
SUMMARY

The existenceof Celts iii te Ilberian Peninsulais
attestedby thelinguistic evidenceandby theinformation
providedby theOraeco-Latinhistoriansandgeographers.
The earliest descriptionsof the Celts, apart from dic
disputedPeriplum of Avienus, come from Herodotus,
who alreadyin dic Sth centuryB.C. said theywere to be
foundla dic IberianPeninsula.However, it wasnot until
dic lattercenturiesof te pre-Christianerathat dic names
of dic peninsularCeltic tribes and the territories they
occupiedwere known: te Celtiberianand Beron tribes
in dicEasternMeseta,die IberianSystemanddic Middle
Valley of thcEbro; theCeltic tibesin theSouthwest;and
various groups of Celtic filiation, clearly differentiated
from other non-Celtic tribes, in the Northwest,Galicia
anddic North of Portugal.

According to the literary sources(Chapter11,1.1),
Celtiberiawas a largearcain dic interior of the Iberian
Peninsula.Retewas not alwaysnnanimousagteement
aboutits territorialboundaries,anddierewere substantial
differences,if not contradictions,betweenthe Graeco-
Latin authorswhoseworks referto it in greateror lesser
detall. The sourccssometimesdescribeCeltiberia as
occupyinga largearea,roughlyequivalentto dicMeseta,
which is dic descriptionfoundin die oldesttexts,written
in dic early years of the Conquest,and is how Strabo
describodit, with Idoubeda—the Iberian System—to
dic East,although he consideredSegedaand Bilbilis,
both locatedin theMiddle EbroValley, to be Celtiberian
towns.Togedierwidi this generalconcept,diereis another
morelimited onewhichlocatesCeltiberiain dichighlands
of dic EasternMesetaanddic Iberian Systemandin the
landson dic right bankof dicMiddle EbroValley.Authors
such as Pliny and Ptolemy do not offer a very clear
definition cidier, Rus Pliny (3, 19; 3, 25-27) considers
that the Celtiberiansonly included the Arcvaci and
Pelendones,whoseoccupationof the Upper Duero is
well known, anddic inhabitantsof Segobriga.Ptolemy
(2, 6) discussesdicArevaci andthePelendonesseparately

fromte Celtiberians,to whomheattributesa numberof
townslocatedbetweendic Middle Ebro anddic Cuenca
region.

Taus dic territorial limits of dic Celtiberiadescribed
by dic classicalwritersareinexactlydefined,andmustin
anycasehavechangcdin dic courseof time. Neidierare
dic tribes includedunderdie generictcrmof Celtiberian
clear,althoughit seemsbeyondalí doubtdiat die Arcvaci,
Belos, Titos, Lusones and Pelendonesfcll into that
category.However, dic inclusionof groups sucli as dic
Olcadesor IXirboletasis morequestionable.

Re theoretical Celtiberian territory definedby the
literary sourcescoincides, more or less, widi dic area
coveredby inscriptionsin dicCeltiberianlanguagein the
Iberian or Latin alphabet. Taereis also evidenceof
particularpersonalnamesrestrictedto Celtiberiawhich
co-existedwidi othersnamesof Indo-Europeanorigin
which were more widely spreadthrough thc West and
Nordi of dic Peninsula.This pictureof Celtiberiais that
of a later period, at dic time of dic RomanConquestor
later,andwc haveto turn to dic archacologicalrecordto
idcntify dicextentof Celtiberianterritory in thecenturies
beforethe arrival of dic Romans.

An analysisof dic settlementsand dic cemeteries,and
also dic weaponsanddic materialculture, has madeit
possibleto cstablish the cultural sequenceof the
Celtiberianworld (Figure 143), so diat for dic flrst time
we havea generalperiodisationfor diis Culture which,
although producedmainly from te funcrary record,
integratesthe various manifestationsof Celtiberian
Culture. Nevcrdieless,dic diversity of the areaswhich
make up Uds territory shouldbe remembered,and also
the unequal extent of our knowledge of them. The
periodisationproposedsuggeststhreesuccessivephascs,
with a formative period for which the term Proto-
Celtibcrian is reserved:an initial phase, or Early
Celtiberian(ca. mid-óthcentury - mid-SthcenturyB.C.),
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a phaseof developmentor Middle Celtiberian(ca. mid-
Sth century- endof the 3rd century)anda final or Late
Celtiberianpbase(late 3rd-century- lst centuryB.C.).

The demonstratedcontinuity of useof the cemeteries
whoseseriationhas beenpossiblemainly dianks to an
analysisof themilitary equipmcntleft in tSegraves,fully
justifles dic use of dic terni «Celtiberian»from at Jeast
the óth centuryB.C. But diat is why, initially, this term
should be restricted to what can be consideredthe
heartlandof historicalCeltiberia,limitedto tSehighlands
of the EastemMeseta.This continuity is confirmedby
dic settlementsthemsclves,which display an evolution
parallelto diat recordedin the cemeteries,as in thecase
of thematerialcultureandthe socio-economicstmcture.

In this way it would seemmore accurateto use the
terin Celtiberian to refer to a gcographicailyand
chronologicallywell-deflnedculturalsystem,which lasted
unbrokenfrom the 6th century B.C. to the Roman
Conquest.The continuity observedin die archacological
recordwouldtuspermittheuseof anethnictcrm from tSe
formativeperiodof Uds Culture,despitete difficulties that
ita useimpliesfor referringtospecificarchacologicalentides.

A basicproblemis thatof explainingthe formationof
tSeCeltiberianCulture.Termssuchas Urnfield Culture,
Hallstatt, post-Hallstattor Celtic have frequently been
usedin anattemptto establishaconnectionwidi European
archaeology,tus more or less acceptingdic invasionist
theories which relate dic formation of the Celtiberians
widi dic arrival of successivewavesof Celtsfrom Central
Europe.This thesiswasdefendedby P. Bosch Gimpera
(Chapter1,2),who, on thebasisof historical information
andevidenceof a linguistic nature,postulateddic existence
of variousinvasionsin anattempttocombinedichistorical
and linguistic sourceswidi te archaeologicalevidence.
To do this he adopteddie Central Enropeansequence:
Urnfield Culture-HallstattCulture-LaTéneCulture, for
te IberianPeninsula.Thisopenedup a constrictingline
of Spanisharchaeologicalrescarch,in view of the
difliculty of corrclating diesecultureswith ÉSe cultures
of the Iberian Peninsula,while the idea of successive
invasionswas not confirmed by the archacological
evidence (Ruiz Zapatero 1993). The hypothesisof
invasionswasmaintainedby the linguists(Chapter1,3),
btu without being ableto offer anyinformation on their
chronologyor dic routeby whichdiey arrived.Thcoldest,
consideredpre-Celtic, would include Lusitanian, a
languagewhicb for someresearchersshouldbeconsidered
a Celtic dialect, whilst te most recent wouJd be so-
calledCeltiberian,by this timefully Celtic (ChapterXI).

The restrictionof theUrnfleld Cultureto theNortheast
of the Peninsula,linguistically an Iberian area, i.e. non-
Celtic andnot evenJndo-European,anddic absenceof
that culture in celticised arcas, made it necessaryto

reconsiderthe invasionist theorics, since not evenby
acceptinga singleinvasion,that of te Urnfield Culture,
could tSe phcnomenonof peninsularCelticisation be
explained.

TSedifficulty of correlatingtSelinguistic dataandte
archacologicalevidencehaslcd thetwo disciplinesto go
separateways, which hasmadeit difficult to obtain an
all-embracingvision,sincealinguistic hypotesiscannot
be fully acceptedit it does not acknowledgethe
archacologicalevidence,and Uds cannotbe explained
withouta coherentevaluationof te linguistic information.

One altemativeinterpretationhas beenproposedby
M. Almagro-Gorbea(1986-87, 1987a, 1992a, 1993;
Almagro-Gorbea& Lomo 1987aX who takes as the
startingpoint te difficulty of maintainingdiat theorigin
of tSe HispanicCelta can be related witb tSe Urnfleld
Culture, which did not spreadbeyonddic Northeastern
quadrantof tSe Peninsula(Ruiz Zapatero1985).In his
view, their origin mustbe soughtin die «Proto-Celtic»
substratapreservedindic westemregionsof dic Peninsula.
Thc CeltiberianCulture would haveemergedfrom this
proto-Celtic substrata(Almagro-Gorbea1992a, 1993),
and this would explainte various similarities between
dic two and dieprogressiveassimilationof that substrata
by tSeCelts.

However, dic paucity of information relating to tSe
late BronzeAge in te EasternMeseta(ChapterVII,l)
makesit difficult to evaluatedic substratain te formation
of dic Celtiberianworld, altoughcertainevidencedoes
seemto conflrm continuityof occupation,at leastin the
areawheretSe Celtiberianphenomcnonappearedwith
greatestforce: theUpperTagus-UpperJalón-UpperDuero.

At presenttSeCelticisationof dic Iberian Peninsula
appearsto havebeena complcxphenomenonin which a
uniqueandvcry speciflc ethnicingredient,implicit in tSe
invasionistassertions,can no longa be consideredan
indispensableelementfor explaiing tSeemergenceand
developmentof peninsularCeltic Culture, of which te
Celtibcriansare te best-knowngroup.

However, diere is evidenceof ethnic characteristies
originatingin tSeEbroVallcy, recordedin the highlands
of te EasternMeseta,as tSesettlementof FuenteEstaca
(Martínez Sastre1992), would appearto confirm, with
Urnfield materials and a C14 date of 800 + 90 E C_
whichpermits it tobeattributedto theProto-Celtiberian
period(ChapterVII,1). This was dic stageimmediately
before tSe appearanceof certain elementsconsidered
essentialto theCeltiberianCulture,suchaste cremation
cemeteriesor fortified settlements.

TSe possibility that thcscinflltrating Uruficíd groups
may havebroughtwith tem an Indo-Europeanlanguage
shouldnotbe rejected,evenif dicir true role in creating
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the Celtiberian world has yet to be evaluated.At dic
presentstageof researchit would be hazardous—but
tempting, none the less— to link tSe anival of diese
groups with the introduction of a «proto-Celtiberian»
language,a term usedby de Hoz (1993a: 392, footnote
125) to refer to «any stage of languagewhich comes
betweenCelticbeforeits differentiationinto dialectsand
die historical Celtiberianattestedby the inscriptions».

Be that as it may, the trans-Pyreneanorigin of the
Urnfleld groupsof dic Northeastwould seembeyondalí
doubt, dic penetration,at leastit its initial phases(which
canbe put around1100 B.C.) of human groups,which
were of little importancein demographictcrms (Ruiz
Zapatero1985; Maya & Barberá 1992: 176 ff.), being
accepted.In view of the continuityof te materialculture
in dieNortheastdiroughdic flrst millennium,if dic Indo-
Europeancharacterof this contribution is accepted,a
possibleexplanationof the continuingdominanceof an
Iberian languageat a late dateis whatVillar (1991: 465
f.) calís «failedIndo-Europeanisation».Accordingto Uds
dieory the Indo-Europeanlanguagesof die Nordieast,
probablyin die minority, musthavewaned astose who
spoke them were culturally and linguistically
«Iberianised»,That at leastsorneof dic Urnfield groups
spoke an Indo-Europeanlanguageof a Celtic or proto-
Celtic type seems very probable.Thus it could be
postulatedthat «eitherdie migratoryUrnfleld groupswere
so small diey did not succeedin imposing their own
languageon the peoplesof dic substrata,or the Iberian
transformationlargelyeraseddic Indo-Europeanlinguistic
featuresthat had hypothetically been assumedby dic
natives»(Maya & Barberá1992: 176).

The transition of dic 7di-Gth centuriesB.C. saw the
shapingof what hasbeencalleddic Early Celtiberian,
evidencefor whichisfound in thehighlandsof theEastem
Mesetaand theIberian System.It was characterisedby
amportant innovations in patternsof settlcment,burial
rites andtechnology,widi theadoptionof an iron-working
metallurgy. The flrst stable settlementsin diis territory
appearat Uds time. Severalsettlementattributed to Uds
phaseare of die fortified type,although otherhighland
siteswithoutartificialdefencesarealsodocumented.The
oldestcemeterieson theEasternMesetacanalsobedated
to Uds period, dicir continuoususe from dic 6di to dic
2nd centuries B.C., or even later, having alreadybeen
mentioned.Someof thcm displaya characteristicintemal
organization,with lines of graves,which are generally
markcd with stelae (ChapterIV,2). The grave goods
indicatediat dic societyhada strongwarrior component,
widi a hicrarchicalsocialstructure,te weapons—notable
for the long spearheadsand the absenceof swords or
daggers—appearingas an external symbol of prestige
(ChapterIX,l).

The appearanceof die Celtiberianelites couldbe due
to dic risc of dominantgroupsin dic Cogotas1 Culture of
the Late Bronze Age, aldiough there may havebeen
extemal demographicfactors (Almagro-Gorbea1993:
146 f.). Thetruepartplayedby diesefactorsinUds process
is, howcver,difficult todetermine.Certainlydic new socio-
economicorganisationwould have lcd to a growing
concentrationof wealt and powerin tSehandsof diose
who controlledresourcessuchas grazinglands,saltworks
—essentialfor stockraisingand ironworking— or iron
production,which made it possibleto produceeffectivc
weaponsat anearly date,dius cxplainingte development
of a progressivelymore hierarchicalwarrior society.

An analysisof die material cultureof dic cemeteries
and settlementsin dic initial phascof dic Celtiberian
Culturerevealste existenceof contributionsfrom various
originsandavarietyof cultural traditions.Widi regardto
dic objects found amongstdic grave goods, it can be
postulatedthat someof thesecame fromdic Soudi,such
as somedouble-springedbroochs,belt bucldestat had
betwecnoneand threehooks, or die flrst iron objects,
including long spearheadsand curved knives. Anodier
possibility, by no meansexclusive,is that someof diese
elementscamefrom arcascloseto dic colonial world in
the Northeastof te Peninsularvia the Ebro Valley,
togetherwith theritual itself, cremation,anddic umsdiat
formedpartof it; tis would beconfirmedby dicir shapes,
which canbelinked with dic Urnficlds. A similarorigin
hasbeensuggestedfor dic tumulusburialsof dic Eastern
Mesetawhich,however,areverypoorly documented.On
dic otherhand,tSepresenceof stelaelined up is a local
feature,unparalleledin dic Urnfields or dic Ccltic world.

Thechronologyof tis initial phaseof dic Celtiberian
cemeteriesis not easyto determinesincepractically dic
only elementswhich can be more or less reliably dated
are thebroochs.

Thefind of «chevaux-de-frise»associatedwidi a wall
and rectangulartowers in a settlementin Cataloniahas
lcd to reconsiderationof how this defensivesystcm
originated. It is found in an Iron Age Urnfield setting,
and is datedto dic secondhalf of dic 7di centuryB.C.
(GarcéseraL 1991,1993).This dating,carlierdian those
commonly acceptedfor the Sorian hillforts, and its
geographicallocation in tSeLower Segre,would conflrm
dicCentralEuropeanfiliation establishedfor it by Harbison
(1971), widi dic woodenstockadesof dic HallstattC.

The type of settlement(ChapterIII), consisting of
rectangularhouseswith walls closedto the outsideto
fonn a rampart,characteristicof the Celtiberianworld,
but not exclusiveto it, is likcwise well recordedin the
Urnficld scttlemcntsof dic Nordicast,aldioughUds urban
layout is known from dic Middlc BronzeAge.
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Thepresenceof die clementsanalysed,anddic different
influencesreferredto in die EasternMeseta,shouldnot
necessarilybe relatedwith movementsof populationbut
should not exclude them eidier, since the role of thc
indigcnous substratein this processhas yet to be
determined.However,dic existenceof ethniccontributions
from dic Ebro Valley is attestedin thc area,asthe open
settlementof FuenteEstacademonstrates.

Fromdic 5di centuryB.C. andfor te next two centuries
dic MiddIe Celtiberianperioddeveloped,in thecourse
of which regional varmations appearedwhich make it
possibleto definecultural groupswhich can sometimes
perhapsberelatedwith dic populiknownftom dic literary
sources.An analysisof dic cemeteries,andprincipally of
thc metal objccts placed in the graves, particulary
wcapons,hasenabledthis periodtobedivided into various
subphases,which however are difficult to correlatewith
te informationobtainedfrom thesettlcmcnts,sometimes
only known dirough surfacematerials(ChapterVII,3).
At dic endof diis perioddic landsof dic right bankof
dic Middle EbroVallcy appcarto be fully integratedinto
Celtiberia,although it is not yet sufficiently clearwhen
andhow what might be termedthe «Celtiberisation»of
this arcaoccurred(Royo 1990: 130 f., figure 2).

Thecemeteriesemphasisegrowingsocialdistinctions,
with dic appearanccof aristocratictombscontaininggrave
goodsthatconsistof a good numberof artefacts,someof
whichcanbe consideredexceptional,suchas thebronze
weaponsor the wheel-turnedpottery(ChaptersVII,3. 1.1
and IX,2). This importantdevelopmentiitially appcars
to be restrictedto thc UppcrHenarcs-UpperTajuña,and
to die southernpanof dic provinceof Soriabelongingto
die UpperDuero andthe UpperJalónrivers. It couldbe
relatedto thc livestock wealthof the area,control of thc
saltworks or die productionof iron, but its privileged
gcographicsituation shouldnot be forgotten, sincethis
areaconstitutesa natural passbetweente Ebro Valley
and the Meseta.The proliferation of cemeteriesin this
ni-ea could be associatedwith an increasein the density
of dic population, which would imply more systematic
occupationof thc land.

The gravegoodsof dicwarrior tombsincludeswords,
of te antennaandfrontón types, which are recorded
togedierin theSoudiof thePeninsulafromdic bcginnings
of dic 5di centuryB.C. Spearheads,usuallyaccompanied
by their ferrules, are also present. The panoply is
completedwith te shield,which hasa bossof bronzeor
iron, the curved-backknife, and,in somecases,bronze
disc-breastplatesand hclmets. Horse harnessesare
frequently found with them, which indicates the high
statusof the personageswith whom teseobjectswerc
placed.

With regardto dic origin of the different types of
objects foundin te graves,variousinfluencesareclear:
on onehand,from theNorth of dic Pyrenees,throughthe
EbroValley, andon dic other,from thelandsof theSoudi
anddic Eastof dicPeninsula,of Mediterraneaninspiration.
A goodexampleof Uds is offeredby theweapons,perhaps
the most signiflcant elementsof the grave goods.Thus
die varioustypesof antennaswordsreflecttwo influences,
one from Languedoc,ccrtainly through Catalonia,as
would secmto be dic caseof theAguilar deAnguita type,
and Aquitaine, as te few examplesof the Aquitanian
typewould coniflrm,which are ccrtainlyimportedpieces,
and the Echauri type swords.Thelocal characterof the
antennaswords of dic Aguilar de Anguita and Echauri
typcs demonstratethe considerablemetallurgical
developmentin dic EastcrnMesetafrom anearlydate.A
differentorigin could be defendedfor thefrontón swords,
which can be assumedto be of Mediterraneanorigin,
coming from dic Southof dic Peninsulaat thc beginning
of dic SthcenturyB.C.

Similarly, a foreign origin canbe postulatedfor dic
bronze weapons—helmets, breastplatesand large
bosses—,which display similar thernesand decorative
techniqueand thus suggesta comnion origin, altough
the possibility that diey were made in local workshops
cannotbe discounted.This forcign origin is particularly
obvious in te case of te disc-brcastplates,which are
inspiredby Italic piecesasid ¡br which a StbccnturyB.C.
dateis proposed(ChapterVII,3.l.1).

The othermaterials,suchas variouskinds of broochs,
bclt buckles, spiral adornmcntsor pectoralsmadefrom
bronzeplates,displaysimilaritieswith a wide varietyof
items from different periods and places, frequently
Mediterranean,attestingvarious origins and ways of
arrival, aldiough in many casesthey could be locally-
producedpieces,as dic geographicaldispersionof the
flndsdemonstrates.An origin indic Iberian areais evident
in the caseof te flrst wheel-turncdpiecesarriving in te
EasternMeseta.

From the end of the Sth century the progressive
displacementof the centresof wealth towardsthe lands
of the UpperDuerocanbe observed,This canbe related
with theoutstandingroleplayedfrom this timeon by one
of the most powerful Celtiberianpopuli: the Arevaci.
This is demonstratedby dic high proportion of graves
containingweaponsin the cemeterieslocatedontheright
bankof the Upper Duero that can be attributed to tis
period. This coincideswit dic impoverishrncntof dic
grave goods, including the virtual disappearanceof
weapons,in oter partsof Celtiberia(ChapterVII,3.1.1
and IX,3).

Thc presenceof Iberian-typeweaponsis unusual in
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te UpperDuero, while from te mid-4th centuryB.C.
onwardsLa Ténetype swordsappearedin die cemeteries
of die Upper Henares-UpperJalón, and reacheddicir
fullest expressiondic following century,audienticLaTéne
pieceshavingbeenrecorded,as dic find of certainsword
scabbardswould indicate(ChapterV,2.2.1.1).

Given thc entirely indigenouscharacteristicsof dic
panopliesto which dieseweaponsbelong,it is possible
diat they were brought by Celtiberian mercenariesor
wereperhapsexoticpiecesdiat arriveddiroughexchanges
of prestigegoods.

Widi regardtothesettlemcnts,newsystemsof defence
were incorporatedduring this phase,such as buttressed
walls andrectangulartowers,which co-existedwidi the
characteristics«chevaux-de-frise»,alreadyrecordedin
dic carlier phase(Chapters111,2andVII).

The periodbetwcenthe endof te 3rd centuzy B.C.
andthe lst centuryB.C., theLate Celtiberian,seemsto
be a period of transition and profound changein dic
Celtiberianworld (Almagro-Gorbea& Lorrio 1991).

Its mostoutstandingfeaturecouldbe thc trcndtowards
an increasinglyurbanway of life, which shouldbe seen
in rclationshipto dic prcccdingprocessof urbanisationin
dicTartessian-Iberianworld anddic appearanccof oppida

in Central Europe. This is shown by the grouping of
townsinto fcderationsreferredto in te sources,anddic
possibletransformationof dic funeraryideologyreflected
by te gravegoods,which couldexplain the increasing
appearanccof jewcllery, perhapsasan elementof status
replacingweaponsas a social symbol.A strong Iberian
influence can be observedin the bronze and pottcry
objects,which gives them a definite personalitywiUdn
the Celtic world to which diesecreations belonged,as
their stylistic andideologicalelementsattest.Within Uds
processof urbanisationdieprobableappearanccof writing
shouldbeconsidered(deHoz 1986a,1 995a).Coinage—

datedfrom themid-2ndcenturyB.C.— providesevidence
of writing, but the diversity of alphabetsand dieir rapid
adoptionsuggestsit arrivedfrom theIberian arcasto dic
Soudi andEastat an carlier date.The existenceof laws
written in bronze(Fatás1980;Beltrán& Tovar 1982)and
dicdevelopmentof a trulymonumentalarchitectureshould
alsobe mentioned(Beltrán1982;Alnxagro-Gorbea1994a:
40) (Chapter111,4).

Fordiis final phase,wehavedic information provided
by die literarysources,which makcsit possiblctoanalyse
dic socio-politicalorganisationof die Ccltiberiansindepdi,
andprovidesa morecomplexpanoramathandiat available
from dic archacologicalevidencealone (ChapterIX,4).
Thereare descriptionsof family or supra-familykinship
groups, socio-political institutions such as senatesor
assemblies,non-km institutions suchas the hospiriui’n,

client or agegroups,and edinic and territorial entities
whosenainesare known for die first time. Thesesame
sourcesoffer information of greatinterestondic cconomic
organisationof dic Celtiberians,andcoincidein describing
dicir socictyasbcingpredominantlypastoralin character,
which would havebeencomplementedwith subsistence
farming (ChapterVIII,1).

Anodier key featureof this period appcarsto be dic
continuingexpansionof the Celtic world in theIberian
Peninsula,apparently from one nucleus, largely
identiflable with dic Celtiberia of the written sources.
This process,accordingto archacologicaland historical
evidence,was still fully activein dic 2nd centuryB.C.
(Almagro-Gorbea1993: 154ff.),andwould haveextended
westwards,as provedby dic geographicaldispersionof
dic horsebroochs(Figure8,A) or genuinelyCeltiberian
weaponssuchasdic bi-globulartypedagger(Figure8,B),
which evenreacheddic lands of Ccltic Beturia. This
coincideswidi dic information providedby dic literary
sources(Pliny 3, 13) anddie linguistic and inscriptional
evidence(Chapters11,2 andXI).

The phenomenonof Celtiberian expansionin the
Iberian Peninsula,in a similar way to Italy, came up
againsta parallel expansionof te urbanMediterranean
world, The Carthaginians,from dic last diird of dic 3rd
century B.C., and, subsequently,the Roman world,
initiateda seriesof confrontationswhich wouldculminate
in dic CeltiberianWars,oneof die main episodesin dic
processof shock,absorptionanddestructionof dic Celtic
world by Rome.

By way of a final reflection,some points of interest
canbe made:

1. The historical and linguistic evidenceenablesdie
Celtiberiansto be clearly definedas having an cthnic
identity and a Celtic languageof dicir own during dic
2nd and lst centuries B.C. The areadescribedin dic
classicalsourcesandindicatedby the linguistic evidence
hasits own archacologicalpersonality.Rut te Celtiberian
Culture of the latter centuriesB.C. is simply the
culminationof an unbrokenhistoricalprocesswhich had
its origins in dic óth centuryB.C., so from diat time
onwardste term Celtiberiancanlcgitimately beusedfor
diccommunitiesof dic UpperDueroanddic UpperTagus.

Archacological study of the Celtiberianregion has
uncoveredvcry little information for dic Sdi and 7t
centuries B.C., theoreticallyProto-Celtiberian,and dic
sameis true of the final stagcsof the Late BronzeAge.
This is a seriousproblemwhich is now bcginningto be
taclded.

2. If, as we havesaid,dic Celticisationof dic Iberian
Peninsuladidnotoccurdiroughdic Urnfield commurdties
of theNortheast,and dierewere no migrationsor breaks
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in te generalsequenceof die Celtiberianperiod, then
the explanationhas to be soughtat dic bcginningof the
period, ca. 600 B.C., andte period imrnediatelybefore.

3. Thc implantationof a languagesuchas Celtiberian
demandsa «critical mass»,i.e. a fairly largepopulation
in wbichdic majoritywere speakcrsof dieCeltic language.
Thereforesomekind of proto-Celtiberianlanguagemust
alreadyhaveexisted in te 6di centuryB.C. in an area
whereIndo-Europcanelementshaddoubtlessmadeteir
mark at an carlier date.This would explain the famous
remarkof Herodotus(2, 33;4, 49) diat therewereCelts
in thc Iberian finisterre in dic SthcenturyB.C.

4. It is evidentdiat dierewcrc Celtiberianelementsin
areaswhich were not strictly speakingCeltiberian,and
Uds canbe intcrprctedas indicative of dic processesof
Celtiberianisation,given the expansiveforce of this
culture,andtherefore,of Celticisationof dieseterritories.
This would not have required large-scaleethnic
movementsbut could havebeenan intcrmittentprocess
diat hada cumulativeeffect,with a few dominantgroups
imposing themselves,local migrations or even the
acculturationof thc substrata(Almagro-Gorbea1993:
156).The dispersalof Celtiberianweapons—suchas dic
bi-globular daggers—can be seenas indicative of this
expansionand tSe consequentprocessof Celticisation,
and it is also attestedby die distribution of the edinic
personalnamesCeltiusandCeltiherandtheirvariants,of
place-namescnding in -briga, etc., a fact evidencedby
textsin dicCeltiberianlanguagein non-Celtiberianparts
of dic Mesetaandmoreremotearcas.

In anycase,dic phenomenonof Celticisationtended
to occur towardsdic West of dic peninsula,possibly

becausedic tibesin thesearcasbelongedto a comnion
Jindo-Europeansubstrataandwerc also noted for dicir
wealdi in termsof livestock,which musthaveattracted
dic attentionof dic Celtiberianpeoplesin theirprocessof
expansion.

5. Seen in this way, dic Celtic world would have
changedin dic course of time and from one place to
anodier,andcannotthereforcberegardedasa monoliUdc
unit, andthis is largely confirmedas the dataincreases,
indicating considerablecomplcxity.

6. Wc would cmphasisethe distinctivepersonalityof
te Ccltic world in dic Peninsularand, within in it,
Celtiberia,comparedwidi the Celtic world on dic other
sideof dic Pyrenees.Thisis explainedby its considerable
exposureto tSeinfluenceof IberianCulture,displayedin
aspectssuch as dic adoption of dic potter’s whecl, tSe
technology of working widi fine metals, the type of
weaponsused,coinage,writing, etc. In addition thereis
ita marginalsituationatdic westernendof Europe,remote
from die cultural currcntswhich hadadecisiveeffect on
dic continental Celts, who can be identified widi die
HallstattandLa Ténecultures.

7. The Celtiberianscame in this way to be a vcry
importantpartof Ccltic Culture, althoughscholarsof
thc Celts have often excludedtSe Iberian Peninsula
from their generalmonographson this proto-historical
people,basicallybecausetheyhaveidentified dicCelts
with theHallstattandLa Ténecultures.Theimportance
of the Celtiberian Culture can best be understood
within the processcsof ethnogcnesisof the Iberian
Peninsulaand the general framework of thc Celtic
world.




