
THE ANCESTRY OF F�ENIUS FARSAIDF �ENIUS FARSAID is one of the central actors in the Irish schemeof synthetic history, important both as ancestor of the Gaels andas one of the principal architects of their language.1 In many medievaltexts he is said to have been closely related to two shadowy personagesnamed Baath and Ibath. In the present article I endeavour to identifythe latter doctrine's source; as a preliminary to doing so, I shall brie
ydiscuss the most signi�cant of the texts in question.The simplest version of F�enius's ancestry appears in the Middle Irishcompendium of sacred history Sex Aetates Mundi (SAM). Here we aretold that Magog son of Japhet son of Noah had two sons Baath andIbath. Baath was father of F�enius Farsaid, ancestor of the Scythians.2Ibath was father of Elonius or Alanius, whose three sons Armon, Neguaand Hissic�on fathered the eponymous ancestors of several Europeanpeoples.3 The Miniugud version of Lebar Gab�ala (LG Min.) repeatsthis passage almost verbatim;4 and Dublittir ua hUathgaile's poemR�edigdam, a D�e, do nim, appended to SAM, presents the same doctrine.5 Thethird recension of Lebar Gab�ala (LG R3), and the additional materialin Auraicept na n�Eces (Auraic.), also mention the teaching that F�eniuswas the son of Baath son of Magog.61For an early account of F�enius see the original Auraicept na n�Eces, ed. A.Ahlqvist, The early Irish linguist (Helsinki 1983) 47. For his name the spellingFoenius is favoured by the scribe of Rawl. B 502 (e.g. M. A. O'Brien, Corpus geneal-ogiarum Hiberniae (Dublin 1962) 6, 17; and the citation from Sex Aetates Mundiin note 3 below); cf. R. A. S. Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala �Erenn I{V (Ir. Texts Soc.XXXIV, XXXV, XXXIX, XLI, XLIV, Dublin 1938{56): I, 164, where it seems tobe a `classicizing' spelling: `Phoeni [= F�eni] autem a Foenio Fariseo dicuntur'. Theoriginal meaning of his epithet has not been conclusively determined; cf. Dictionaryof the Irish language s.vv. 2 farsaid, forsaid.2 �O Cr�oin��n's edition of SAM, which relies heavily on Rawl. B 502, makes F�eniusthe ancestor of the Goths as well as the Scythians; this doctrine does not appearin the other manuscripts (see note 3 below). The only other passage known to mein which the Goths are said to be descended from F�enius occurs in the b recensionof the expanded Auraicept (G. Calder, Auraicept na n-�Eces: the scholar's primer(Edinburgh 1917) lines 186{8; cf. Ahlqvist, Early Irish linguist, 22{9). Each instanceprobably re
ects independent use of Isidore, Etymologiarvm sive originvm I (ed.W. M. Lindsay, Oxford 1911) 9.2.27: `Magog, a quo arbitrantur Scythas et Gothostraxisse originem'.3D. �O Cr�oin��n (ed.), The Irish Sex Aetates Mundi (Dublin 1983) 74{5: `Da macMagoch meic Iaf�eth meic Noe .i. Baath ö �Ibath. Mac don Baath Fo�enius Forsaid, aquo sunt Scithi ö Gothi. Fo�enius Forsaid didiu mac Baath meic Magoch meic Iaf�ethmeic N�oe, et reliqua. �Ibath dano, in mac aili do Magoch, mac d�o-side El�onius n�oAlanius. Tr�� meic aca-side .i. Armon, Negua, Hissic�on: : : ' . Cf. R. I. Best and O.Bergin (ed.), Lebor na hUidre (Dublin 1929) lines 2{7.4Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala I, 166.5 �O Cr�oin��n, Sex aetates, 103{4. The statement that Ibath was ancestor of the`Roman kings' (r��grad R�om�an) is probably simply a redundant reference to Romanusson of Hissic�on.6Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala I, 154{6; II, 44{6; Calder, Auraicept, lines 180{81,186{8, 2487{8.Celtica 21 c
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the ancestry of f�enius farsaid 105Table 1: Versions of the `short pedigree'(a) JaphetjMagogjj jBaath Ibathj jF�enius Farsaid Eloniusjj j jArmon Negua Hissic�on(b) JaphetjGomerjj jEmoth Ibathjj jBodb Baathj jDoi F�enius FarsaidjElaniusjj j jArmen Negua Hissicon(c) JaphetjMagogjj j jBaath Ibath F�athachtajF�enius Farsaid



106 john careyThe �rst recension of Lebar Gab�ala (LG R1) presents a somewhatmore complicated scheme. Here the lineage begins with Gomer son ofJaphet, whose two sons are Emoth and Ibath. From Emoth descends`the kindred of the north of the world' (�ne thuascirt in domuin), whileIbath has two sons Bodb and Baath. Armen, Negua and Hissic�on arethe sons of Elanius son of Doi son of Bodb; F�enius Farsaid, ancestor ofthe Gaels and Scythians, is the son of Baath. Between the accounts ofBodb's progeny and Baath's is inserted a passage deriving Parthol�on,Nemed, and other pre-Gaelic inhabitants of Ireland from Fattecht sonof Magog.7In his Foras Feasa ar �Eirinn Keating gives a genealogy whichhe attributes to the lost Old Irish manuscript, C��n Dromma Snechta(CDS).8 Here three sons are assigned to Magog: Baath, Ibath andF�athachta. From Baath descends F�enius Farsaid, ancestor of the Gaels;from Ibath derive the Amazons, Bactrians and Parthians; and F�athachtais the ancestor of Parthol�on and Nemed.9The three versions are obviously related, but diverge signi�cantly.The lineage goes back to Magog (SAM, CDS) or Gomer (LG R1); Ibathis Baath's brother (SAM, CDS) or father (LG R1). SAM does notmention Fattecht, while CDS does not mention Elonius/Alanius. Wemust examine the sources of these doctrines if we are to get closer tothe original scheme.An account of Alanius and his sons Hessitio, Armenon and Nogua isgiven in chapter 17 of the Welsh antiquarian miscellany Historia Brit-tonum (HB; c.800): here we are told that Alanius was the �rst man ofJaphet's race to come to Europe, and his sons and grandsons are enu-merated almost exactly as in LG and SAM.10 In HB, however, he isnot Ibath's son nor F�enius's cousin: the text provides him with a long7J. Carey (ed.), `Lebar Gab�ala: recension I' (unpublished Harvard dissertation,1983) 80{82: `Gomerus mac Iaf�eth, d�a mac lais: Emoth ö Ibath. Emoth, is uad�ne thuascirt in domuin. Ibath, d�a degmac leis .i. Bodb ö Baath. Bodb diarbo macDoi. Elinus mac Doi, tr�� meic leis .i. Armen, Negua, Isacon : : : Baath indaramac Ibath meic Gomer meic Iaf�eth, is uad Gaedil ö �r na Scithia. Mac d�o in feramra airegda diarbo ainm Faenius Farsaid'. Cf. Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala I, 22; R. I.Best et al. (ed.), The Book of Leinster, formerly Lebar na N�uachongb�ala [LL] I{III(Dublin 1954{7) lines 59{103; an R3 allusion to the doctrine occurs at Macalister,Lebor Gab�ala I, 156.8The most recent discussion of the C��n's contents, date and transmission is thatof S. Mac Math�una, Immram Brain (T�ubingen 1985) 421{69.9D. Comyn, History of Ireland by Geo�rey Keating, D.D. I (Ir. Texts Soc. IV,London 1902 for 1901) 226: `Is eadh adeir, go rabhadar triar mac ag Mag�og, mar at�a,B�aath, Iob�ath agus F�athachta. �O Bh�aath t�ainig F�einius Farsaidh, sinnsear sleachtaGhaedhil: �o Iob�ath t�angadar Amazones, Bactriani, agus Parti: �o _F�athachta t�ainigParthol�on [do ch�ead ghabh �Eirinn iar nd��linn], agus Neimheadh mac Agnomain,agus d'a r�eir sin, Fir Bolg agus Tuatha D�e Danann [amhail adubhramar thuas isnagabh�alaib]'.10SAM lists the sons and grandsons, and then adds a passage which is either atranslation fromHB or a paraphraseof the correspondingpassage in A. G. van Hamel(ed.), Lebor Bretnach (Dublin [1932]) 6{8; the awkwardness of the juxtapositionindicates that this passage is an interpolation.



the ancestry of f�enius farsaid 107and curious pedigree, whose links with the ancestry of the Gaels will bediscussed below.11 Alanius is �rst attested in a continental documentwritten apparently in the �fth or sixth century, designated by its editor`Die fr�ankische V�olkertafel'.12 Here a list of the descendants of Alanius,primus rex Romanorum, is followed by an enumeration of the descen-dants of three brothers: Erminus, Inguo and Istio. Two manuscriptslink the two sections by making the brothers the sons of Alanius; inone of these (Reichenau 229, written in Carlsruhe c.800) the names ofthe brothers are considerably closer to those in HB and the Irish texts(Hisisione, Ermenone et Nigueo). Reichenau 229's isolation in the `V�olk-ertafel's' textual tradition suggests that the exemplar which it shareswith the insular sources appeared relatively late.SAM and CDS make F�enius the grandson of Magog son of Japhet,and the former adds that he was the ancestor of the Scythians: the latterstatement re
ects the doctrine { �rst apparently promulgated by Jos-ephus, introduced into Latin by Jerome, and most widely disseminatedby Isidore13 { that the Scythians derive from Magog. The genealogy inLG R1, although it connects F�enius with Japhet's son Gomer, still makeshim the ancestor of the Scythians, indicating that it too derives from ascheme originally involving Magog. The association of the Gaels withScythia seems to be an old one: HB gives an account of their descentfrom a vir nobilis de Scythia as representing the opinion of the peritissimiScottorum.14 Various scholars have plausibly suggested that the linkgoes back to etymological speculations equating the names Scotti and11T. Mommsen (ed.), `Historia Brittonum',MGH Auctores antiquissimi 13 (Berlin1898) 159{61.12K. M�ullenho� (ed.), `Die fr�ankische V�olkertafel', Abhandlungen der Akademieder Wissenschaften zu Berlin (1862) 532{8; cf. J. Friedrich, `Die sogenanntefr�ankische V�olkertafel', Sitzungsb. der k�onigl. bayer. Akad. der WissenschaftenPhilosophisch-philologische und historische Kl. Jahrg. 1910, 11. Abhandlung. Therelevance of the `V�olkertafel' to insular tradition has been discussed among others byH. Zimmer, Nennius vindicatus (Berlin 1893) 232{8; A. G. van Hamel, `On LeborGab�ala', Zeitschrift f�ur celtische Philologie 10 (1915) 95{197, pp. 142{7; E. Faral, Lal�egende arthurienne I (Paris 1929) 81{6, 294{7; F. Lot, Nennius et l'Historia Brit-tonum (Paris 1934) 49{52; and A. Borst, Der Turmbau von Babel II pt 1 (Stuttgart1958) 473{4. Zimmer's view that HB learned of Alanius from a postulated seventh-century text of SAM has been refuted by Faral and Lot; they go beyond the evidence,however, in assuming that Alanius's pedigree was therefore borrowed from Britain bythe Irish. Borst correctly observes that the pedigree contains Irish as well as Hebrewnames.13Josephus,Antiquities (ed. H. Thackery, London 1930) IV, 58{60; Jerome,Quaes-tiones in Genesim (in J.{P. Migne, Patrologia latina LXXXIII) 10.2; Isidore, Etym.,9.2.27.14Mommsen,MGH 13, 156. Cf. the roscad `A maic �ain Augaine', in which F�eniusseems to be connectedwith Scythia, and the Gaels return thither after their expulsionfrom Egypt (Carey, Dissertation, 164{5; cf. LL 1787{97; Macalister, Lebor Gab�alaV, 120{22).



108 john careyScythae;15 the subsequent introduction of Gomer may well have beendue to similar conjectures concerning the names Go��dil and Galatae(the purported descendants of Gomer).16 The background of Alaniusand Magog is generally recognized, and the suggestions made in thelast few paragraphs do not represent much of an advance on what hasalready been written. So far as I know, however, Baath and Ibath haveremained entirely mysterious. I believe that the source from which theywere drawn can be identi�ed with reasonable con�dence: the namescome from the Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum (LAB), a work written inHebrew at about the time of Christ, translated into Latin (probably viaGreek), and circulated as one of the writings of Philo of Alexandria.17LAB is an account of sacred history extending from the creationdown to the time of David, lavishly elaborated with apocryphal detail.In Genesis 10:2{4 Japhet is assigned seven sons, the sons of two of whom(Gomer and Javan) are then enumerated; in LAB 4.2 all of these �gures,their names frequently garbled, are classed together as �lii Iafeth, andeach is given sons of his own. The sons of Dodanim (one of Javan'ssons in Gen. 10:4) are Itheb, Beath and Fenech (v.ll. Feneth, Fanath).The resemblance to Ibath, Baath and F�enius is unmistakable; it is par-ticularly telling that these trios of names appear to be unique in theirrespective literatures.18 It is very possible that earlier versions of LABcontained readings still closer to the Irish: LAB itself has reached usonly in manuscripts of the eleventh and later centuries; and a list laterin the text (ibid. 27.4) includes the names : : : Iabat, Enath, Beath : : :,where Iabat in close proximity to Beath may represent the form of whichItheb is a metathesized variant.Fenech emerges in LAB as a �gure of some importance. After thedescendants of Japhet settled `among the Persians and Monidi, and inthe islands which are in the sea' (cf. Gen. 10:5), it is related that `Fenechson of Dodanim arose, and commanded that sea-going ships be made'(LAB 4.3).19 This recalls the racial migrations of Gaelic protohistoricaltradition; even more striking is the doctrine that at the building of theTower of Babel Fenech was leader (dux ) of the descendants of Japhet(ibid. 5.1{2, 6.14). The idea that F�enius was present at the Tower is15e.g. K. Meyer, `�Uber die �alteste irische Dichtung: I. Rhythmische alliterierendeReimstrophen', Abhandlungen der k�oniglichen preussischen Akademie der Wis-senschaften 6 (1913) 26; Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala II, 3.16Thus Isidore, Etym. 9.2.26: `Gomer, ex quo Galatae, id est Galli'. Cf. R. Thur-neysen, `Zum Lebor Gab�ala', ZCP 10 (1915) 384{95, p. 391 n. 1.17D. J. Harrington (ed.), Pseudo-Philon: les antiquit�es bibliques (Paris 1976).Father Harrington, who very kindly discussed LAB's textual history with me, isinclined to date the Latin translation to the third or fourth century.18LAB's ampli�cation of the Biblical list of Noah's descendants is peculiar to itself;cf. L. H. Feldman, `Prolegomenon', in M. R. James, The Biblical Antiquities of Philo(New York 1971) lxxi. Where Baath and Ibath appear elsewhere in Irish (e.g. LL829; Calder, Auraicept, line 127), it seems clear that they derive from texts discussedin this paper.19`Et ascendit Fanath, �lius Dudeni, et precepit �eri naves maris' (see note 17).



the ancestry of f�enius farsaid 109attested as far back as the original component of the Auraicept ;20 andLG R1 explicitly identi�es himas leader of one of the seventy-two peopleswho were summoned to its building.21 F�enius's name is, of course, aneponym for F�eni, an early designation of the Irish;22 but his relationshipwith Baath and Ibath, and his connection with Babel, were evidentlysuggested by LAB.Evidence of LAB's in
uence in Ireland is itself a matter of someinterest, as there is no other indication that it was known in the BritishIsles at this period.23 More important for Irish scholarship is the lightwhich this derivation sheds on the F�enius legend, and the help which itprovides in assessing the relative antiquity of di�erent versions of Gaelicprotohistory.Several early insular texts contain a pedigree which scholars havehitherto found ba�ing;24 it may be possible to make some progress here.Examples appear in the second, third and fourth of the dynastic poemsedited by Kuno Meyer in the �rst part of his `�Uber die �alteste irischeDichtung' ( �AID 2{4),25 in the expanded text of Auraicept na n�Eces,2620Ahlqvist, Early Irish linguist, 47.21Carey, Dissertation, 82; cf. LL 102{3; Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala II, 8. The sum-moning of seventy-two patres to the Tower is mentioned in De mirabilibus sacraescripturae, written in Ireland in 655 (J.{P. Migne, Patrologia latina XXXV, col.2161).22Cf. the frequently-cited quatrain attributed to Mael Muru Othna, e.g. LL 16025{6: `F�eni o _Faenius asambertar,/ cl�u cen dochta;/Gaedil �o Gaediul Glas garta,/ Scuitto Scotta'. Borst, whose treatment of Celtic materials is often unreliable, is surelywrong in identifying F�enius with Finn mac Cumaill (Der Turmbau von Babel II pt1, 612).23On early attestations of LAB see Berndt Schaller, `Zur �Uberlieferungsgeschichtedes ps.-philonischen Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum im Mittelalter', Jn. for Studyof Judaism 10 (1979) 64{73: here the �rst clear reference to the work is found inthe writings of Hrabanus Maurus (died 856). The extant manuscripts, the oldest ofwhich date from the eleventh century, appear to go back to a German or Austrianexemplar (Harrington, Pseudo-Philon, 15). I am not aware that there is any otherconvincing indication of knowledge of LAB by the Irish, and it may be the case thatonly a fragment reached them; Schaller suggests that the citations of LAB by Rupertof Deutz likewise derive from an `Einzelst�uck' (Jn. for Study of Judaism 10 (1979)70). Cf. my remarks on Irish use of 1 Enoch: `Cosmology in Saltair na Rann', Celtica17 (1985) 33{52, p. 48; and `Angelology in Saltair na Rann', Celtica 19 (1987) 1{8,p. 7.24Thus Mommsen, MGH 13, 161 n. 1: `Auctorem genealogiae : : : quam adIudaeorum stemmata pertinere probabile est, earum rerum periti nullum reperirepotuerunt'; and Van Hamel, ZCP 10 (1915) 146: `As to the origin of all these strangenames I can o�er no suggestion whatever'.25`�Alt. Ir. Dicht. I', 30, 42, 54{5; cf. O'Brien, Corpus, 3{4, 6{7, 201{2 (forms citedfrom the latter except where indicated).26Calder, Auraicept, lines 181{6, 2465{70. Auraicept is the source of the pedigreein the second recension of Lebar Gab�ala (LG R2; Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala I, 36).



110 john careyin the tale Sc�ela Mo_sauluim (SM),27 in LG R1,28 and in HB.29Auraic.'s version is evidently based on a text of �AID 2, closely resem-bling that which survives in Rawl. B 502,30 and it has for some time beengenerally recognized that �AID 4 is based on the same poem:31 all ofthese sources may accordingly be considered to provide a single witness.The �gure of Rifath son of Gomer (Gen. 10:3) is con�ned to this group,and contrasts with Ibath in �AID 3, SM, LG R1 and HB. Ibath clearlygoes together with Baath (v.ll. Boath, Baoth, etc.), found in all versions;and the presence of this pair betrays the in
uence of the genealogicalscheme drawn from LAB which we have been considering. It seems mostlikely that �AID 2 substituted Rifath for Ibath on the strength of Biblicalauthority.32 What we may call the `long pedigree' appears to be mostclosely connected with the version of the `short pedigree' preserved inLG R1, where the line is traced back to Gomer rather than Magog, andBaath is Ibath's son rather than his brother.33 Another source for thelong pedigree is the original Auraicept :Go��delc [`Irish'] is hence from Go��del mac Aingin mic Gl�un _�nd micL�aim _�nd mic Agnumain of the Greeks. Now Go��del mac Aingin27M. O Daly, Cath Maige Mucrama (Ir. Texts Soc. L, [London] 1975) 74.28Carey, Dissertation, 87; cf. LL 212{20, Lebor Gab�ala II, 22{4 (where LG Min.gives essentially the same information). The pedigree in the table has been supple-mented by information in LL 100{103, 240, 1500{1504. I have alluded above to theexistence in LG R1 of a genealogy of Parthol�on, Nemed, et al. (Carey, Disserta-tion, 80{82; LL 70{99; Macalister, Lebor Gabala I, 22{4); it should be noted that itincludes several names from the pedigree here under discussion: Alldui, Taitt (bis),Baath, Ebath, Agnoman, Sr�u, Fattecht (<Athecht). Unlike the pedigrees in the table,it goes back to Magog, perhaps to di�erentiate the superseded peoples it accountsfor from the Gomer-descended Gaels. That this derivative pedigree existed alreadyin the eighth century is indicated by HB's description of Nemed as �lius quidamAgnominis (Mommsen,MGH 13, 154); mention of it in CDS (F�athachta = Fattecht)may therefore go back to an Old Irish original.29Mommsen,MGH 13, 160{61. The argument advanced in this paper is obviouslyin disagreement with Faral's view (L�egende arthurienne I, 295{7) that the Irish ver-sions of the long pedigree derive from a British tradition re
ected in HB. His positionis based largely on the assumption that Baath is a `doublet incorrect' of Ibath, anddoes not take account of the full range of the Irish evidence.30This is a rather simplistic summary of a complicated situation, as considerablecorruption has attended the transmission of the pedigree in Auraic.31Thus Meyer, `�Alt. Ir. Dicht. I', 51; Carney, �Eriu 22 (1971) 67.32The views expressed here are diametrically opposed to those of Van Hamel (ZCP10 (1915) 142{7), who believes that F�enius originally had nothing to do with Babel,that Ibath's presence in LG is due to `mistake or carelessness', that Rifath was theoriginal ancestor of the Gaels, etc. The evidence of LAB weighs heavily against hisposition; for other criticisms see R. Thurneysen, ZCP 10 (1915) 389{91.33There is a distinct danger of circular reasoning here, since in LG R1 the `shortpedigree' is actually the beginning of the `long pedigreee': it is therefore very possiblethat the long pedigree's in
uence is itself responsible for several of the di�erences indoctrine which separate LG R1 from SAM and CDS. (Note however that not allof these di�erences can be thus disposed of: the long pedigree has for instance nocounterpart to Emoth.)



the ancestry of f�enius farsaid 111is identical to Go��del mac Etheoir, i.e. his father had two names:Aingin and Etheoir.34The equivalence proposed in the Auraicept has led to con
ation in thepedigree: Angnio, Gl�un _�nd, L�am_�nd and Agnoman have been borrowedfrom one Go��del, (F)etheoir from the other. The expanded Auraiceptgives Toe and sometimes Bodb as ancestors of Etheoir, extending thelist yet further.35If the genealogies of F�enius and Go��del have indeed contributed namesto the long pedigree { and this is evidently the case { it is curious thatthey themselves appear in its several versions only as isolated and mutu-ally inconsistent interpolations.36 Why this should be so is not clear tome;37 whatever the explanation may be, the absences themselves are aclear indication of the long pedigree's secondary character.38We may accordingly assign the long pedigree to the period betweenthe composition of Auraicept na n�Eces (which its most recent editorwould place at `a fairly early stage of the Old Irish period')39 and thecompilation of HB (c.800). It follows from this that those portionsof �AID 2{3 which contain the long pedigree must also postdate theAuraicept.40 I have shown above that F�enius's links with Babel on theone hand, and Baath and Ibath on the other, entered Irish tradition froma single source: that the former was known to the Auraicept 's authortherefore indicates that the short pedigree also was already in existencein his time. I can see no grounds on which to propose a terminus postquem for the short pedigree: there appears, for instance, to be no way of34Ahlqvist, Early Irish linguist, 47{8.35In most manuscripts Etheoir is son of Toe mac Barachaim (Calder, Auraicept,lines 19, 202, 2303, 2325, 2515{16); cf., however, Book of U�� Mhaine, f. 139 v b 17:`Goedel mc. Ethoir mc. Thoi mc. Buidb mc. Baracain do Grecaib'.36Cf. notes 31, 42 and 44 above; F�enius is of course the �nal �gure in the Auraic.pedigree.37In various sources F�enius appears as Go��del's grandfather (LL 218{20), foster-father (Ahlqvist, Early Irish linguist, 47) or uncle (Calder, Auraicept, 205{6); yetthe long pedigree places their respective pedigrees at opposite ends of an extendedseries. This may re
ect an attempt to accommodate the interval between the build-ing of the Tower and the exodus of the Israelites, the latter being an event associatedwith Go��del (W. Stokes, Saltair na Rann (Oxford 1883) lines 3993{4012), his father(Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala II, 36), or his grandson (Carey, Dissertation, 85; cf. LL173{7; Macalister, Lebor Gab�ala II, 10{14). Keating resolved the di�culty by con-cluding that N�el son of F�enius must have lived for several centuries (P. S. Dinneen,History of Ireland by Geo�rey Keating, D.D. II (Ir. Texts Soc. VIII, London 1908for 1905) 14{16).38An oblique trace of Go��del `of the Greeks' may be discernible in HB's change ofGomer to Javan, ancestor of the Greeks in Jerome and Isidore.39Ahlqvist, Early Irish linguist, 36.40It has for some time been recognized that these sections are later additions: thusJ. Carney, �Eriu 22 (1971) 72{3; idem., `The dating of early Irish verse texts, 500{1100', �Eigse 19 (1982{3) 177{216, p. 198; cf. D. �O Corr�ain, `Irish origin legends andgenealogy', in History and heroic tale (ed. T. Nyberg et al., Odense 1985) 51{96,p. 58. Carney, who favours a very early date for the original poems, would assignthe additions to c.630.



112 the ancestry of f�enius farsaiddetermining whether Magog's connection with the Scythians was learnedfrom Jerome or Isidore.To sum up: the doctrines that F�enius participated in the building ofthe Tower of Babel, and was closely related to men named Baath andIbath, entered Irish tradition from some version of the Liber Antiquit-atum Biblicarum. The earliest version of the legend was probably onein which Baath and Ibath were sons of Magog: F�enius son of Baathwas ancestor of the Gaels and Scythians, and Ibath the ancestor ofother northern peoples. This legend was used by the author of Aurai-cept na n�Eces; it and the Auraicept together provided ingredients foran expanded pedigree which must already have been in existence wellbefore the compilation of Historia Brittonum, and the ampli�cation ofthe `Leinster poems'. John CareyHarvard University


