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XIL Interpretation of Two Punic Inferiptions,
on ' the Rewf:/}z; of two Siculo-Punic Coins,
publifbed by the Prince di ‘Torremuzza,
and never bitherto explained. In a Letter
o M. Maty, M. D. Sec. R. 8. from the
Rev. John Swinton, B. D. F. R. S. Cuflos

Archivarum. of . the Univerfity of Oxford,

Member of -the Acad:my degli Apatlﬁl at

Florence, and of the Btrufcan Academy

of 'Cortona in. Tufcany.

Dear Str,

H E two Punic legends, of ‘which

I am now to attempt. an interpre=
tanon, have been jpubh(hed together with five others,
by the Prm (1) di "Torremuzza, in his volume of
ancient in cx,lptxons; printed at Palermo, in 176g.
‘As the coins, ‘on which they have been preferved
feem extremely curious, and are unnoticed by any
other author; the Royal Society will- mdulge me the
liberty of tranfmlttmg them my fentiments of thofe
wvery valuable - remains - of antiquity, in this: paper,

‘drawn- up in’ the fhorteft and ‘moft. concife manner
‘poffible.”

(1) Sicil. st objacent. infular. veter. infiript, nov. - colledt, &e.
elafl, XX. p. 292, 293. Panormi, 1769.
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The firft of thefe minute infcriptions, (See T'as. HI.
. 7.) which is the firft of thofe publifhed (2) by the
Prince di Torremuzza, in the place here referred to,
adorns a fine Punic tetradrachm, as it fhould feem, welk
enough preferved 5 which on one fide prefents toour
view the head of a woman, and three l?ihes ; but, on
the reverfe, the head of an horfe, behind which ftands a
palm tree, attended by an infeription, in the exergue,
~ formed of feven Punic letters. The workmanfhip,
as well as the types, is probably fimilar to that of the
filver medals of Men=z, by me defcribed and ex-
plained, in (3) one of my former papers.

The firft of the letters, of which this infcription is
compofed, will be allowed an Ain of the ufual Punic
form. This may be colleCted from the (4) coins of
Menz, juft mentiened, as well as others, that might
eafily be produced. The fecond feems to be Nun.
But it has been inaccurately taken, and is in reality
Mem. This is likewife clearly evinced by the
{5) legends on the reverfes of other fimilar Siculo-
Punic coins. The third is undeubtedly the Punic

¢2) Ibid. p. 292

(3) Philofoph. Tranfadt. Vol, L1V, Tab. xi. n. 1. p. 9g, 404.

(4) Phslofoph. Tranfalt. ubi fup, ‘

(s5) Philofoph. Tranfaii. ubi fup. D, Bernard. Aldret. Par.
Antzguedad. de Efpan. . p, 577—180. D, Vincen. Juan de
Lafbanof. Muf. de.las Medal. dsfconocid. Efpagol. Tab. 45. En
Hucfca, 164 5. Pellere Recueil de Medaill. &c, Fom. Trois. pa
22 pl. 88. 0. 5. A Paris, 1763. Memoir. de Litterat. de " Asadem,
s Infoript. & Bell. Lettr. ©¢, Tom. Treatiemy, p. 417, pl. i«
&. 8 9 19, 12. A Paris, 3764 :
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or Peenician Samech (0), nearly as it appears in the fa-
mous Maltefe infcription, and not unlike the form of
that element exhibited by one of thofe found at Citium,
now in the Bodleian Library, Oxon. The fourth
and fixth are fo (7) like the Punic and Pheenician
Ghimel that they cannot well pafs for any other ele-
ment. ‘The fifth is manifeftly Hbeth (8), though it
feems to have fomewhat fuffered from the injuries of
time. The feventh (g) greatly refembles the moft
common figure of Thau, and therefore we cannot be
mueh miftaken if we take it for that letter. The
powers of the Punic charalters forming the in-
fcription ftanding thus, we may, I conceive, read the
whele AM SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, which is
but a fmall variation from the word SEGESTE, or
SEGESTA, the Greck and Latin name (10) of a con-
fiderable maritime city of Sicily, not far from Eryx,
where money was coined, after the-Greeks ((1) had
poflefled themfelves of the place. The medal there-
fore adorned with this minute Punic infcription may,
without any impropriety, be fuppofed to have been
emitted from the mint at Segefta, as the Punic words,
AM SEGHEGT, or SEGEGTH, POPVLVS
SEGESTANVS, appear upon it, when the Cartha-

(6) Philofoph. Tranfacl, vbi fup. Vol. LIV. Tab, xxii, p.
394+ Niemoir. de Litterat, e, ubi fup.

(7) Philojoph. Tranfadt. ubi fup. Tab. xxiv. p. 408, 4¢9.

(8) Philofoph. Tranfat. ubi fup. p. 404. & Tab. xxiv.

(q) Philofoph. Tranfadd. ¥ol. LIV. Tab. xi. p. 99. & Tab..
AXIV. P 404.

{1q) Chrift. Cellar, Natit. Orb. Antiqu. Lib. I ¢, xii. p.
397> 390.
(31) Fil Parut. La Sicil, Num. in Numedi Segeft.

ginians
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g;mam were. mafters: of :that/ mty, and" dceﬂpxed all
the adjacent territory: appcrtammw toit.
8 Carthaginians were a&ualiy pofiefled, ‘for
a certain, period, of  tha v of Sicily where 'Etyx
and Segefta had their fituation,  does “not’ ‘only ‘appear
(1@) from angient hiftory; bt likewife:from a: long
Punic. mfcupnon, foundat the former' of thofe places
“This .infription- has been (15 “-‘pubh{hed by 'the
e di Torremuzza, who extradted it from Sig.
Aptomo Cordiei’s m'mufcript hxﬁory of Eryx, with
a.copy of::which: he was: fupplied 'bySig:* Dominica
Schnavo, in the very: vaiuable and: Ieaméd work ‘imien=
tioned.in the beginning of :this pager.
~ That fach rough'and- unicoutht'words as SEG-
HEC T, or SEGEGTH, with vowels {carct ‘”"‘uﬁ‘ic:-
to form, or facilitate,!the: pi'onunoxaenon,f ‘no
unknown to-the:Carthaginians; : we may 'infé n
the words SBAQTNL,: ENGKARA, ESCQVAR,
FIEGKV,GHERQ; IGHASESC, 'and many others
that ogeur in the remains of the ancient Punic tongue,
which (14):at-prefent exift in :the vernaculdr lan-
guagc,of ¢ Maltefe.
- From: what ‘has been: here-advanced, it is mcom
teﬂab}y clear; - that_ SEGESTE or SEGESTA, is 1
word of a Punic origin; whxch, indeed, has been
obferved by the famous Bochart. - That' learneéd au-

(12) Polyb ' Diod,’ Sic: Liv. Orof. &c., Univ. Hift. Vol. vi.
p. 829 et alib. Lond.’ 1742

(13) Sicil, et objacent, dnfular, vmr, infeript. nov, collet.: e,
clafl xx.'p. 2g6,’ 297 Panormii, 176 Q-

(14) Canonico_Gie-Pietro; ¥rancefco: Agius, de! Seldanis, in
Lizisnar. Punico-Maltel. paﬂ ‘In Roma, 1750.

4 thor
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thor has (1) fufficiently exploded the fabulous ac-
count of Acefta, the pretended founder of Segefta,
given us by fome of the ancient writers; though,
for want of the affiftance of the Punic coin before
me, he could not hit upon the true name the city
now in view, at leaft when .the medal I am con~
fidering firft appeared, went under amongft . the
Carthaginians,

- As.no chronological characters occur on the piece
confidered here, the time when it was ftruck can=
not, with any precifion, be afcertained.. 'That ope-
ration muft, hewever, have preceded the conclufion
of the firft Punic war; fince the Carthaginians, by the
treaty of peace which terminated that war, ceded
the (16) whole of their  pofieflions in the ifland of
Sicily to the Romans. Nay, the medal I am en-
deavouring to throw fome light upon was probably
prior, perhaps many years, to the furrender of
Segefta(17) to the Romans, inthe beginning of the
firft Punic war, when the inhabitants of Segefta put
the African garrifon there to the fword, about 258
years before the birth of CurisT; the Carthagi-
nians feeming never to have been poffefied of  this
ancient city, after that tragical event,

(15) Sam. Bochart..Chan. lib. L. c. 27. p. 5§63, 564. Fran-
eofurti ad Moenum, 1681:. / ’
(16) Polyb." Liv. Orof. Zonar, &e. Univ. Hift. Vol. vi.
Lond. 1742,
P 829. Lond. 1742.

H. The
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1I.

“The fecond of the two abovementioned (See T as.
I1I. n. 8.) infcriptions, which s the fixth of thofe pub-
lifhed, in the place above refered to, by the Prince di
Torremuzza, is compofed of feven letters. Of thefe
the firft and fecond are undoubtedly Ain and Mem, as
we may certainly infer from a fimilar infcription, on
the reverfes of other Punic coins, that have been (18)
heretofore explained. The third muft be He, as it
fo (19) much refembles a form of the Greek Epfilon;
the antient figures of the fifth element in the Greek,
Pheenician, and Samaritan alphabets having (20)
been originally the fame. The fenfe of the infcrip-
tion feems likewife abfolutely to require this. The
fourth letter is apparently Mem (21), as will be al-
lowed by every one in the leaft acquainted with the
ancient Siculo-Punic, and Siculo-Phenician, cha-
ra&ers. The fifth is Hbeth, or Heth, as we may
colleét from (22) other medals, fimilar to that on

(18) Pbhilofoph, Tranfact. Memsir. de Litterat. de P’Acad. des
Infeript. & Bell. Lett. &c. D, Bern, Aldret. D. Vincen. Juan
de Laftanos. Peller. ubi fup.

(19) Sig. Haverc. de Lit. Gree. Differt. p. 248, 249 Vid.
Syllog. Scriptor. qui de ling. Greae. red?. pronuntiat. &c. Lugduni
Batavorum, 1736.

(20) Vid. Hadr. Reland. D. Bern. de Montfauc. Don Luis
Jofeph Velazquez, Chith. aliofque Scriptor. quam plurim.

(21) Philofaph. Tranfact. Memoir. de Litterat. de I’ Acad, des
Infeript. & Bell. Lettr. &c. Aldret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi
fup.

f222) Phijofoph. Tranfalt. Vol, LIV, Tab. xxiv. p. 408, 409.
& Tab. xi. n. 1. p. 99, 404. .

which
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wvhich this legend has been preferved. Part of this
element, however, has been defaced by the injurics
of time ; which to demonftration appears (23), not
only from coins already publithed, but likewife from
others preferved in the cabinets of the great and the
curious, to which eafy accefs may be had. The
fixth muft be Nurn, as we may conclude from all the
abovementioned (24) coins. The draught of it, how-
cver, given us by the Prince di Torremuzza, feems
fomewhat to refemble one of the forms of Mer, and
therefore it was probably not taken with the ut-
moft accuracy ; the Prince, perhaps, not being fo
thoroughly converfant with the various figures of the
Siculo-Punic, and Siculo-Pheenician, letters, and
learned men but little acquainted with thofe figures
pretty frequently miftaking one fimilar letter for
another. This character likewife is apparently different
from the form of Mem, in the fame infcription, and
feems not a little to refemble the ufual form of Nun;
as will appear to every one, examining it with proper
attention. 'The feventh is Thau, as will be admitted,
I believe, by every one verfed in this branch (25)
of literature. The infcription, therefore, of which
Tam at prefent attempting an interpretation, is formed
of the two words =yt ny, AM HAMMA-
HANOTH, HAMMEHNOTH, or HAMME-
NOTH, POPVLVS MENENIVS, or MENA-

(23) Philofaph. Tranfast. Vol. LIV. p. 99, 404, & Tab. xi. n.
1. p. 99, Me/r-noir. de Litterat, &c, ubi (?xp: PJ?’[I. n. 7,8, g,
10; 12. p. 417. Aldret. Laftanof. Peller. &c. ubi fup.

(24) Philsf. Tranf. Mem. de Litterat, &c. A dret. Laftanof,
Peller, ibid.

(25) Barthel, Peller. &c.
Vor. LXI, o RVM
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RVM POPVLYVS, as we-ma;lr,ﬁnd rendered incon-
teftable by other (26) fimilar coins.

In Hebrew the prefix i1 is not feldom added to the
(27) beginning of the proper names of provinces,
cities, and towns. So 1PN M, AND VIEW-
ED AL Jehof. vii. 2. 9930 7y ©vown i, FROM
SHITTIM TO GILGAL. Mich. vi. §. 350
apba, ANDALL THE CITIES OF GILE-
AD.  Jehof. xiii. 25. To which'l could add many
more inftances of the fame mode of expreflion, that
might, with equal facility, be produced. As the
Punic and Pheenician languages therefore (28) a-
greed in moft points with the Hebrew, we may na-
turally fuppofe the Pheenician, or Carthaginian, in-
habitants: of Menz to have imprefled the ' words
rnn oy, AMHAMMENOTH, upon their
moft ancient coins.

‘The medal, which has conveyed down to us this
infeription;  through fuch a feries of ages, is of the
tetradrachmal form; and of a very confiderable anti-
quity. It has a ‘place affigned it in the (29} very
valuable cabinet of ‘the Prince di- Torremuzza,
though he has not favoured us with a draught of it.
On one fide it ‘exhibits the head of .a woeman, god-
defs, or tutelary . deity of the place where it was
ftruck, with three fiflves fporting sound it ; ‘and on

(26) Phil. Tranf, Meom. de Litterat, &c. Aldret. Laftanof.
Peller. ubi fup.

- (a7) Johan. Buxterf. Thefuwr. Grammat. Ling. Sanct. Hebr.
ps 385 Bafdlem, 1651, _

(28) Sam. Bechart. Chan. Vib,Il..c. 3. Philgfoph. Tranfact.
VYol LIIE, p. 2g2. & Vol. LIV. p. 134. ‘

(29) Sicil. et objacent. infular. veter, infiript. nou. colleff. e
. xx p. 293. Panormi, 176g. n

he
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the reverfe .a_horfe’s head, under which, appears the
mfcnptron, that: is.one. of .the incipal
my attention, in thi |
lefs to remark, that the hc:rfe s head is one of the 'moﬂ:
ufual fymbolw on:the reverfes of the it
ginian coins.:

‘With regard to the third charaéter here, taken, |
Id beg .leave to remark, that it |
the crefcent or. lunated form of\,.: the

antrqurty, theugh ‘n@t the (30
Greeks. - That. it; wa ar 5
Cefar’s days, has been proved from (3 1) ‘the coins of ‘
'Entella, coeval with that _emperor.. And that it was
Known in Italy mapy years, perhaps feveral gcnera-
txorrs, before (32) th inithing ftro ;

cu €K fepulc al 1 1 : ; ‘%
ed. yP D. G‘L ,r.atjb’e"fé;,‘B df :’ T
ticular account will be- found fxn the very valuafalc
work referred to here

ferved on two ani:lent Greek: flatues of Speuﬁﬁp
and’ Xenocrates, ‘mentioned by""av‘ very ‘ learned
modern author.” It may therefore “with' fufficient

Deé Lit, Grae. Differt. p 248,249 in' Sylloge

(30) Slg Haverec,
i Grac. ver: et rect. pronun, &c. Lugdun.

Scriptor. . qui_de lin
Batavorum, 1736,

(31) Fil. ‘Parut. La Sicil. nim. Tab, cxiv.' 0. 2; 3+ Sig: 'Hav.
ubi fup,

(32) Sag. di Differtax. Accademich,” di’ “Corton, Tom. 1L p.
157. In Roma; 1738.

(33) Sig. Haverc. ubi fup. p. 248.

O 2 pro-
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propriety, be fuppofed as ancient as at leaft the later
ages of the Carthaginian empire in Sicily, if not
much older. That the moft. ancient form of the
‘Greek Epjfilon was alfo fometimes imprefled upon the
Punic medals of Menz, is rendered inconteftable by
a moft valuable tetradrachm of that city, publithed
(34) by M. Pellerin, The firft letter of the legend,
on the reverfe of that tetradrachm, is the Punic Ain,
not very accurately taken; and the third is undoubt-
edly the oldeft Pheenician, Samaritan, and Greek
figure of He or Epfilon, brought by Cadmus out of
Pheenicia, and reprefenting, according (35) to Euri-

(34) Peller. Resueil de Medaill. &c. Tom, Troif. p. 22. pl.
88.n. 8. A Paris, 1763. The city of Menz, the Mmai of
Ptolemy, was built by Deucetius, king of the Siculi, but fubject
to the Carthaginians, from the days.of Dionyfius the elder; king
of Syracufe, to the time of Timoleon, the Corinthian, according -
to Diodorus Siculus ; in fome part of which interval, the piece
1 have been confidering, as well as all others fimilar to it, was
probably ftruck. From Menz’ being a town of the Siculi,
and inhabited by them and the Greeks, M. Barthelemy infers,
that it never was fubje& to the Carthaginians, and that there-
fore the piece in queftion could not poffibly have made its firft
appearance there, But the former of thefe aflertions is exprefsly
contradi¢ted by Diodorus Siculus, and therefore the latter of
them muft neceffarily fall to the ground. Of this the learned
antiquary above-mentioned feems to have been (ufficiently aware,
when he declares, that he does not give us for demonftration
what he has advanced on this head. I muft beg leave here far-
ther to remark, that the word 112 cannot well he tranflated
Caftra here, as the proper names of cities are generally, if not
always, pointed out to us, by the Jegends on the reverfes of fuch
ceins, Diod. Sic. lib. xi. c. 78, Vid. etiam lib. xii. xiii.
xiv. See the Univ. Hiff, Vol. VIL p. 535. Lond. 1747.

“( 35)- Euripid: et Agath. Tragic, apud Athen, Deipnofaph.

o de € 208 )

pides,
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pides, and Agathon, in Athenzus, an obliquated
- trident. 'That infcription is formed of the very fame
letters with thofe that conftitute the legend I am con-
fidering, and confequently will admit of the fame
interpretation. Nor can this be matter of furprize
to thofe who confider, not only that the firft figure
of the Greek Epfilon was (36) borrowed from the
earlier Pheenicians, but likewife that the later form
of that element, which was alfo fufficiently ancient,
as I have here inconteftably proved, might likewife
have been deduced from a later figure of the Phee-
nician, or Punic, He, in a country chiefly occupied
by the Greeks (37), Pheenicians, and Carthaginians,
for a very confiderable period. And that this was
really the cafe, from the legend on the reverfeof the
coin of which I am now attempting an interpretation,
feems abundantly clear. The Prince di Torremuzza
has likewife (38) rendered the antiquity of this form
of the Pheenician, or Punic, He inconteftable. All
which confiderations being maturely weighed, and
due attention given to the medals here defcribed ; the
power of the third element of the legend, or infcrip~
tion, before me, will appear, I would flatter myfelf,
“to be fufficiently afcertained.

(36) Edm. Chifhal. Infiript. Sig. Sig. Haverc. ubi fup.

(37) Herodot. Thucyd. Polyb. Diod. Sic. Liv. Strab. Orof,
Zonar. &c.

(38) Prolegom. p. 39, 40. From the Siculo-Punic medals
mentioned in this paper, as well as many others, it feems clearly
to appear, that the grefix {1 was never annexed to the word 22,
AM, POPVLVS, on the Siculo-Punic coine, as M. Barthelemy
has been pleafed to aflert, but to the proper name of the place
immediately following it. This, if allowed, muft be decifive in fae
vour of what [ have formerly advanced, relative to the power of

the charafter taken by that learned antiquary for He, butby me
Yor Mem. Philofaph, Granfact. Vol LIV, p. 397
If
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L If 7iwhat has been“’uf’c advanced fhould be admitted
wﬂl 'readll allow the oldeft
=Punic coins, to have
he ve' Been almoft per-
thofe of that letter ‘exhibited by
“Samaritan, Greek, and Etrul-
2 | ng more c nfonant to
the fait f hxﬁory than fuch a notion.” We cannot
therefor [Uppofe"He to have tefembled any ‘of ' the
for f Mem, ot rather to have been reprefente& by
“thofe fdrm.s, as M.’ Barthelemy (39), ‘without
any juft groun ds fof his opinion, has actually fuppofed,
re remote from truth than fuch
Antient hiftory, t coins, and the
f the thing itfe] rotwithftanding his exalted
he grcat"‘ﬁgure he {o juftly'r kes in'the
[ ‘ ecide the point in’ que(hon moft
ly and evide ﬁly.agam&hnn. '
rwi vail him to (40) affert, that ¢
lenz differ in feveral refpe@ts from thofc
‘ ' 'I.and that the (41)
m R ‘than that of the
PIGCCS which are the acknowledged productions of that
city. For that the workmanthip of feveral of the Punic
and Pheenician coins is highly finithed and elegant,and
that the tafte and genius of ‘thofé coins differ con-
fiderably  from the. manner of thofe ftruck by the
Greeks and the Romans, will not admit of a.doubt.

greatly' refemble of’
“ {;he fam‘ wit

(36) Barthel. in Memoir. de Litterat. ¢, de 1 Aeadem. des In-
ﬁrrpt &5 Bell. Lettri €&¢. 'Tom. XXX.'p. 409,4.!0,411,4.17
(40) ‘Barthel. Lettré & Monf. le Marquis Olivieri, &, p. 28,
9 A ‘Paris; 1766
(41) 1d. ibid, p: 28. ‘
The
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The former have not their reverfes diverfified by
fuch a variety of fymbols as have the latter. The
Carthaginians, in particular, feem to have adorned
their medals with very few fymbols, or types; and
thofe fuch:as were; for the moft: patt, common to’ all
the cities and towns fubjeét to their, republic.: As the
legend therefore, on the . rever(e of the. medal T
have been endeavourmg to explam, is “clear and ex-
prefs in favour of my explication, ‘and plamly ‘points
out to us the place where it was ftruck ; the above-
mentioned (42) objections, hinted at by M. 'Abbé,
after what has been juft obferved, will fall to the
ground‘ of éourfe, and not be alloWed “by the beft
and moft competent judges of the pointin-queftion, to
have the leaft tendency ‘to invalidate what has been
advanced in favour of my opipion.

Several urious particulars, not hitherto touched
upon, are deducible from the co ”rather my ex-=
phcatten of the coin, I have bee \fi enng. ut
as I have already exceéded the 'limits propofed” to
myfelf, when I began this paper, it is time to con-
clude; Wthh I thall beg leave. to do, with aﬂurmo
you, that 1 am,

Good Sir,
Your much obliged,
and moft obedient, humble. fervant,

Chrift-Church, Oxon. . P
O&ober 2, 1770, JOhﬁ%SWlﬂmﬂ-:

(-4%} ‘Lettre @ Monf. le. Marquss Olivieriy &c. ipo.27, 285 29+

XY, Extratt



