasano.

Earle, T 1991. The evolution of chiefdoms. In
Earle, T (ed.), Chiefdoms: Power, economy, ideaology:
1-15. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge

Ferguson, Y. 1991. From chiefdoms to city-states.
The Greek experience. In Earle, T. (ed.),
Chiefdoms: Powey, economy, ideaology: 162-92.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Greco Pontrandolfo, A. 1982. I Lucani: etnografia ¢
archeologia di una regione antica. Longanesi, Milano.

Guzzo, P, Labellarte, M. & Mazzei, M.,
1991.  Aspetti della cultura Daunia durante P’eta
ellenistica. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di
Pisa, classe di letiere e filosofia, 22: 147-73

Hall, J M., 1997. Ethnic identity in Greek antiquity.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge

Head, B.V. 1911. Historia Numorum. 2nd edn.
Oxford University Press, Oxford.

Herring, E. 1991. Socio-political change in the
south Italian Iron Age and Classical periods: an
application of the Peer Polity Interaction model.
Accordia Research Papers, 2: 33-54.

Jones, S. 1997. The Archaeology of Ethnicity.
Routledge, London.

La Genitre, J. de 1979. The Iron Age in Southern
Italy. In Ridgway, D. & Ridgway, F. (eds), Italy
Before the Romans: 59-93. Academic Press,
London.

Lattanzi, E. 1974. Problemi topografici ed
urbanistici dell’antica Egnazia. Cenacolo, 4: 9-21.

Lomas, K. 1993. Rome and the Western Greeks 350 BC
~ AD 200. Conguest and Acculturation in Southern
Italy. Routledge, London.

Lomas, K. 1994. The city in southeast Italy.
Ancient topography and the evolution of urban
settlement, 600-300 BC. Accordia Research Papers,
4: 63-77.

Lomas, K. 2000. The polis in Italy: Ethnicity and
citizenship in the western Mediterranean. In
Brock, R. & Hodkinson, S. (eds), Alternatives to the
Democratic Polis: 167-85. Oxford University Press,
Oxford.

Lombardo, M. 1991. 1 Messapi: Aspetti della
problematica storica. In I Messapi. Atti del 30°
Convegno di Studi sulla Magna Grecia: 38-109.
Istituto per la storia e I'archeologia della Magna
Grecia, Taranto.

Lombardo, M. 1992. I Messapi ¢ la Messapia. Fonti
letterarie greche e latine. Congedo, Lecce.

Marin, M. (ed.) 1982. Ceglie Peucetia. Dedalo, Bari.

Mazzei, M. 1995. Arpi. Llpogeo della Medusa ¢ la
necropoli. Edipuglia, Bari.

Mazzei, M. & Lippolis, E. 1984. Dall’Ellenizzazione
all'eta tardoreppublicana. In Mazzei, M. (ed.), La
Daunia Antica, dalla preistorica all’altomedioevale: 185~
252. Longanesi, Milano.

Mertens, J. (ed.) 1995. Herdonia. Scoperta di una
citta. Institut Historique Belge de Rome,
Brussels & Roma. e s e,

Musti, D. 1988.  Strabone ¢ la Magna Grecia: Citté ¢
popoli dell’ltalia antica. Editoriale Programma,
Padova.

Nava, M. 1990. Greek and Adriatic influences in
Daunia in the Early Iron Age. In Descoeudres, J.-
P. (ed.), Greek Colonists and Native Populations: 560
78. Oxford University Press, Oxford & Canberra.

Osborne, R. 1998. Early Greek colonisation? The
Nature of Greek settlement in the West. In Fisher,
N. & van Wees, H. (eds), Archaic Greece: New
approaches and new evidence: 251-67. Duckworth &
The Classical Press of Wales, London.

Pancrazzi, O. et al. 1979. Cavallino I. scavi e ricerche
1964-7. Congedo editore, Galatina.

Parlangeli, O. 1960. Studi Messapici. Istituto
Lombardo di scienze e lettere, Milano.

Pensabene, P 1990. 1l tempio ellenistico di S.
Leucio di Canosa. In Torelli, M. (ed), Italici in
Magna Grecia. Lingue, insediamenti e strutture.
Osana, Venosa.

Renfrew C. 1987. Archaeology and Language: the
Puzzle of Indo-European Origins. Penguin, London.

Russo Tagliente, A. 1992. Edilizia domestica in
Apulia ¢ Lucania. Ellenizzazaione ¢ societa nella
tipologia abitativa indigena tra VIIT ¢ III secolo a.C.
Congedo editore, Galatina.

Rutter, N.K. (forthcoming). Historia Numorum. 3rd
edn. Oxford University Press, Oxford.

Salmon, E.T. 1967. Samnium and the Samnites.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Santoro, C. 1982. Nuovi studi Messapici, Vol. L
Congedo editore, Galatina.

Scarfi, B.M. 1962. Gioia del Colle — Labitato
peucetico di Monte Sannace. Notizie degli Scavi di
Antichita: 3-283.

Siciliano, A. 1991. Le zecche della Messapia. In J
Messapi. Atti del 30° Convegno di Studi sulla Magna
Grecia:  224-54. Istituto per la storia e
Parcheologia della Magna Grecia, Taranto.

Smith, A.D., 1986. The Ethnic origins of nations.
Blackwell, Oxford

Smith A.D. 1991. National Identity. Penguin,
London.

Yntema, D. 1986. La ricerca topografica nel
territorio Oritano. Archivio Storico Pugliese, 39: 3-86.




