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Opinion about the Surprising Results of Dr. Mario Alinei’s Research

This surprising work, which heralds a new era, is worthy of praise because it states that the language
of the Etruscans, the founders of Rome, on which the whole civilization of Europe was built, was the
language of a Magyar-speaking people. In spite of the outstanding nature of Dr. Mario Alinei’s book:
Etrusco: una forma arcaica de Ungherese (Ősi Kapocs) (Ancient Bond), as a pioneer work, it requires some
corrections. We believe that Dr. Alinei, an open-minded scholar who truly researches the truth, when he
was writing his book did not know the information we are about to offer him. We hope that, after it has
been brought to his attention, he will write an addendum to correct the omissions from the original work.
In his book, we read that, after the Baden age, between 3000 and 2000 BC, the tribes coming from
the south with the knowledge of mining, smelting, and metal-working, went toward the west as a wellarmed equestrian people, and as Etruscans, occupied a part of the present land of Italy. All this is very
questionable.
The UNESCO publication in 1963, Prehistory and the Beginnings of Civilization by Sir Leonard
Woolley and Jacquetta Hawkes, points out two centers of civilization, which supposedly predated the Körös
Culture of the Carpathian Basin. According to the view of Dr. Etelka Toronyi, the Natufian Culture could
not have predated the Körös Culture, as the aforementioned book states, because it cannot be regarded as
an independent cultural center. In the Natufian Culture there cannot be found any trace of the remains of
the most primitive settlements, only the tools of a simple agricultural people. The writers of the UNESCO
publication date this culture to 8000 BC, which is in the Neolithic Age. The culture of the Carpathian
Basin dates back to the Paleolithic Age, 25-30,000 years ago. They demonstrate with tables that the Jermo
or Jericho culture also predates the Körös culture. Etelka Toronyi writes that this is mistaken[1] because the
art of ceramics, which separates the Neolithic from the Paleolithic era, is not present in the lowest level of
Jermo, which is supposedly older than the Körös Culture. Ceramics are the measure of a cultural standard.
The ceramics excavated in the city found on the second cultural level of Jermo or Jericho may be the same
age as those of the Körös or Erösd cultures but they are more primitive than those of Körös or Erösd; the
walls of the clay pots found in Jermo II. are thick, formed by hand and the glazing is of poor quality. The
ceramics found in Kökénydomb in the territory of Körös and those found near the Iron Gate were turned
on a wheel and had decorations in relief.
The pre-Szeszklo or ancient Szekler building technique, the potter’s wheel and ceramics glazed at
high temperatures were all brought to the Balkans, across the islands of the Aegean Sea, to Asia Minor and
from there to the shores of the Mediterranean Sea. According to the observations of Etelka Toronyi, the
artisans, who practiced the art of glazed ceramics, discovered how to smelt metals. Only those people
who were able to make glazed ceramics, which required a temperature of 1700 degrees Celsius, could have
discovered the smelting of metals. Moreover in their territory pure copper and other metals could be

found. Therefore the first mines in Europe were found in the Carpathian Basin and in the largest numbers
in Europe. Just for this reason, there was no necessity for tribes to bring mining and smelting knowledge
from the south.
The ancient Szeklers lived in a territory, Transylvania, where not only copper but also tin could be
found in veins and in ores. Therefore, we can make the conclusion that the Szekler people were the first
people to discover bronze. This statement is supported by the large number of bronze artifacts found in the
Carpathian Basin. The fact that almost every tool made of copper, found in the Carpathian Basin, was a
replica of polished Stone Age tools, allows us to conclude that the Proto-Szeklers used copper at a very early
period in history. The copper objects found in Transylvania were of a very high level of workmanship seen
nowhere else in the world. Bracelets, arm-ornaments, brooches and buckles were found in large quantifies.
Dechelette, the famed French Bronze-Age researcher made a list of the locations and ages of the articles
found. This list shows that the most primitive Bronze Age objects in Western Europe date to 2000 B.C. but
in the Carpathian Basin, the bronze objects made by the Szeklers date back to 4000 B.C. and a bronze adze
found in the county of Torontal, which is inscribed with the Szekler Runic Script, dates back to 5000 B.C.
Jan Briand compared the bronze findings of Asia and Europe and stated that the adzes, spiral brooches,
bracelets and buckles from Transylvania are the most remarkable remains of the Bronze Age.[2] The rich
appearance of the bronze articles and their many different forms lead us to conclude that the Proto-Szeklers
were the first to make bronze from copper and tin. Not only on the basis of archeology can we state that
the creators of the pre-historic culture were the Proto-Szeklers, but we can prove from the metrical analysis
of anthropology that the direct descendants of the Proto-Szeklers are the present-day Szeklers and Magyars.
A bronze adze found in Tordos witnesses to the fact that the first forms of writing existed in the Carpathian
Basin, 7000 years ago. We can be sure that the inscription on the bronze adze is really a form of writing
because the objects excavated at Tordos by Zsófia Torma, ceramics and round seals, are inscribed with
markings identical to those on the bronze adze. These ceramics and round seals are dated to be from the
same period as the adze. This important collection of articles inscribed with the Runic Script was studied
by Dr. Matthias Fehér whose conclusions were published posthumously by his wife, in two volumes.[3]
The Szekler Runic Script of today shows a strong resemblance to the script on the bronze adze of Tordos
and the ceramics and seals excavated by Zsófia Torma.
John Dayton's research supports the conclusions of Etelka Toronyi: "The European Bronze Age
preceded that of the Near East. The same pattern is apparent in the development of glazing and its allied
craft, metallurgy."[4] Writing of the production of bronze artifacts in the Near East, he says: "Tin does not
exist in the Near East and came from China or from Europe (Bohemia)"[5] He points out that native
copper did not exist in Egypt and that in Central Europe and the Carpathians, large quantities of native
copper, gold and silver are to be found.[6]
Kálmán Miske, a Hungarian archeologist, already in the early 1900’s, informed us of the results of the
excavations at Velem St. Vid in Hungary. He offered indisputable proofs that Bronze Age mining
contributed to the spread of bronze artifacts in Western Europe.[7] Antimony was mined in the Rohonc
Mountain in Burgenland (Western Hungary) near Velem St. Vid. This Hungarian territory was given to
Austria in 1920 at the Treaty of Trianon. The antimony mines are still in use today. The Hungarian name
for the mining area was Szalonak. Its present name is Schlaining. The majority of the artifacts found in the

three excavations at Velem St. Vid are presently on display in the museum at Szombathely. There must have
been a large population at Velem St. Vid in the Bronze Age for John Dayton, quoting Kalman Miske, says:
"This site has also yielded tuyeres, crucibles, and some fifty stone moulds, mostly for socketed axes, and
must have been a very important production centre."[8] He later says: "Evidence is in fact accumulating for
trade over a large area of Western Europe during the Third Millennium."[9] Most of the Bronze Age
artifacts, hand-wrought or cast in a mold, which can be found in the museums of Western Europe,
originated from Velem St. Vid. Miske mentions that, already in the Bronze Age, bronze was made from an
alloy of copper and tin but the Velem St. Vid process was an exception because it used antimony instead of
tin. It is an indisputable fact that antimony bronze was developed at Velem St. Vid. John Dayton supports
this conclusion and again reinforces the fact that antimony is not mined in the Near East.[10]
Elemer Csobánczi writes that an artifact of antimony and gold was found in the grave of the Egyptian
Pharoah Kheneri of the Second Dynasty. He quotes A.R. Burne who says that the two metals, gold and
antimony, can only be alloyed by the use of a catalyst, a third metal called Tellurium. Geologists have found
only three places where the three metals can be found together, in natural form - in Australia, North
America and in Zalatna, Transylvania. We can conclude that the Egyptians received these metals from
Transylvania.[11]
Gordon Childe states that, in the Bronze Age, the alloy electrum was made of two parts gold and one
part silver. This process was known in only four places, the Carpathian Basin, Troy, the Caucasus and
Mesopotamia.[12]
The ancient name for Szombathely indicates the nature of the ancient people who inhabited this region.
The original name was Szabaria which means a settlement of Szabir/ Szubar people (Subareans). The
Subareans were a Mesopotamian people and the accepted theory of diffusion states that they migrated from
Mesopotamia to the Carpathian Basin. Dayton, however, proves that "From a geological point of view and
in view of the archeological evidence, the Hungarian/Bohemian Basin offers all the elements for the
discovery of metallurgy."[13] He also states "It is also quite clear that the metallurgical wealth of
Mesopotamia was developed from Central Europe."[14] Dayton contends that the movement of peoples
was the reverse of that accepted by historians. His theory is that, because of an intense drought at the end
of the Fourth Millennium in Europe, "there was a movement of peoples into the Mediterranean and Near
East, if not into Egypt."[15] The ancient people, already in the Bronze Age, using sailboats, reached the
island of Crete, Asia Minor, Egypt and Africa.
It should be no surprise that the Carpathian Basin was a densely populated area during the Bronze Age,
when we consider that man had lived in this area for millennia. Archeologists have found human remains
of 94 people dating back 2.5 million years. The skull found at Vertesszőllős dates back 450,000 years.[16]
In the Neolithic Age, one of the most important materials used by ancient man to make weapons and tools
was obsidian. Three obsidian mines were found in the Carpathian Basin, at Tarcsal, Tokay and Csitar,
where large numbers of tools were manufactured. By natural progression the population increased and this
area was densely populated in the Bronze Age. Elek Fényes writes that the trade routes for obsidian and salt
began in the Carpathian Basin and that amber, shell and silk routes crossed the Carpathian Basin. It is a
known fact that trade routes always passed through populated areas.[17]

The main requirement of the economical production of an article is that the raw material should be
worked close to the place it was mined, thereby reducing the expense of transportation. This was all the
more important in an era when the finished product was transported by carriage on bad roads. The amulets
found at Tartaria in Rumania, (formerly Tatarlaka, Hungary), are proof that civilization originated in
Transylvania. An ancient form of writing on these amulets, which date back to 5000 B.C., places the
discovery of writing in Transylvania rather than in Sumer. Similarly the invention of the wheel can be
credited to the ancient people of the Carpathian Basin. "The earliest certain evidence for a wheeled vehicle
comes from the pottery model of a wagon found at Budakalász in Hungary, in a Baden Culture burial of
about 2900-2400 B.C."[18]
Zsófia Torma tells us that this wagon was a "burial wagon" in which the people of the Carpathian Basin
used to send their loved ones to the afterlife, just as the Vikings sent their dead on their journey in ships.
[19] She points out that, according to the research of Nandor Fettich and Stuart Piggott, many wagons
have been found in the Carpathian Basin and in Mesopotamia. This would indicate that the people who
migrated from the Carpathian Basin not only travelled by wagon but also brought with them their burial
customs to Mesopotamia.
John Dayton says: "It is also curious that the horse and the first wheeled vehicles (probably pulled by
oxen) also appeared in Europe during the early part of the Third Millennium, perhaps about 2800 B.C.
The horse is of the Asiatic type, the Tarpan or the Przewalski horse, and so it appears that the farmers and
pastoralists who spread into Europe during the Fourth Millennium with horses, originated in the steppes of
southern Russia or central Asia, and not necessarily in the Near East."[20] He mentions that in 1950,
Piggott pointed out that a domesticated horse appears with the Copper Age in Hungary, with the
Tiszapolgar/Baden culture.
Calvin Gebhart, in The Races of Mankind, states that the Szeklers are the oldest and purest branch of the
Magyars. Elemer Csobánczi says that the ancient populace of the Carpathian Basin has survived to the
present day in such groups as the Kalotaszeg Magyars, the Szeklers of Erösd, the Barkok and the Torockok.
[21]
In the Bronze Age, because of over-population and drought, some of the Proto-Szeklers and ProtoMagyars migrated from the Carpathian Basin in carriages and they populated territories which at that time
were not populated or just sparsely populated. They carried with them their ancient culture and technical
knowledge, their religious views, customs, legends and folktales and, in different eras, when they were in
distress, they returned to their ancient land under different names and found refuge in the Carpathian
Basin. They even came back as conquerors or returned to give help to their brothers who were in trouble in
their ancient land, for example, the Avars returned to help the Huns and the Magyars returned to aid the
Avars.
Modern unbiased linguists appear to prove the Sumerian-Magyar connections. Sir Leonard Woolley, in
the lowest cultural level of the city of Ur, discovered well-developed bronze objects which had no primitive
characteristics. This indicates that a new ethnic group appeared in this territory and brought with them the
knowledge of bronze metallurgy. In the upper and topmost levels, the bronze artifacts completely
disappeared, according to Woolley. Etelka Toronyi explains that, at that time, a new conquest or war cut off

the route to the territory from which the Sumerians were obtaining the tin, necessary for the manufacture
of bronze. John Dayton says: "Glazing dies out in Mesopotamia after the conquest of Babylon and Persia by
Alexander, to reappear with the Parthians in the first century B.C."[22] The ethnic group of people who
carried with them the knowledge of the process of making bronze were the ancestors of the Szeklers, the
Proto-Szeklers. This is proven by the fact that the bronze objects found in Sumer were completely identical
in composition to those of the Carpathian Basin. The spiral motif, which is so characteristic of the
Carpathian Basin bronze objects, can also be found on the bronze artifacts of the Sumerians. Every stage in
the development of bronze can be found in the Carpathian Basin. This is why we can state that the Szekler
emigrants took with them the knowledge of the production of bronze to Mesopotamia.
Constantine Porphyrogenitus writes: "Those Magyars who left Etelköz and travelled east are called
Sabirs"[23]
In the second millennium B.C., the war between Babylon and Assyria took place on the territory of the
Sabirs in Mesopotamia. In the time of Hammurabi, the horse was introduced as a means of waging war
with chariots and horsemen. At that time, a well-equipped group of equestrian nomads, whose origin was
unknown, appeared in Mesopotamia from Central Asia. They were the Scythians and Turanians whose
main strength was the cavalry. Hammurabi adopted the custom of using the horse and chariot from the
Kassites. The implementation of this new way of making war must have had great importance because
Hammurabi, in his writings, boasted of the numbers of horses and chariots he possessed. When
Hammurabi lost power, the equestrian Kassites took over and remained for almost 500 years on this
territory, which we now call the Babylonian empire. The Kassites called their empire KUR-TEN-IZ, the
country of TENIZ. Their strength was their superior cavalry. The Kassites divided their empire into
territories inhabited by equestrian tribes. Their center was the city of Assur on the bank of the River Zab.
In the Sumerian language, Assur was ASSZA-UR and means "horse-lord".
This is just a fragment of the enormous amount of written, not hypothetical material, which we
have at our disposal. The evidence found in the Carpathian Basin and in the South allows us to conclude
that one group of the ancient Magyar-speaking people, who migrated out of the Carpathian Basin towards
the south, settled in the present territory of Italy, as Etruscans, establishing Etruria. We can demonstrate
numerous examples of such settlements, during the migration of peoples who spoke agglutinative
languages, in prehistory as well as in recorded history. If we speak of a migration from the south towards
the north, that can only mean a resettlement or homecoming. The data does not show any Finno-Ugric
origins. The connections with the existing Finno-Ugric languages do not indicate that the Magyars
originated from the Manszi people, but rather indicate that they lived together with the two ancient
peoples, or were their neighbors, or that the language similarity was a result of the spread of the Körös
Culture. In a similar manner, the knowledge of bronze-working spread to Western Europe, which is why so
many Magyar root-words are to be found in the European languages. The Magyar language was the giver
and not the receiver. This is conceivable, given that their culture was superior to that of the surrounding
peoples.

Unfortunately, we have to state that Dr. Alinei ignored the influence of the much older Körös
Culture (not Slav or Illyrian) on the Villanova Culture, which is a later development. The Carpathian
Basin should be examined as a geographical and ethnic entity. It is to be hoped that Dr. Alinei will take
these points into consideration.
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