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The tradition that holds us in thrall

WITHOUT GREECE AND ROME, for better or for worse—and
almost certainly, despite all our faults, for worse—we
should not be what we are. Their significances crowd in upon us
with an insistence that is far too many-sided and complex to be
satisfied by simple metaphorical phrases indicating the debt, legacy
or heritage that we owe to these sources.

For one thing the influences which, whether we like it or not,
hold us in thrall have reached us in many different times and
ways, and at every level of consciousness and profundity. In some
matters—the classical contribution in the political field, or certain
central aspects of the messages of Virgil or Cicero—impingement
on the world has been continuous, so that a direct chain of in-
heritance can be traced all the way through the intervening cen-
turies until the present moment. And yet, even in such basic
themes, there have also at many periods been revivals that are due
in a larger degree to intentional resuscitation than to the bonds of
continuity. When Cola di Rienzi, in the 14th century, tried to
restore the antique Roman Republic, this was not only because
he was heir to a continuous tradition (though he had the stones
of Rome to remind him of this) but because he had ‘rediscovered’
Livy. Others—Petrarch is perhaps the most famous of them—
have often made similar rediscoveries of ancient authors: which
really means that they cast the contemporary spotlight upon some
part of the almost inexhaustible store, and reinterpreted it in the
light of topical preoccupations. For example, the American and
French Revolutionaries were to invoke most fervently the same
Republican tradition again. And then it was too much to expect
that the classically trained British would not equate Salamis and
Plataea with Trafalgar and Waterloo, and the Pax Romana with
their own nineteenth-century empire. In the words of a very late
Roman in Gaul, Rutilius Namatianus, echoing Virgil in his praise
of the imperial people:

You brought the nations one great fatherland,
You raised the savage with your taming hand,
Broke him, but gave him laws to be his aid.
A City of the scattered Earth you made.

But when a British colonial civil servant thought of the Pax
Britannica in the light of his recollections of a classical schooling,
he was not, of course, so deluded as to suppose that the parallel
between the two sets of empire-builders was exact. The same
applies to literature and art: slavish imitation has only been the
result of bad classicism; good classicism, from Homer onwards,
has meant not the suppression of originality, but its intense
stimulation by the disciplinary influence of a fertilizing tradition.
Never has this tradition been more determinedly invoked than
by Italians of the 1s5th and 16th centuries. ‘Draw near the
monuments of the ancients’, Jerome Vida (c. 1550) appealed,
‘scan them with your eyes, peruse them with your spirit, scrutinize
them again and again.” That is an echo of Horace, but Horace,
like others who understood what the classics really mean, had
added that one can and must modify and improve on what one
has found. Greece and Rome are, or ought to be, exciting and
provoking, not the dead hand of a restrictive past.

INTRODUCTION

MICHAEL GRANT

The Stuff of History
When, therefore, we find some sort of an echo of the ancient
world in modern times, the process that has brought it into being
may well be a fascinatingly complex one. And this is just the sort
of historical process that is worth understanding, because this is
the real stuff of history, what history is about. Your apparent
parallel may represent indebtedness incurred at one of many
possible epochs, or it may represent conscious or half-conscious
or unconscious imitation—or, in some cases, not so much imita-
tion as reaction. (Or it might even be fortuitous, since there is
only a limited number of ways of doing certain things, in politics
ot art or in many other fields.) And then, when you seem to have
proved in any particular case that indebtedness to the ancients
exists, is it really a matter of fundamental substance or structure,
or may it, perhaps, be something much more superficial? Fot, as
well as authentic debts and links, there are also situations when
identical or similar phrases or artistic themes are, out of con-
venience or nostalgia, made to exploit or enrich what are really
quite distinct phenomena. Thus Charlemagne and Frederick II
Hohenstaufen, with startling deviation from contemporary artis-
tic norms, deliberately portrayed themselves on theit coinage as
ancient imperial Caesars and Augustuses—which they were not.
In so doing, they foreshadowed even closer imitations of classical
models by despots such as Francesco I da Carrara of Padua; and
in the same sort of spirit Charles II, requiring a ‘Britannia’ for
his coinage, asked a friend (the Duchess of Richmond) to pose
for a design closely based on the ‘Britannia’ of Antoninus Pius.
Sometimes then the debt is profound, sometimes it is supet-
ficial and artificial, and there are many nuances betwixt and be-
tween. Sometimes, again, it is quite unconscious—the total una-
wareness with which one can live on a legacy and yet forget, or
never even know, who the testator was. At all these levels the
ancient world has been a catalyst, and with varying degrees of
intensity has influenced and guided ways of thinking and events.

The Living World of the Myths

I would like to illustrate this vital matter of transmission, and
how it comes about, from the field of myth. Classical mythology
provides many short-cuts to our knowledge of what the Greeks
and Romans wete like. Yet it does not figure independently in the
following chapters; and this is because its special historic role is
that of a link or bridge between a wide variety of different branches
of human activity. It is therefore particularly relevant to the ques-
tion of transmission, between the ancient world and ourselves,
which I am here discussing. The peoples of the ancient world
depended upon their mythology for an enormous proportion of
their art, literature, religion and education. Accordingly these
myths were not only the subject of prolonged ancient study, but
have become the keen concern today of classicists, anthropolo-
gists, theologians and psycho-analysts alike. For this reason, in
spite of many false trails and excessive claims, the subject has,
during the present century, advanced in a more definitive and
revolutionary fashion than almost any other aspect of the studies
of Greece and Rome.
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Greek and Graeco-Roman myth emerges from this process as
infinitely rich and vatiegated in origin, development and cha-
racter. Often even a single myth is told in ten diverse and irre-
concilable forms; and the attitude of ancient people to every such
story was different at every step and level (vertical in time or
horizontal in class) of their cultural development. Besides, the
myths cannot be understood at all if our researches into their
character are restricted to the Greeks and Romans themselves. Not
only they, but vast numbers of other peoples, have found the
same stoties gripping, compulsive and unforgettable. For very
many of these narratives, very many indeed, are amazingly paral-
leled, often down to minor details, in a hundred or sometimes
several hundred different cultures far outside the classical world,
from Lapland to Melanesia, from North America to Zululand.
These unmistakable similarities, which to those innocent of an-
thropology seem almost incredible, raise a cardinal question: are
they caused by C. G. Jung’s ‘collective unconscious’—creating
identical myths in peoples at similar stages of evolution even if
they are so utterly remote from one another that no previous con-
tact seems possible—or were the stories in some way actually
transmitted, perhaps through many intermediaries and over a great
period of time, from one culture to another? As the years go by,
and more and more direct links, however surprising, are dis-
covered, we must conclude that transmission probably occurred
much more often than we can so far trace.

There is the problem of transmission from place to place; there
is also the problem of transmission from epoch to epoch. This
theme operates backwards as well as forwards from Greece and
Rome; the question is first how did #bey get their mythology, and
only then how has it come down to ourselves. If we first look far
backwards into time—and even if we bear in mind, as we should,
that prehistoric beliefs cannot be deduced with any certainty from
such material objects as may survive—we can, occasionally, at least
guess at Palaeolithic anticipations of anthropomorphic concepts,
such as that of the Great Mother, which were later to appear
among the Greeks in developed mythological form. Much later,
Mesopotamia, Crete and Mycenae left more easily recognizable
ancestors—or older cousins—to classical tales. Then, in what (for
want of historical knowledge about it) we must still call the ‘Dark
Age’, the beginnings of truly Greek myth are to be found. Many
stages of this early development are enshrined in the Homeric
poems, and above all in the //iad, which led the way for poets and
artists of its time and all other times to come.

The age-long processes of transmission, ever adapting, review-
ing and reinterpreting, were already at work. They are cleatly
operative in the ‘Orientalizing’ period of Greek art, and then

IO

The giant Promethens figures in early my-
thology as the loyal friend of mankind, for
whom bhe is said to have stolen fire from
heaven. A later version of the myth even
made him the creator of the human race.
Horace alludes to it, and at Panopens (in
Phocis) Pausanias was shown by the local
people two lumps of clay—*not earthy clay,
but such as would be found in a ravine or
sandy torrent, and they smell very like
the skin of a man. They say that these are
the remains of the clay out of which the
whole race of mankind was made by Pro-
methens” On this Roman sarcophagus
Promethens is seen meditating before
bringing man to life; Zeus, Poseidon, Her-
mes and Hera watch. To the early Chris-
tians the myth symbolized rebirth in the
after-life, and iconographically it passed
into Christian art as the Creation of Man
by God. (1)

again—as the visual arts came to equal contemporary literature in
beauty and vigour—in the archaic and classical epochs of Hellen-
ism. Now, indeed, in an age when shame had been replaced by
guilt as the basis of men’s moral actions, mythology underwent
corresponding changes, and became in the process the indispens-
able staple material of that Athenian tragedy which, like so many
other branches of classical literature, gave us the foundation of
what Europe has achieved since. Later, again, the same stories
were adapted to the different though cognate cultures of Etruria
and Rome.

Meanwhile, throughout ancient history, the Near and Middle
East hardly ever ceased to exercise a powerful impact on the
Mediterranean world; and eastern motifs and stories continued to
find their way, together with the predominant Greek themes, into
the artificial mythology which the non-mythically minded Romans
created for their own purposes of patriotic antiquarianism and
entertainment. And then large segments of the traditional corpus
proved suitable for retention to mirror the new spiritual aspira-
tions of the Christian era. The Creation of Man by Prometheus
comes to symbolize rebirth in the after life, and Orpheus, the en-
chanter of animal creation, is depicted as the Good Shepherd by
the fresco-painters of the Roman catacombs.

Startling and Productive: the Impact on the West

Ever since then, this same mythology has repeatedly exercised a
revivifying effect upon the visual arts of Europe. The first clas-
sical miracle had been the brilliance and variety of its achievement,
the second has been its subsequent impact, startling and produc-
tive, upon quite different civilizations. This is abundantly true of
myth: for in literature and art alike this traditional framework
has time after time been the medium through which, often in
conditions far removed from classical antiquity, even the most
strikingly independent minds have felt it necessary to express
their ideas and artistic talents.

The guise of the Good Shepherd, for example, was very far
from the only role of Orpheus during the Middle Ages. Boethius
(c. AD 480-524) handed his story (like many othets) on to sub-
sequent generations, and one indirect result was Orpheus’ re-
appearance, much altered, in French and English fairytales. Dante
cites him again as a prime illustration for the process of allegory,
that style of saying one thing to mean another which, usually in
anachronistic fashion, so many medieval writers read into the
classics. The Orpheus who emerges would scarcely have been
recognizable to the Greeks, but it is to them that he owes his
origins, and theirs is the inspiration which cast his story into a
mould so deeply influential upon century after century. He owes

p 320(9)
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part of his survival to King David, for it is in the guise of Orpheus
that David is portrayed on a roth-century Byzantine psalter. Like-
wise Hercules, the last mythological figure to leave western art
and literature at the end of the ancient wotld and the first to re-
turn to it early in the second millennium, owes much of his
persistence to Biblical comparisons with Samson.

In eastern Europe, the gods and heroes scarcely disappeared at
all. Splendid silver plates from Constantinople, now mostly at
Leningrad and Nicosia, went on showing classical scenes as late
as the 7th century; and they continue to occur in the designs
adorning Byzantine caskets three or four hundred years after that.
The great gth-century patriarch Photius still found it necessary to
inveigh against pagan mythology; rather as in 1199 Otrléans was
denounced as a centre of pagan studies in danger of losing its way
to Paradise. By then, the Carolingian tevival had long since
ensured the survival of the classics, and Ovid had become the
best-seller he was to remain.

Another great means of transmission came from the captute of
Toledo by the Spaniards from the Moslems in 1085. Through
this channel, as well as through Arab Palermo, came the Greek
culture which had for centuries been preserved at the Islamic
Universities of Asia such as Jundai-Shapur. In 12th- and 13th-
century Toledo, as well as in Cordova and Seville, the Greek
classics were translated into Latin for the western world. This was
the decisive time for those Aristotelian studies which dominated
western thought until the Platonic Academies of the 15th century.
The part played by Islam in this transmission explains why, in the
Latin astronomical and astrological treatises which were popular
at this as at all other times of crisis, the mythological figures are
sometimes shown with Moslem or other oriental attributes.

A New Art and a New Meaning

Yet such medieval survivals, and even deliberate revivals such as
we find in artists of the Carolingian age, are slight beside the force
with which Graeco-Roman myth burst upon Italian painters and
sculptors from the 15th century onwards. The Renaissance love
of story-telling found much of its best narrative material in these
myths. The tales which Ovid had broughtto life from his gleanings
of innumerable Greek intermediaties, and which Boccaccio had
called to the notice of Italian writers and painters, were brilliantly
adapted to a succession of current fashions and personal moods
and styles, often far removed from the classical atmosphere.
Brueghel, for example, selects the Fal/ of Icarus as the vehicle for
a startlingly idiosyncratic revelation—possibly with topical over-
tones—of his own rough philosophy. What fascinated Michelan-
gelo, on the other hand, about Greek mythology was not so much
their stories but their humanism, theit demonstration of the
potentialities of the human form and spirit at their greatest,
struggling—Ilike the Hercules of many a heroic drawing or sta-
tue—against the monstrous forces of evil. Through him, myth
inspired the Renaissance cteation of the male human body—just
as through other artists it inspired that other great Renaissance
theme, the female nude.

But it was at Venice, in the art of Michelangelo’s younger con-
temporaries, that classical myth underwent one of its most suc-
cessful and original transformations. Through the opulent,
sombte sensuousness of Titian’s sometimes frightening mytholog-
ical pictures moves a strangely fresh and direct personal ex-
petience of the classical tradition. Tintoretto contributes his ex-
citing restless vistas, while Veronese lowers the tension to an
urbane and colourful pageantry. Then the Narcissus of Caravag-
gio, again technically superb, displays a harsh and truthful realism
which makes a break with all interpretations of mythology that
have gone befote. For here the figures of the myths, whose beha-
viour had always been depicted at one remove from humdrum
reality, are reduced—as Caravaggio also reduced the figures of
Biblical story—to the status of fallible pathetic human beings.

In the 17th century the myths were teborn by new sorts of
magic in the great French tragedies, in the new baroque Italian
opera, and in the fresh and splendid sculpture and painting of
richly differing geniuses: the statues of Bernini, and the pictures
of Rubens, Poussin and Claude. Once again the familiar tales had
proved begetters of many things unknown before. In the next
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The myth of Europa and the Bull ( Zeus in disguise) has been illustrated
by artists down the ages. The Archaic friege shown on p. 13 (1) is one
of the earliest versions; this red-figure vase-painting of ¢. 490-80 BC
represents a more classical treatment. (2)
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century Tiepolo and Boucher, with theitr rococo dedication to
gracefully luxurious femininity, tepresented only minor facets of
the compulsive tradition: though it is amusing and startling to
contrast, say, Boucher’s or Coypel’s Rape of Europa with the treat-
ment of the same theme on an Archaic Greek frieze, noting the
versions of various great masters along the way.

We have come a long distance. Yet now again a new era, eman-
cipated from this pre-revolutionary prettiness, was heralded by
Goya and Blake. Their own mythological paintings, it must be
added, can hardly be regarded as typical of this romantic revolu-
tion which broke with the past, for they are a law unto them-
selves. Yet even they, for all the ditectness of their vision, felt
this need for the classical framework.

A Key to the Unconscious?

Then Macaulay, Kingsley and Hawthorne brought the myths,
variously adjusted to English and Americans, into every nine-
teenth-century home; and this gain of breadth, as usually happens,
carried compensating losses of depth. Nevertheless further
reinterpretations, as profound and personal as any in the past,
were to follow in the poetry of Rilke and Cavafy, and the plays
of T. S. Eliot, Eugene O’Neill, Gide, Giraudoux, Cocteau,
Camus, Sartre: who between them illustrate—as Corneille and
Racine had illustrated three centuries earlier—the inextinguish-
able capacity of mythological Greek tragedy for survival and
ever-original adaptation. Their contemporaties in the fields of
sculpture and painting, too, depended no less strongly upon
classical themes as vehicles for their own imaginations. Out-
standing artists of myth such as Picasso, Braque, Lipchitz,
Zadkine and Dali have shown a growing tendency to portray
the unconscious dream-images which have inspired Freud and
his followers to seek mythical prototypes, such as Oedipus and
Narcissus and Prometheus, for the psychopathic experiences of
mankind. Although Freud’s theories have been shown by
anthropologists and others to be less universally applicable than
he claimed, he has made Oedipus, and classical themes of ritual
and crime, part of our own structure of behaviour; and has
again shown how ancient myth continues to make itself indis-
pensable to mankind—or at least unavoidable.

As Mitcea Eliade puts it, ‘every primordial image is the bearer
of a message of direct relevance to the condition of humanity’.
He was thinking of myths, but the application can be extended
to the whole of the complex miracle by which Greece and Rome
have been handed down to us. Many, indeed, are the messages
which they are able to convey to us, if we are able to receive
them. If we try to do this, thete is the prospect or danger that we

11
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shall become wholly riveted to the Greek and Roman past. This
is easy because of the extraordinary wealth of fascination and
enjoyment which it provides. The process can, if you like, be
called escapism, which has given many people a relatively happy
life. But the same process of withdrawal can also add to the store
of useful knowledge. Such an increase has never been more
necessary than today—and innumerable examples from the past
watn us not to dismiss any increase of knowledge, however
apparently remote from the present day, as lacking potential
usefulness. But in any case, whether researchers into the subject
continue to enlarge the frontiers of knowledge or not, escape
into the past is one of the means of that healing, invigorating,
liberating release which Goethe felt when he read the Homeric
Hymns. By coming upon the ancient world at so eatly a stage,
he seemed to experience, at least momentarily, a sense of emanci-
pation ‘from the terrible burden which the tradition of many
hundreds of years has rolled upon us’.

Goethe was right to see that tradition can be evil as well as
good, needing from us a measure of denial as well as acceptance.
The traditions are behind us, whether we want them or not. If
we remain unconscious of them, we are their woodenly depen-
dent victims. If we understand them, they free us from the bonds
of this historical necessity; they enhance our lives instead of
deadening them, for we have become their masters rather than
their slaves. Greece and Rome are uniquely able to help us in this
way, because theirs are the only past civilizations, or jointly the
only civilization, spread out for our detailed inspection all the
way from beginning to end—from the birth of the west, not
until its death, but until its first major change.

In 1450 the humanist Alberti was commissioned to remodel the church of
S. Francesco at (Tempio Malatestiano) Rimini. As the basis of his
design be took the Arch of Augustus (left), a_few bundred yards from the
chaurch, and multiplied it by three. Ten years later, on the west front of
the church of S. Maria Novella, Florence, (below) he used a peds-
ment, a range of half-columns and pilasters at ground level and scroll-
buttresses (their first use in architecture) to link the two storeys together.

(3, 4> )
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The tradition that holds us in thrall

The Witness of Architecture

As to what happened after that change, and particularly what
happened to the ancient classics, the complicated process of
continuity and reaction which I have briefly illustrated from myth
can also be illustrated by an art which, though lacking in its very
nature this narrative framework, has nevertheless throughout
the centuries petsistently born witness to its classical ancestry:
namely architecture.

At many times during the intervening millennia, buildings
have continued to display classical orders and motifs, sometimes
in functional and wholly essential roles, but sometimes again in
purely detachable positions upon otherwise quite unclassical
buildings. You can find themes of Greek and Roman origin in
every possible degree of indispensability or dispensability be-
tween these two extremes. Almost at the outset of the post-
classical era, knowledge of the great domed or vaulted structures
of antiquity, such as the Pantheon and Basilica of Constantine or
Maxentius at Rome, blends strangely with many Near and Middle
Eastern themes to produce that miracle of mathematics, illusion
and mystical beauty, the Church of the Holy Wisdom (St Sophia)
at Constantinople. From that, again, there is a very direct path
to the superb mosques of 16th-century Istanbul, and parti-
cularly to the architecture of Sinan, a Christian from Caesarea,
whose masterpiece, however, lies inland, at the Turks’ first
European capital Edirne (Adrianople)—the Selimiye or mosque
of the Sultan Selim I. At the other end of Europe, meanwhile,
the same transmission from the ancient world to Islam via
Christianity had been at work. For the Caliph Abd al-Rahman
III’s Medina Azzahra palace at 1oth-century Cordova showed
horse-shoe arches, themselves of disputable origin, supported by
capitals which (like many other featutes of this great but mostly
vanished building) directly echo Byzantium and the whole
classical world which had preceded it. Islam repaid the influence
later.

Meanwhile, throughout the West, extraordinary developments
came from the Roman innovation, displayed in the House of
Fortune at Pompeii and then Severus’ Forum at Lepcis Magna, by
which arches were made to spring direct from the capitals of
columns. After many years of small churches in Italy, France,
Spain and elsewhere, the formula achieved in the r1th century
that grandiloquent, varied, cosmopolitan efflorescence which
records its origins by the title ‘Romanesque’. But then, while
Abbot Suger and the Ile de France deduced from its rounded
forms the verticality of ‘Gothic’, the Italians continued to build
in varieties of ‘Romanesque’: of which the 15th-century Floren-
tine Renaissance is seen to be the heir. The continuity behind
the Renaissance, as well as its striking originality within that
tradition, can be seen by comparing the architectural styles of
three churches at Florence. S. Miniato al Monte, started in the
11th century on Roman models, leads on to Arnolfo di Cambio’s
monumental Cathedral (begun 1296); and it is with such fore-
runners in mind that the genius of Brunelleschi devised his geo-
metrical masterpiece of the early Renaissance, S. Spirito (c. 1436).

Building Upon the Classical Foundation

Italian textbooks, and then those of France and other countries,
tell how the architects of the 15th and 16th centuries wrestled
with the ancient motifs and converted them to novel uses and
themes; and the results can be seen in the memorials that they
have left behind them. Augustus’ triumphal arch at Rimini, and
Trajan’s at Ancona, were mobilized by Alberti to the very differ-
ent functions of a fagade, at the Rimini Tempio Malatestiano and
Mantua church of S. Andrea respectively. The cardinal problem,
was the adaptation of classical motifs to the unclassically shaped
frontages of basilica churches, with their naves higher than their
aisles. For these, two-stotey facades had to be devised. S. Maria
Novella at Florence shows the first hesitating use of the scroll
motif to link the two differing elevations, thus leading on to a
whole host of west frontages all, in divers forms, exploiting the
vocabulary of ancient Greece and Rome. Occasionally there are
strange and unconscious echoes, in church fagades, of ancient
‘baroque’ frontages such as Petra’s two-storey ‘Temple of Isis’.
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Michelangelo, in his twin Capitoline palaces integtrates and
unifies the two stoteys by lofty columns, such as are to be seen
at Baalbek’s late Roman “Temple of Bacchus’, illustrated on a
later page. He also utilizes the three-tiered arcades of the Colos-
seum for his courtyard of the Palazzo Farnese. In his later years,
even these inspired variations upon classical themes were not
enough for him, and just as his Las# Judgment in the Sistine Chapel
and his paintings for the Cappella Paolina leave the Renaissance
far behind, so in the architectural sphere his Laurentian Library
at Florence is a startling illustration of what can be done if the
antique motifs are retained but deprived of the architectural
function which had brought them into being.

Baroque artists steered this process of exploitation plus partial,
though never total, rejection out of a tortured mannerist phase—
characteristic of the 16th century—to a glorious fulfilment which
reveals how classical antiquity has produced some of its best
results by reaction rather than imitation. The forms which Bor-
romini uses in his Roman churches S. Carlo alle Quattro Fontane
or S. Agnese in Agone can nearly all be paralleled, individually,
in the ancient world, and yet one could hardly believe, when
seeing them, that the classical orders had been linear and hori-
zontal, so dominant now is the oval and the dynamic curve. And
yet Borromini himself reminds us that the Romans, too, had been
a people who supplanted Greek horizontality by the vault and
dome, and indeed that they too had produced a baroque move-
ment: for the lantern of his breath-taking little church S. Ivo alla
Sapienza is very closely and deliberately based on the 3rd-century
Temple of Venus at Baalbek. In the same way Spanish baroque
architects, such as Leonardo de Figueroa at S. Luis at Seville,
took up from Bernini and adapted to their own tasks another late
Roman ‘baroque’ motif, the barley-sugar column ot salomonica;
classical still, technically speaking—it had appeared on Constan-
tine’s tabernacle in the old St Peter’s—and under a quasi-classical
capital, yet how profoundly un-Greek in its dynamic spirality.

But the process of adaptation reaches its superb climax in the
18th-century late-baroque of Balthasar Neumann in the Main
valley, and Johann Michael Fischer and Jakob Prandtauer on
the Danube. When such church-designers were great architects as
well as great decorators—as these men of genius were—the
exhilarating rhythms to which they gave expression depended
upon the tension between a virile, classically composed structure
and the tumultuous decoration which so unclassically ovetlays it.
Whatever the baroque tendencies of Hellenistic sculpture and
late Roman architecture, these south German sinuosities (despite
the ancient origins of many of their motifs) have moved far away
and ahead of any such models. And yet their vehement self-
expression was only possible by building upon, and then so
excitingly drawing away from, the antique framework. One of
many symbols of the process is the broken pediment (already
to be seen on the 1st-century Arch of Tiberius at Orange). Pedi-
ments were not meant to be broken, but once you have decided
to break them, an infinite series of possibilities follows; you can
have broken pediments swinging away from each other, as in
Poppelman’s Zwinger at Dresden; you can even turn them
upside down. But before you can indulge in these stimulating
processes, you need the ancient world and its pediments as your
starting point.

To the court of France, the process of elaboration, or departure
from classicality, seemed to have gone too far, and to have become
too emotional; France never went wholly baroque, and just as Le
Brun supetrvised the monumental classicism of Louis XIV, so
again, when the 18th century was approaching its last quarter, neo-
classicism from the same country began to embark upon its
wortld-wide careet. Perhaps it is at its most attractive when it is a
little idiosyncratic as in Leningrad, or not too monumental as
in Copenhagen or the Hague or Sweden or Virginia. When not
at its best, neo-classicism hinted that the heritage of antiquity
would, before long, be exhausted; rather as the heritage of
antiquity’s offshoot of Gothic came to have a defunct look in the
nineteenth century. And exhausted, now, the classical idiom is,
in its more supetficial aspects. Yet exhausted the basic phenomena
of classical architecture can never be, for they taught us almost
all we know, and for millennia have displayed incredible fertility.

The ‘Colonna Santd’, preserved in a chapel
of St Peter’s, was part of the Constan-
tinian Basilica, and was traditionally
supposed to have come from the Temple of
Solomon in Jernsalem (whence its name,
‘salomonica’ ). Its sinnous shape, as well as
its associations, appealed to the Barogue;
Bernini copied it in his great bronge
baldachino. In the backgromnd of this
drawing can be seen the chapel in St
Peter’s where the column now stands, with
the Baroque details of Maderno, including
reversed pediments. (6)

The ‘Most Subtle Doctor’

To the Romans, building construction was not only an art but a
part of government, of which their aqueducts and roads provide
formidable evidence. Our debt to Rome in respect of this and
other branches of administration is far too manifold and diverse
to be covered by any brief generalization. But a very large part
of the governmental inheritance may be summed up by the single
word, law. Indeed this summing up is often done, but in a
somewhat perfunctory manner seeing that law is a technical
subject and those who know it are not often the same people who
speak or write in more general terms about the ancient world.
I would limit myself here to recalling three extraordinary stages
in the great history of the transmission of Roman law to modern
times. First, in the 6th century Justinian set up, at Constantinople,
a commission which produced a Corpus of Civil Law (Digest,
Institutes, Novels) straightening out and bringing up to date all
the numerous complications of that Roman legal system which
was one of the most massive and permanent achievements of
classical antiquity. About the repercussions of this and later
Byzantine codes among the Slavs nothing can be said here, but
the second great epoch which has to be mentioned is that of
Roman law’s rediscovery and development—that is to say, the
renewal of interest in Justinian’s code, amid new circumstances—
in 12th-century Italy. In the intervening epochs Rome, Pavia and
Ravenna had been centres of legal studies; but at the risk of
oversimplification it is with Bologna—prototype with Paris of
modern Universities—and with the name of Irnerius, ‘a most
subtle doctor” who had worked for the German Emperor Henry
V and is linked by tradition with the beginnings of Bologna’s
law school, that the revival of legal science can be associated.
And then let us here take for granted the developments and
vicissitudes of seven more centurics, and pass to the Code Civil
des Frangais of 1804, called the Code Napoléon in 1807. This
blended with customary law, and with the recent laws of the
revolution (which themselves claimed inspiration from the Roman
Republic), an enormous additional heritage from the laws of
ancient Rome, which thus through the new Code exerted
pethaps a wider influence than ever before upon the legal insti-
tutions and thought of the civilized world; and that influence
remains.

Not long before the Code was drawn up, Cicero, who with
Virgil has played the greatest part of all in transmitting ancient
values, had through Thomas Jefferson infused the American
Declaration of Independence with his Natural Law and ‘unalien-
able’ rights of man. Ciceto, like Tacitus and Thucydides and
many others, has throughout the centuries been mobilized by
political parties of every conceivable shade of opinion in support
of their contradictory views and proposals. The classical world,
bequeathing through its incomparably eloquent orators and
historians an expetience of enormous wealth and variety, has
taught us a great deal of our politics. But, at the risk of doing
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scant justice to various experiments, it must be added that the
ancients never fully grasped representative government. Nine-
teenth-century attempts to see Greece and Rome as the ancestor of
our ‘democracy’, but not equally of the more autocratic systems
of modern times, are misguided. Western parliamentary govern-
ment, it is true, can be traced back (with Teutonic admixtures)
to ancient evolutionary processes, but so can almost every sort
of authoritarian system including Marxian communism. Or, to
put the same point in geographical terms, western Europe’s link
with the ancient world is no closer than the influence that east
Europeans have derived through Byzantium, and then the
Muscovite “Third Rome’, and now the modern heirs of Tsarism
at the Kremlin,

The Divided Heritage of Christendom

Catholicism and Orthodoxy alike go back, as their Latin and
Greek languages show, to the Christianity of the Roman empire.
The textbook date of their division is 1054, but for centuries
before that the growing division can be traced in the increasing
differences imposed by diverging psychology, history and
culture; and many of these differences stem from those ancient
times in which the Greeks and Romans had never really made
friends. The ominous line thus drawn through European Christen-
dom condemned to wishful thinking all medieval attempts to
equate Christendom with Europe—even if there were not also
many Moslem Europeans, both Turks and Arabs. And this line
was the fore-runner of other such demarcations down to the Iron
Curtain of our own times. Europe is on both sides of these lines;
and so is the heritage of classical antiquity.

Nor does study of this heritage greatly assist to bridge this gap,
or for that matter any gap existing between one country and
another. However rich our political legacy from the ancient
world may be, in international politics it has been for the most
part catastrophically inadequate. The Greeks with their aggres-
sive inter-city squabbling, the Romans with their aggressive
force-imposed empire—which only briefly under Hadrian’s
influence showed signs of becoming a commonwealth—provided
inadequate schools for their successors the nation-states. More-
over, as the events of the last fifty years have all too clearly shown,
these have throughout the centuries shamefully failed to improve
upon what they learnt. True, it was through the Graeco-Roman
world, and the Roman peace, that Christianity obtained the
conditions which enabled it to survive and spread. But Christianity,
in international politics, has rarely or never been acted upon.

The Purpose of this Book

The days are past when we can happily set aside the most agree-
able elements of this great complex inheritance from Greece and
Rome and claim that #hese only are our portion. Our portion is
multitudinous and inescapable, good and bad, marvellous and
horrible. The purpose of this book is to try to show something
of these essential features of the ancient Greeks and Romans who
set these intricate and never ending processes in motion.

I am indeed grateful to my fellow-contributors for joining me
in this attempt, on a wide front, to describe what happened.
There are advantages in having a single author for a book, but
that does not mean that there is nothing to be said for multiple
authorship. On the contrary, as Stuart Piggott remarked in our
predecessor The Dawn of Civilization, benefits emerge from this
variety, since our evidence for the past yields truths of more than
one sort, and needs more than one mind or speciality to interpret it.

Yet the task of these writers has not been an easy one. It has
been harder than that of people who wrote about this same sub-
ject in Britain even thirty years ago, because the classics have now
ceased to be a common background of any social or educational
group. “The fabric of reference and inner recognition on which
most of western literature was founded from Dante to Tennyson
is receding from our general awareness. ... Ours is a culture
severed by ignorance or specialization from its moorings in the
past.” Yet without the past, and some appreciation of what it has
done to us—of where the ingredients in our present life have come
from, and how they have come—we can only with difficulty
comprehend the meaning of what we do, and what we are
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going to do. For without some knowledge of the past we are
blindfolded in our efforts to grapple with the future: we can
answer the human and intellectual and practical problems that
it will pose if we know something of our roots, and so many of
those roots lie in the ancient world.

So the need to make the essential values of Greece and Rome
more completely and more widely understood is a challenging
one. On the whole, it is in America, where the classical languages
have been less taught, that this need for reinterpretation has been
most fully appreciated. Ezra Pound once said:

The thought of what America would be like
If the Classics had a wide citculation
Troubles my sleep.

Nowadays, they do circulate widely—in translation and descrip-
tion and interpretation. In respect of profundity knowledge of
the classics has perhaps declined. Yet this is also an epoch when
their essential values are being sought after more passionately,
and by more people, than ever before. An intense desire to plumb
the secrets of the classical past is abroad; the Oedipas, on television,
was seen by millions. It is in response to that feeling that the
present book has been launched. The subject is without end, and
needs to be endlessly relived. For it is eternal, and eternal things,
as Gilbert Murray once said, can only be reached and enjoyed by
somehow going through the process again; a short-cut or a fast
car are not the way to get value from a scenic walk. A book like
this is, I hope, not so much a shortcut as an incentive to longer and
more comprehensive journeys. For everyone who looks, with any
degtee of pertinacity, at the ancient world will find that it reveals
to him many things not only about the ancient world but, most
of all, about the circumstances of his own life, and the men and
women who form part of it, and about himself.
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I THE GENESIS OF GREECE

The history which inspired Homer

GEORGE HUXLEY



‘Leaving the watets of the splendid East,

the sun leapt up into the firmament to bring light to the immortals

and to men who plough the earth and perish.

HOMER, ODYSSEY, BOOK 1III, 1
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On the roof of the palace of Minos,

king of Crete, the ‘horns of consecration’ catch the sun. The
‘horns’ were a sacred symbol of the Minoan religion; they can also
be seen on the altar in plate 5 and on the head-dress of the goddess
in plate 6. It was this corner of the Aegean that saw the rise,
nearly four thousand years ago, of the first high civilization of
Europe, the prelude to the Homeric age and to the full noonday
of classical Greece that was to follow. (1)
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The history
which inspired Homer

GEORGE HUXLEY

A CENTURY AGO a historian giving an account of Greece before
Homer had one source of knowledge only, the Greeks’ own
traditions about their early history. He had no means of distin-
guishing myth from legend, and fiction from fact, and he could
at best hope to make a plausible synthesis, drawing on Homer and
on later literary evidence. Because such a synthesis could not be
confirmed or refuted, some historians chose to begin their histo-
ries of Greece with the first Olympic games, traditionally dated
to 776 BC, and to ignore the legends altogether.

Yet the Greeks had never doubted that there had been a Trojan
war and that the legends of the heroes recalled historical events
of a period long before the first Olympiad. Their belief that
Homer’s heroes had been real men was supported by the fact that
many places famous in legend could be identified. Like the Greeks,
Schliemann never doubted the historical reality behind Homer,
and when in 1870 he began his excavations at Troy, a new age
in Greek studies began. He proved that the mound of Hissarlik,
which he did not hesitate to identify with Troy, had indeed been
a fortified city in remote antiquity, and he even thought that he
had found the treasure of Priam—in fact the treasure came from
Troy II which was occupied in the 3rd millennium Bc, about a
thousand years before the Trojan war. Again prompted by Ho-
mer, Schliemann dug at Mycenae, where in the circle of shaft
graves within the citadel he thought that he had found the burial
place of Agamemnon. Four years later, in 1880, Schliemann exca-
vated at Orchomenus, and in 1884 at Tiryns; in both places he
found evidence of great wealth. Thiaki, the island usually identi-
fied with Odysseus’ Ithaca, he had explored in 1868.

Doerpfeld continued the work of Schliemann at Troy, and pro-
posed to identify the sixth city with Priam’s, for he showed that
it contained Mycenaean pottery dating from the traditional time
of the Trojan war. At Mycenae excavations were continued by
the Greek archaeologist Tsountas, who uncovered the palace on
the acropolis. Next, in 1900, Evans began to dig in Crete at
Cnossus, where he found a stratified succession of palaces so
magnificent that he at once identified Cnossus with the home of
the dynasty of Minos. By then it was obvious that Greek legends
recalled historical facts. Aegean archaeology henceforth was less
a means of amplifying the legends than a subject in its own
right, for the work of Evans and others showed that the origins
of Greek civilization lay far back in the past, well beyond the
range of Greek historical memory preserved in legend.

In the present century our understanding of Greek prehistory
has increased very rapidly. Excavation can tell us much about the
material conditions of life in this early age, but of the hopes and
aspirations of men very little, for no continuous historical texts
have been found, and the historical inferences that can be made
from material remains alone are very limited. However, the study
of Greek dialects can tell us something about the early migra-
tions, and the study of place names reveals a little about the lin-
guistic affinities of the forerunners of the Greeks in the Aegean
world. Use can also be made of references in Hittite texts of the
14th and 13th centuries BC to events in the Aegean world. These
references are most valuable because they are contemporary with
the events they mention, but they are tantalizingly few, and very
hard to interpret. The clay tablets, written in the Linear B script,
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Time chart showing the main phases of development on Crete and the
mainland. The names in capital letters left and right are those of the
pottery types by which the various periods are classified. (1)

from Cnossus, Pylos, and Mycenae belong to the same period as
the Hittite texts. They contain much information about the eco-
nomic and social structure of Mycenaean society, but their histo-
rical value is limited: there are no diplomatic archives or other
historical documents in Linear B. So much for our sources of
knowledge; of them the testimony of excavation is by far the
most eloquent.

The First Settlements in Greece

The earliest human habitation in Greece dates from Palaeolithic
times. Stone tools of the late Palaeolithic were first recognized in a
rock shelter near Haliartos in Boeotia in 1941, and since the war
Palaeolithic remains have been discovered in Thessaly and in Elis.
Most tecently others have been found in the eastern Argolid.

After the Palaeolithic men came the first Neolithic immigrants,
probably from the east and by sea. They were sailors, and they
made pottery. They were also the first farmers in Greece. Neo-
lithic settlements have been found in Peloponnese, notably at
Lerna on the western shore of the gulf of Argos, and many are
known in Thessaly, where an earlier phase of the Neolithic is
represented by Sesklo, a later by Dimini. Recent excavations near
Larissa have revealed Neolithic phases even earlier than Sesklo.
In the earliest Neolithic times in Thessaly, there were people who
did not, it seems, even make pottery. The absence of pottery
recalls the pre-pottery phases of Jericho and other near-eastern
places. The dating of the Neolithic period in Thessaly is very
uncertain, but radio-carbon tests suggest that the earliest settle-
ments may go back to the 7th millennium sc. If that is true, then
the Neolithic period in Greece lasted at least three thousand
years.

Dimini lay not far from the sea near Volos (ancient Iolcus).
The settlement was built around a structure of two rooms, out-
side which was a courtyard: this structure was doubtless the
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house of a chieftain. Around the settlement lay a number of con-
centric walls with houses built between them. The purpose of the
walls is not clear; they were hardly high enough to have formed
an effective defence. Dimini was not a city, but if to live in a pet-
manent settlement with ordered government is to be civilized,
then the people of Dimini were amongst the first civilized inhabi-
tants of Greece. In Thessaly the Neolithic culture seems to have
survived for some time after the opening of the Bronze Age in
Peloponnese, and the settlement at Dimini may not have been
abandoned until about 2500 BC.

The Cretan Neolithic is best known from excavations at Cnos-
sus, where the palaces were built on top of a great deposit of Neo-
lithic occupation formed by the collapse of the mud walls of many
successive houses. The origin of the Cretan Neolithic people is
not known, but they may have come by sea from Palestine, or from
Cilicia. There is no sign of regular trade between mainland Greece
and Crete in Neolithic times, and in Crete the culture developed
by itself until the start of the Bronze Age. Neolithic sailors
brought obsidian from Melos to Crete and to mainland Greece,
whete it was used for arrowheads. Another early soutce of obsi-
dian may have been the island of Gyali (Hyale) between Cos and
Nisyrus.

The Early Bronze Age

The Aegean Bronze Age is generally divided chronologically into
Early, Middle, and Late, and geographically into Helladic (the
cultures of mainland Greece), Cycladic (those of the Aegean
islands except Crete), and Minoan (those of Crete). In all three
areas the Middle Bronze Age lasts from about 1900 or 2000 BC
until about 1550 BC, and the Late Bronze Age from about 1550
(the beginning of the Eighteenth Dynasty in Egypt) until about
1100 BC, when the Iron Age began in Greece. The beginnings of
the Early Helladic, Early Cycladic, and Early Minoan periods are
not easily dated, for synchronisms with Egypt are very hard to
find. There is no reason to think that all three periods began at
about the same time. Estimates of the beginning of Early Helladic
range from c. 3000 BC to 2500 BC.

The Early Minoan period in Crete overlaps the Sixth Dynasty
of the Egyptian Old Kingdom (c. 2345 to 2181 BC), but may have
begun eatlier than that. An Egyptian scarab found at Lebena in
the south of Crete suggests that the Early Minoan period was in
its last phases about 2000 BC. Trade with Egypt is also indicated
by a number of stone bowls found at places in eastern Crete. Here
most Eatly Minoan settlements are gathered, and at this time
centra] Crete seems to have been less important than the east of
the island. The Early Minoan people may have come to Crete
from Anatolia, for their pottery has affinities with wares from
central Asia Minor of the second half of the 3rd millennium sc.

Early Helladic pottery of the Greek mainland also suggests
connections with Anatolian pottery of the Early Bronze Age, such
as the pottery found at Yortan. It would be dangerous to argue
from likenesses in pottery alone that the Eatly Helladic and Early
Minoan people were of Anatolian origin, were it not for a sur-
prising fact about some of the place names of Greece.

In mainland Greece, in the islands of the Aegean, and in Crete
there are many names of cities, rivers, and mountains with dis-
tinctive terminations. These are -ss0s (in Attica and parts of Boeo-
tia -##05) and -nthos. Such terminations are also found in Anatolia,
where they are numerous and widely diffused. In Anatolia the
-nth- names appear as -#d-. Thus in mainland Greece are found,
for instance, Korinthos, Parnassos the mountain by Delphi, and Hy-
mettos the mountain of Attica. In Crete there is Knossos (Cnossus),
and Labyrinthos (the name recurs in the Anatolian Labraunda, a
place in Caria), the port Amnisos, and the town Tylissos. Typical
names of the same type in Anatolia are Ephesos and Alinda. None
of these names is Greek, but they all have enough in common to
suggest that the people who introduced them to Anatolia and to
Greece spoke the same or related languages. Such names were well
established in Anatolia by 1400 BC since they are found in Hittite
texts, but the most likely time of their introduction to Anatolia
and to Greece is the Early Bronze Age before about 1900 BC, for
then the cultures of Greece and Anatolia had much more in
common than they had later.
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There is a little-known Anatolian language to which the -ss-
and -m#h- names may well belong. This is Luwian, a tongue related
to Hittite and known to have been spoken in many parts of
western and southern Anatolia in the Late Bronze Age. Luwian
was almost certainly spoken in western Anatolia long before that
period however, in the Early Bronze Age. Now Luwian has a
case ending of the noun, called the attributive, in -5, and
amongst the few known Luwian words appears Parnaias, mean-
ing a shrine. It can hardly be a coincidence that Parnassos in
Greece is the mountain on which was the ancient shrine of
Delphi. Delphi moreover was already settled in Early Helladic
times. Thus the study of the non-Greek place names of the Aegean
suggests that the Farly Bronze Age people of Greece and Crete
were Anatolian in origin and shows that they may well have been
related to the Luwians.

To some parts of Greece the Early Helladic people brought a
complex society. This is best seen from the excavations at Lerna,
where a long period of Early Helladic settlement followed the
two Neolithic phases. Thete is a definite break at the end of the
Neolithic, which shows that the first bronze users came after an
interval. The immigrants, it seems, were colonists rather than
conquerors.

The newcomers to Lerna surrounded themselves with a defen-
sive wall, and this was later replaced by a second fortification. In
the later wall there were towers at the angles. Inside there was a
well-constructed chieftain’s house. Later the house and the walls
were levelled and a palace, the so-called House of the Tiles, was
built without walls to defend it. The building did not last long.
Towards the end of the Early Helladic period it was destroyed
and not rebuilt. Contemporary with the House of the Tiles there
had been at Tiryns, across the gulf of Atgos from Lerna, another
flourishing settlement: here the most remarkable building was a
domed structure. This too seems to have been destroyed to-
wards the end of the Early Helladic period, about 2000 BC.

The Coming of the Greeks

There were destructions elsewhere in Greece at this time. In
Attica Agios Kosmas was destroyed, and probably Kirrha in
Phocis also. In fact, towards the end of the Early Helladic and at
the beginning of the subsequent Middle Helladic there seems to
have been a great upheaval in Greece. Thessaly too was affected.
The widespread devastation in mainland Greece suggests that
there had been an invasion of hostile people. Who were they?

If we look forward for a moment to the next widespread de-
struction in Greece, which occurred at the end of the Mycenaean
or Late Helladic period (c. 1200 BC), we find a country already
settled by speakers of an early form of Greek (this had, in fact,
long been supposed, even before the Linear B texts were found
to prove it). Now, it is true that a change of speech may occur
without a conquest, and in theoty the first speakers of Greek or
of an ancestor of it may have entered Greece at any time before
the writing of the Linear B texts. But by far the most economical
hypothesis equates the destructions at the end of Early Helladic
with the arrival of the Greeks, since there is no evidence for a
widespread invasion of mainland Greece between about 2000 BC
and 1200 BC. It is likely then that invaders who destroyed Lerna
and other places at the end of the 3rd millennium Bc were the
forerunners of the Hellenes—perhaps not yet speakers of a tongue
recognizable as Greek, but of an Indo-European language whose
descendant can be recognized as Greek in the Linear B texts
written seven or more centuries later. It is quite possible that
Greek as a distinct language developed in Greece after the invasion
of about 2000 Bc. There may have been more than one wave of
invaders, but the idea that Greek developed into distinct dialects
even before the invaders reached Greece is at best a remote and
unverifiable possibility.

The Sea-Empire of Crete

In Crete the Early Minoan people were unaffected by the inva-
sions of the mainland of Greece, and at the beginning of the
Middle Minoan period the island began greatly to flourish. There
was again trade between Egypt and Crete at the time of the
Twelfth Dynasty, in the first quarter of the 2nd millennjum BC,
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Part of the west wing of the Palace of Minos at Chossus, showing the
Stepped Porch leading up to the first floor. The pillars tapering towards
the bottom and the ‘horns of consecration’ used as ornamental motifs on
the roofs, are typically Minoan. This reconstruction reflects the ideas of
the original excavator, Sir Arthur Evans; modern rescarch has modified
the picture in some small respects. (2)

and soon after 1900 BC Crete became the seat of the first high
civilization of the Aegean and of Europe. Palaces were built at
Cnossus, Mallia, and Phaestus, which can be compared with
those of Mesopotamia and the Levant in size and magnificence.
The Cretan palace architects plainly owed much to Levantine
models such as the palace at Mari.

To administer the palaces and their dependent economies
writing was needed, first a hieroglyphic script, but later a system
of syllabic writing. The syllabary, called Linear A, was introduced
not later than about 1600 BC. Its signs were inscribed with a
pointed stylus on clay tablets, which wete then dried in the sun.
Other inscriptions wetre cut on sealstones and on stone vases.
Papyrus may have been imported from Egypt, and there was a
tradition of palm leaves having been written upon. Clay lumps
stamped with a seal were also used to indicate ownership and to
protect property. Middle Minoan pottery is polychrome and
flamboyant, at times even vulgar, especially at Phaestus. It was
brought in trade to Byblos and to other Levantine emporia, and
some of it reached Egypt.

In Middle Minoan times Phaestus was, to judge from the size
of the palace, quite as powerful as Cnossus. Set high on a hill,
Phaestus commanded the fertile Mesara plain of southern Crete.
The complex of buildings was finely constructed with close fitting
stone. There were apartments, stairways, courtyards, and a num-
bet of storage chambers with pithoi ot jars within them to hold the

The citadel of Mycenae: surrounded by a
thick wall of cyclopean masonry, it was
entered by the Lion Gate (a), which led
directly to Grave Circle A (b). There
were three other openings in the wall—the
North Gate (¢), the sally-port (d) and
a secret passage (e) to a spring on the north

slope. The palace (f) occupied the hill-top
itslf. (3)
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tribute of the surrounding countryside. From the palace a road
led to the sea at Komo where the Levantine merchantmen put in,
and another road made its way over the mountains to Cnossus
and the north shote of the island.

About 1600 BC there was an earthquake at Cnossus and much
of the palace was destroyed. The Cnossians took the opportunity
to rebuild the palace more elaborately. With its passages, stait-
ways, and light-wells, the hotns of consecration of the roofs, and
the efficient water supply and drainage, the new palace at Cnossus
must have been an object of wonder to every visitor from abroad.
In the palace there was a cult of the double-axe or /brys, from
which the labyrinth, ‘the place of the double-axe’ seems to have
taken its name. Nearby the Cretans played their games of skill
with bulls, leaping gracefully over the backs of the animals as
they charged; this perhaps is the origin of the legend of the bull
of Minos, the Minotaur.

In Middle Minoan times the Cretans seem to have worshipped
chiefly a mother goddess and a youthful male god. The worship
of certain Minoan divinities lasted until Hellenic times; amongst
them were Rhea, who gave birth to Zeus in a cave on mount
Dicte in Crete, and Dictynna, ‘the lady of Dicte’, who was still
worshipped over a thousand years later as Artemis Dictynna.

The rebuilding of the palace at Cnossus about 1600 BC took
place in the midst of great imperialist expansion of Cretan power
into the islands of the Aegean, and to the coasts of Asia Minor and
of mainland Greece. The dynasts of Cnossus became overlords
of all Crete, and their ships traded to the Levant and to the Nile
Delta, but in the Aegean trade was threatened by piracy. Accord-
ing to tradition Minos cleared the seas of pirates, and used Cari-
ans of the Aegean islands to man his ships; and so the king of
Cnossus created his sea-empire. Soon colonization followed trade
and colonies were sent to Miletus in south-western Asia Minor,
and to Thera in the Cyclades. Minoans settled in Rhodes, in
Cythera and perhaps also in Melos. Legend claimed that tribute
was exacted from Attica. Meanwhile Cnossian control of Crete
was strengthened by the construction of more roads and by the
building of guard posts. By the beginning of the first Late

Minoan period (about 1550 BC) the king of Cnossus was the
undisputed overlord of Crete and of most of the Aegean also, but
there is no evidence that he ever exercised power over mainland
Greece, except over Attica.

The Rise of Mycenae

While Crete was developing the palace culture, the Middle Hel-
ladic people were busily establishing themselves in the Greek
mainland. Their settlements are remarkable for a kind of grey
pottery, soapy to the touch and unknown earlier in Greece. This
ware is called ‘Minyan’ because it was first found at Orchomenus,
one home of the Minyans. Pottery of this kind is found through-
out mainland Greece, and in Melos it is found together with
imported Cretan vases, but it did not reach Crete. It is also found
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in Troy VI, where its presence may indicate that the people were
akin to the Middle Helladic people of Greece. Troy VI was first
settled about 1900 BC, probably a little later than the great inva-
sions which destroyed Lerna and other Early Helladic settlements.
If its people were related to the Middle Helladic people of Greece,
then the Trojans of the 2nd millennium Bc may have spoken a
a tongue akin to Greek, but that is very uncertain. We do not
know from what direction the Middle Helladic invaders of
Greece and the builders of Troy VI came.

Many grey Minyan vases imitate metallic shapes, a sign that
the Middle Helladic people were well versed in metal working.
Other vases of this period are yellow and yellow buff, or are
decorated with linear patterns in matt black paint, rather like the
painting of vases of this period in the Cyclades.

The Middle Helladic people were warlike, as the fortifications
in Aegina, at Malthi in south-western Peloponnese, and at
Mycenae and Tiryns show. These towns were prosperous, but
none of them enjoyed the civilization and grandeur of Middle
Minoan urban society. At Lerna there had been spasmodic trade
with Crete, but no more. Then suddenly about 1600 BC Cretan
culture was adopted at Mycenae.

Mycenaean ships followed the
same pattern as the earlier
ships of Crete. They had a
central mast, bigh bow and
stern, and sonietimes teams
of rowers below deck. Those
shown here are redrawn from
Late Mycenacan vases (.
I400-1200BC). (4)

Schliemann found at Mycenae six shaft graves in the circle
within the citadel. His gtave circle, Circle A, was made about
1550 BC. Early in the 1950s a second grave circle, B, was discovered
and excavated by Greek archaeologists. This excavation has not
yet been fully published, but the graves seem to be a little earlier
than those of Citcle A, though the two circles may overlap each
other in time. The death masks in Circle A and a sealstone in Circle
B show that the burials are not of Cretans, for the faces are beard-
ed, whereas Cretans were close shaven. However, the swords
and vases found with them testify to the influence of Cretan artists
and craftsmen at Mycenae. Some of the pots are Middle Helladic
in kind, others are purely Cretan. Some objects, such as a crystal
duck, ate unique. These shaft graves are without forerunners at
Mycenae: they suggest that a new dynasty had established itself,
men who owed much to Cretan culture but were not themselves
Cretans. The sudden access of wealth is hard to explain. The
Middle Helladic people do not seem to have had the resources to
produce such riches, and the dynasts may well have been for-
eigners who imposed themselves upon the local population.

Who could these foreigners, if foreigners they were, have been?
Greek tradition recalled the names of two peoples who ruled at
Mycenae, the Danaoi and the Achaeans. Homer uses both Danaoi
and Achazoi to mean all the Greeks. In tradition the Danaoi were
the earlicr rulers at Mycenae. Danaus came as a fugitive from
Egypt and established himself as king af the Argolid. His family
ruled at Mycenae until the time of Eurystheus, several generations
later, and when Eurystheus was overthrown, the sons of Pelops
became kings there and brought their Achaean followers with
them. Possibly we see in the striking riches of the shaft grave
dynasty the arrival of Danaoi from Egypt about 1600 BC. The
arrival of the new dynasty may perhaps be connected with the
expulsion of the shepherd kings or Hyksos from Egypt, which
happened about that time. In tradition the Danaoi were barbaroi,
non-Greeks, at first, but they seem to have learnt the language of
their subjects in the course of time. A famous member of the
family, Perseus son of Danae, has a Greek name meaning ‘the
destroyer’.
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The Greeks Conquer Crete

Crete continued to prosper throughout the century after 1550 BC,
but so did Mycenae. About 1450 BC a new and aggressive dynasty,
which must have come from mainland Greece, established itself
in Cnossus. One of their first actions was, it seems, to destroy the
outlying palaces at Mallia and Phaestus, while leaving the settle-
ments to be tributary to Cnossus. These new dynasts almost cer-
tainly spoke Greek, for Greek words can be recognized on
Linear B tablets from Cnossus. The Linear B script was adapted
from the old Cretan Linear A, probably for the purpose of writing
Greek. Whether the Linear B script was developed at Mycenae
or at Cnossus or somewhere else is not known, but it is reason-
ably clear from Evans’ account of his excavations that Linear B
texts were found at Cnossus in strata belonging to the last half
of the 15th century Bc, when the new warrior aristocracy had
taken over (opponents of Evans’ dating of the Linear B texts
cannot be said to have proved their case). For the first time in Crete
there now appear warrior tombs similar to those at Mycenae,
tholos or bechive tombs of Mycenaean type, and Mycenaean
traits in the pottery of Cnossus.

The new rulers of Cnossus remodelled part of the palace and
built 2 new throne room. They exulted in their wealth and power,
but their position was insecure for they were not mariners as the
old Minoan sea kings had been. All Crete, the Linear B tablets
suggest, was tributary to Cnossus, but in the tablets there is no
sign of an overseas empire. It seems that the coming of the new
rulers to Cnossus severed the ties of Crete with her colonies
oversea, and brought the sea-empire to an end.

About 1400 BC the palace at Cnossus was destroyed and not
rebuilt, though parts of it were reoccupied. The reason for the
destruction and the subsequent decline of Crete into provincialism
is not known. Mycenaeans from the Argolid may have feared the
growing power of the new dynasty, overthrown it, and then
withdrawn. Or possibly the Cretans rose against their new Greek
rulers, and after destroying them and their palace, relapsed for
a time into political feebleness and provincial decay. The Cretans
in Hellenic times however recalled that sometime before the Tro-
jan war their island had been wasted by a great disaster. Minos
king of Cnossus had taken the Cretan fleet to Sicily in an attempt
to recapture the fugitive architect Daedalus. Minos was killed,
Daedalus escaped, and the fleet was wrecked on the coast of
southern Italy. This story is not likely to be pure fiction. Possibly
the new dynasty in Cnossus had hoped to gain a new empire in
Sicily, having lost one in the Aegean, and their failure brought
ruin to Crete.

Whatever the cause of the destruction of Cnossus may have
been, after about 1400 BC the centre of power in the Aegean was
no longer in Crete, but in mainland Greece at Mycenae, the citadel
of the Danaoi. By the time of the Trojan war Crete had recovered
enough to send, according to Homer, a fleet of eighty ships
under Idomeneus to Troy, but never again did Crete exercise the
power that had been hers in the great age of the sea-empire
between 1650 and 1450 BC.

Chronology from the Potsherds

From the beginning of the 14th century Bc the growing power
of Mycenae had been obvious throughout the eastern Mediter-
ranean. Mycenaean pottery was exported to the coast of Syria
and Palestine, and to Egypt, where it was carried far up the Nile.
Sherds of pottery are practically indestructible, and archaeologists
make much use of them for dating purposes. Late Helladic or
Mycenaean pottery is divided into three kinds, Late Helladic I, II,
and III. Late Helladic I and II were early Mycenaean and were in
use before 1400 BC. Late Helladic III is subdivided into three
parts, A, B, and C. Late Helladic IIT A pottery was being made
and exported from Greece in the first half of the 14th century Bc,
since many sherds of that type have been found at the city of
Akhenaton at Tell-el-Amarna in Egypt, which was occupied for
a few years only, about 1365 BC.

Late Helladic III B pottery was in use from the last years of the
14th century until about 1200 BC: this remarkably uniform kind
of pottery was exported in great quantities to Egypt, Palestine,
and Syria, and to Cyprus, and is a good witness to the great
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commercial power of the Mycenaeans in the 13th century BC.
Late Helladic III C pottery was made in the 12th century Bc. It
was produced in the period of Mycenaean decline, and is found
abundantly in the Aegean world and in Cyprus. The development
of Mycenaean pottery is thus a useful guide to the chronology of
the Late Bronze Age in the Aegean: no pot carries its date stam-
ped upon it, as it were, to the nearest decade, but a Mycenaean
sherd will tell us whether a level in which it is found was
occupied in the 12th, or the 14th century BC or even earlier,
according to its shape and decoration.

Mycenaean Power and Hittite Diplomacy

About 1300 BC Mycenae was far richer than any other city in
Greece. In the strength of her fortifications, the magnificence of
the bechive tombs, and the size and splendour of the palace,
Mycenae then had no rival in Greece. Not even Thebes, which by
tradition was the seat of another immigrant dynasty from the
Levant, the Cadmeians, matched her. Mycenae dominated the
Argolid and controlled the passes leading from southern Pelo-
ponnese to the Isthmus of Corinth. Outside the citadel there was
a flourishing town, and in the surrounding countryside many
settlements enjoyed the protection of the lord of Mycenae. So
powerful was he that he tolerated the presence of another palace
at Tiryns, between Mycenae and the sea, and other dynasties
were remembered to have lived nearby at Midea and at Argos.
Because the king of Mycenae allowed these princes to live so
close to his own citadel, he was surely an overlord, primuns inter
pares, in the Argolid, and, in time, in other parts of Greece also.
His position was very like that of Agamemnon, King of Mycenae,
as Homer describes it in the //iad. Homer calls Agamemnon at
Troy ‘most royal’ and again ‘lord of all Argos and many islands’,
thus showing that the other Achaean princes were subordinate to
him and that his power extended far beyond the neighbourhood
of Mycenae. The wealth and magnificence of Mycenae about
1300 BC, suggest that already her king had become an overlord,
perhaps not yet so powerful as Agamemnon is said to be in
Homer, but certainly a greater ruler than any other in Mycenaean
Greece.

That the king of Mycenae was overlord of much of Greece, the
cuneiform texts found at the Hittite capital Hattu$a$ in the middle
of Asia Minor tend to confirm. The texts refer to a country called
Abhijava, which about 1300 BC held territorial rights on the
coast of western Asia Minor at a place called Millavanda or
Milavata. On one occasion a Hittite emperor entered Millavanda
and the account of his journey to the place shows that it lay at the
end of the main route from the interior to the south-west, the
Maeander valley. The account of the emperor’s journey enables
us to identify Millavanda with Miletus. Miletus was formerly a
Cretan colony, but by 1300 BC, it was a dependency of the king
of Ahhijava. Later, in the first half of the 13th century BcC,
Millavanda or Miletus was a dependency of the Hittites.

The Hittite emperor addresses the king of Ahhijavd with
respect, calling him ‘my brother’, a term reserved in diplomacy
of the time for independent monarchs. Obviously the king of
Ahhijava was not a Hittite vassal. On the contrary, the Hittite
emperor writes with deference, as though not wishing to offend
an equal, and he is careful to explain why he had to enter Ahhijavin
territory at Millavanda. Ahhijava can most reasonably be identi-
fied with the land of the Achaioi or Achaiwoi, the Achaeans of
Homer, of whom the king of Mycenae was the overlord. As for
the king of Ahhijava, he was surely the king of Mycenae: the
Hittite texts suggest that he took his place in near eastern diplo-
macy beside the kings of Babylonia, Egypt, and Assyria as an
independent monarch in the 13th century Bc. To claim that the
king of Ahhijavid was not the king of Mycenae, but for instance
a petty princeling in an island not far from Miletus, does no
violence to the evidence of the cuneiform texts, but it runs
counter to the archaeological fact of the wealth and might of
Mycenae and to the Homeric evidence for the position of the king
of Mycenae in the Achaean world. Thus it is clear that successive
Hittite emperors were in regular diplomatic correspondence with
the kings of Mycenae in the 13th century BC.

One Hittite text of about 1250 BC refers to the king of Ahhijava

A Linear B tablet from Chnossus.
Nearly all the signs can now be reaa
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being present in person in the Seha River Land somewhere in
north-western Asia Minor. The king seems to have withdrawn
at the approach of the Hittite emperor Tudhalija$ IV, the last
great Hittite monarch before the collapse of Hittite imperial power
about 1200 BC. This text shows that the Achaeans were capable
of campaigning in territory over which the Hittites had suzerainty.
It also suggests that the Achaeans had military aims in north-
western Asia Minor; the most important fortress in that country
about 1250 BC was Troy.

The Siege of Troy

Troy VI was damaged in an earthquake about 1300 BC. The city
was reoccupied after the disaster and life there went on as before,
though perhaps with less prosperity. This period of reoccupation
is called Troy VII A. Troy VII A was destroyed by fire, evidently by
enemy action after a siege, while Late Helladic III B pottery was
in use. In the city the houses were closely packed together, large
storage jars had been sunk deeply into the floors of some houses
as if in expectation of a long siege, and under the stones that fell
into the streets inside the South Gate were two human skeletons.
This destruction by an enemy happened within the period to
which Greek tradition assigned the Trojan war. Troy VII A has
therefore reasonably been claimed by its American excavators,
Professor Blegen and his colleagues, to be Priam’s Troy, the city
destroyed by Agamemnon’s army.

Of the causes of the war we can say little. Homer says that it
was fought to recover the wife of Menelaus, Helen, with whom
the Trojan Paris, son of Priam, had eloped from Sparta—and who
shall prove the prince of poets wrong? For all we know some
dynastic dispute may have been the cause of Mycenaean aggres-
sion. An economic cause is less likely, for Troy was not a great
centre of trade: there are signs of commerce with Mycenaean
Greece and with Cyprus, but none at all of imports from central
Anatolia.

The most obvious reason for the war was strategic. Tudhalijad IV
defeated a great alliance of nations in western Anatolia and then
withdrew to deal with troubles nearer Hattu$a$. Troy and the
land of Ilios seem to have been members of that alliance. When
the Hittites withdrew, the Mycenaeans took the opportunity to
intervene in western Asia Minor to win territory for themselves.
Now any power wishing to control the coastlands of western
Asia Minor must hold the Dardanelles, and so the Mycenaeans
under Agamemnon attacked Troy first. But the siege proved long
and exhausting, and though Troy finally fell, the effort of the war
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In the second book of the lliad, Homer
gives a list of the Greek cities which sent
ships to Troy. Many important Myce-
naean cities are named, and the area when
plotted on a map corresponds quite well
with the extent of Mycenaean settlement.
There is a similar list of the Trojan allies,
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Trojan allies
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did much to weaken the Achacans and prepared the way for their
own ruin not long afterwards.

In the second book of the //iad Homer gives a list of the places
in Greece that sent ships to Troy. The list of places corresponds
very closely to the known pattern of settlement in Mycenaean
Greece in the 13th century BC. It is a precious document of
Mycenaean political geography preserved orally from the time of
the Trojan war to Homer’s day. It names all the chief Mycenaean
places including Mycenae, Tiryns, Orchomenus, Iolcus, Sparta,
and Nestor’s Pylos, but not Cadmean Thebes, which according
to tradition had been destroyed shortly before the Trojan war by
the Argives. The Catalogue shows that the overlordship of Aga-
memnon reached far into northern Greece, but not to the Epirus
in the north-west. Athens, Boeotia, much of northern Greece,
and the entire Peloponnese sent ships with him to Troy, but not
the Cyclades. Ithaca and the neighbouring islands of the north-
west of Greece acknowledged his sway, and so did Crete, Rhodes,
Cos, and the islands nearby in the south-eastern Aegean.

Together with the Catalogue of Ships Homer gives a Catalogue
of the Trojan allies. This shows that the country on ecither side of
the Hellespont, much of western Asia Minor and of the northern
coastlands of the Aegean were parts of an alliance of which Troy
was the centre. From Europe allies came to help Priam from
distant Paeonia bv the river Axius (the modern Vardar), and
Asiatic allies made their way to Troy from Lycia far away in the
south-west. Miletus too was a Trojan ally, having ceased to be an
Achaean dependency some time before the war: Homer places
Carians in Miletus, as neighbours of the Lycians. When it can be
checked, the Trojan catalogue, like the Achaean, refers to condi-
tions of the 13th century BC and fits no other period. Here too
oral tradition had preserved a genuine list of allies from the great
age of Achacan imperialism.

The Complex Mycenaean Society

The Mycenaean state resembled the great bureaucracies of the
Near East far more than any Greek city that existed before the
Hellenistic age. Upon the structure of Mycenaean government the
Linear B tablets from Cnossus, Pylos, and Mycenae throw a
little light. At the head of the state was the Wanax. At Cnossus
and Pylos Lis functions were shared with a Lawagetas, who was
perhaps in command of the army. Occasionally the Wanax and
the Lawagetas may have been the same man, for in Phrygia one of
the kings named Midas called himself both Lawagetas and Wanax
still in the 8th century BC or even later. In Homer the title Lawa-
getas is not found, an absence suggesting either that it had be-
come obsolescent before Homer’s day, or that not all Mycenaean
states had a Lawagetas. In Homer Agamemnon is called .4nax ot
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300Kms. showing that they comprised most of the

cocst towns on Asia Minor, and northern
Greece as far as the river Axius. (7)

Wanax, yet he is commander of the army. The tablets also men-
tion men called Basilewes and Telestai: their functions are unclear.
The persons called Eguetai may have been companions of the
Wanax, but that is only a conjecture.

The scribal bureaucracy administered and recorded the activi-
ties of an astonishingly complex society. There were heralds and
potters, bronzesmiths and bowmakers, shepherds and weavers,
fullers, unguent boilers, and goldsmiths. A slave system of some
kind existed, but the social status of the slaves is uncertain. Some
are slaves of divinities, who seem to have enjoyed definite privi-
leges, and may not have been bondservants at all. Both at Cnossus
and at Pylos there is evidence of a complex military organization.
The Cnossus tablets listing chariots recall the developed road
system in use in Crete before 1400 BC, and lists of military per-
sonnel at Pylos show that the Pylian army was stationed in many
parts of south-western Peloponnese at the time of the destruction
of the palace. Some Pylian forces seem to have been stationed near
the coast, as if a naval attack was expected. The palace was de-
stroyed by fire about 1200 BC; in the fire the tablets were baked
and so preserved.

Only a few tablets have so far been discovered at Mycenae;
they too were burned about 1200 BC, and so accidentally pre-
served. The proof that the Linear B texts from Cnossus, Pylos,
and Mycenae are written in an early form of Greck was given by
the late Michael Ventris in 1952: it was perhaps the greatest single
advance in Greek studies of this century. It is fitting to remember
hete also the men who first found tablets—Evans at Cnossus,
Blegen at Pylos, and Wace at Mycenae. By excavating tablets after
as well as before Ventris published his decipherment Blegen made
it possible to test the syllabic values on new material, thus proving
the soundness of Ventris’ work.

The tablets provide just enough evidence to show that most
of the gods in Homer were worshipped by the Mycenaeans,
together with other divinities not named by Homer. Zeus, Hera,
Poseidon, and Enyalios, who was later identified with Ares the
god of war, are all named. Paiawon, later a bye-name of Apollo,
but not Apollo himself, is found. Athena is named at Cnossus.
Artemis is mentioned, and so is a Dionysos, but he may not be a
god. At Cnossus an offering of honey to the Cretan goddess
Eileithyia is recorded, there was a cult of the winds with a priest-
ess devoted to it, and tablets list offerings to ‘all the gods’. About
the powers and functions of the priesthood and their relations to
the Wanax, the tablets reveal little. A remarkable feature of the
religion of the Pylians is the greater attention given to Poseidon
than to Zeus: this evidence of the tablets accords with the tradi-
tion that the Neleids of Pylos traced their descent from Poseidon,
and with the prominence given to Poseidon at Pylos in the Odyssey.
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The Great Aegean Migrations

About 1200 BC the complex societies of the Achaean palaces were
swept away in the course of invasions, whose effects were so
disastrous that Greece took four centuties to recover fully from
them. The efforts of the Trojan war and of other campaigns had
placed a great strain upon the Mycenaean economies, bringing a
period of disorder which was recalled in many Greek traditions.
Certain heroes, it was believed, did not return home at once, but
set out on wanderings that took them to many parts of the Medi-
terranean world. Some heroes never retutned home at all. The
most famous of these wanderings and returns or Nosto? was the
journey of Odysseus, which Homer made immortal in the Odyssey.
In that poem we are told how Menelaus wandered to Egypt be-
fore finally coming home to Sparta, and how Agamemnon was
murdered by Clytemnestra and her paramour Aegisthus, while in
Ithaca the authority of Odysseus was being challenged in his
absence by the suitors of Penelope. The legends recall the political
unrest in Greece following the Trojan war about the end of the
13th century BC.

Troubles of this period are mentioned in Egyptian and in the
latest Hittite cuneiform texts. The pharaoh Merneptah defeated
sea-raiders, some of whom seem to have come from the Aegean,
on the coasts of Egypt about 1225 BC. Hittite texts of the same
period refer to an Achaean marauder called Attaris$ija§ who
ranged far and wide in western Asia Minor, where the weaken-
ing Hittites were unable to check his depredations. Attari§sijas
is even said to have attacked Alasia, which is Cyptrus. Merneptah
knew that he must help the Hittites, if Egypt was to be secure
from the attacks of the sea peoples and other migrants, and so
he sent grain to Hattuda$, but to no avail. The Hittite capital
was destroyed about 1200 BC.

Amongst the migrants who overthrew the Hittite empire were
the Phrygians, who came from Macedonia, crossed into Asia
Minor, and moved into the Hittite heartland. Some Phrygians
seem to have arrived in Asia Minor before the Trojan war and to
have been allies of Priam, but the great Phrygian migration be-
gan about 1200 BC and destroyed the Hittite remnant in its path.
By about 1150 BC the Phrygians were fighting on the northern
frontier of the Assyrians, who called them Muski. These inva-
sions transformed the political geography of Asia Minor. Hittite
successor states survived in Cilicia and in northern Syria, but the
great central power at Hattuda$ was broken, and the coastlands
of western Asia Minor were opened to Greek settlement. The
barbarian Gasgas, who lived on the southern shores of the Black
Sea, had long been a menace to the Hittites, even in the great
days of the empire; they too may have had a part in the over-
throw of Hittite power.

The historical records of Egypt in the time of Rameses III
throw some light on these great migrations across Anatolia and
along the coasts of the eastern Mediterranean. “The peoples of the
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The late 13th and early 12th centuries BC were years of large-scale
migration in the eastern Mediterranean. Migrants called in the Egyptian
records the ‘people of the sea’ moved from the Aegean area along the coasts
of southern Asia Minor and the Levant, plundering and burning as they
went. In a great battle near the Nile delta, c. 1180, they were stopped by
the Egyptians, and some of them turned back and settled in Palestine. At
about the same time the Phrygians began their nigration eastwards, which
led to the destruction of the Hittite Empire and its capital of Hattnias.
The journey of Mopsos from Colophon to Cilicia happened about the same
time. (8)

sea’, as the Egyptians called them, moved from the Aegean along
southern Asia Minor by land and sea to the coasts of Syria and
Palestine, where many cities were burnt and plundered by them
about 1180 BC. Finally the army and the fleet of the invaders were
defeated by the Egyptians at the Nile Delta. Where these migrants
started from is not known. Amongst them were the Philistines,
who after their defeat at the Delta, settled in southern Palestine,
where for a time they used a kind of pottery imitated from My-
cenaean III C wares of about 1200 BC. Not only Palestine and
Sytia, but Cyprus too, suffered greatly in these invasions, as the
excavations at Enkomi show.

Greek legends recalled that shortly after the Trojan war a hero

The defeat of the sea-peoples by Rameses
III, ¢. 1180 BC. This battle was fought
near one of the Nile mouths and later
recorded in vivid reliefs on the wall of
a tomb at Thebes. The invaders are on
the left, Egyptians on the right. The
Egyptian ships have high prows and gun-
wales to protect the oarsmen; weapons §§
consist of bows and arrows, spears and B
slings, armour of round shields and padded
belmets. At the bottom the defeated enemy
are being led off into captivity. (9)
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called Mopsos led an army overland from the neighbourhood of
Colophon to Cilicia, where he settled. Mopsos seems to have
followed the route of the sea peoples and to have migrated at
about the same time as they did. The tradition of his settlement in
Cilicia has been given some remarkable archaeological support.
Excavations at Karatepe in Cilicia have brought to light a country
palace of about 700 BC, where there are two large inscriptions,
one in Phoenician, the other in Hittite hieroglyphs. In both in-
scriptions the king of the place claims to be of the house of MpS§
or Mopsos. Thus the Greek tradition of the migration of Mopsos
to Cilicia about 1200 BC is neatly supported by a reference to him
there in inscriptions about five centuries later.

Dorian Invaders: the Dark Age Begins

Turning from Anatolia to Greece, we find that the invasions had
been hardly less disastrous there. Pylos was ruined by fire, and not
reoccupied. Tiryns and Iolcus were destroyed. The citadel of
Mycenae finally fell. At Athens massive fortifications were built
around the Acropolis, where the Mycenaean remnant seems not
to have succumbed to the invaders.

According to tradition some Achaeans from Peloponnese mi-
grated to Cyprus after the Trojan war, while others stayed behind
in the mountains of Arcadia; and in fact the dialects of Cyprus
and Arcadia in Hellenic times were very alike. From Pylos Neleid
princes made their way to Athens, where they helped to defend
Attica against invasion. Who were the invaders of Peloponnese
and Attica and whence did they come?

The Greeks recalled the troubles of the later Mycenaean age in
the legend of the return of the Heraclidae (‘the descendants of
Heracles’); it is now called the Dorian invasion. The Dorians
were Greeks, but they do not seem to have been strongly in-
fluenced by Minoan culture as the Mycenaeans had been. Ac-
cording to Herodotus they lived on the confines of the Myce-
naean world, first in northern Thessaly, and later in the mountain
canton of Doris near mount Parnassus. From Doris the Dorians
invaded Peloponnese. They were led by princes claiming descent
from the hero Heracles. These Heraclidae were perhaps renegade
Mycenaeans.

There was a legend that Hyllus son of Heracles had been re-
pulsed at the Isthmus of Corinth two generations before the
Heraclidae finally succeeded in invading Peloponnese. His fol-
lowers then retired to Doris and their grandsons made a second
assault by way of Naupactus, from where they crossed on rafts
to Peloponnese over the narrows at the entrance to the Corinthian
gulf. The story of a Heraclid defeat at the Isthmus may well have
some truth in it: what seems to be a Mycenaean defensive wall of
the 13th century BC has been found there. Its course can be traced
for some distance from the Saronic gulf towards the Corinthian,
but not the whole way, and if the wall was built hurriedly at the
time of an unexpected threat it may never have been completed.

When the Dorians invaded Peloponnese, they and their allies
destroyed the great palaces at Pylos and Mycenae, and drove out
many of the inhabitants. The invaders came in two main groups;
the first settled at Argos, the second at Sparta. It was some time
before the Dorians of Spatta began to extend their territory by
conquering their neighbours, the survivors from the Achaean
kingdom of Menelaus; but the Argive Dorians began at a very
early period to subdue the whole of the north-eastern Pelopon-
nese. They also thrust into Attica, and though they were repulsed
by an Athenian force under the leadership of Codrus, a king of
Athens whose father Melanthus had fled from Pylos, they did
succeed in founding the Dorlan city of Megara between Athens
and Corinth. The traditional genealogies imply that Megara was
founded in the rzth century BC, and this dating cannot be far
wrong. Other Dortians from Argos sailed to settle in Rhodes and
other islands of the south-eastern Aegean.

The fall of Mycenae and the other palaces of the late Bronze
Age in Greece marks the beginning of a dark age of history,
which archaeology and later Greek tradition illuminate faintly.
We can however gain some idea of what happened. Some of the
defenders resisted the invaders and were conquered—and tradi-
tion claimed that Athens alone held out against the Dorian on-
slaught. Others fled to the mountains, notably to Arcadia and to

48

The history which

northern Peloponnese, or were fortunate in living away from the
main routes of migration. Still others fled across the Aegean to
the coasts of Asia Minor and to Cyprus. Athens in particular sent
out many migrants, called Ionians, to the coast of western Asia
Minor from the 12th century BC onwards.

When the Mycenaean palaces were overthrown, the bureau-
cracies collapsed with them, and Greece became illiterate. How-
ever, the Achaeans in Cyprus continued to use a syllabary related
to Mycenaean Linear B. Since there were no written records in
the dark age in mainland Greece, our ignorance of its history is
almost complete; what little we know comes from archaeological
evidence, and the centuries from about 1100 to about 700 BC are
called the Protogeometric and Geometric periods from the kinds
of decorated pottery then in use. In Attica, where the best pottery
was made, the Protogeometric period lasts until about goo, and
the Geometric until the second half of the 8th century, but firm

dates cannot be given since synchronisms with dated finds in the .

Near Fast are few. In early Protogeometric times iron was already
being used instead of bronze in many parts of Greece.

The Displaced Peoples Move East

Peloponnese was not the only area disturbed by the great migra-
tions. From northern Greece a Greek people called the Boeotians
were driven into central Greece by other Greeks, the Thessalians,
whose original home was in the north-west. The Boeotians gath-
ered in the land where the Cadmeian dynasty of Thebes had
formerly ruled, and called it Boeotia after themselves. According
to Thucydides, who agreed with Homer in this, there were already
Boeotians in central Greece at the time of the Trojan war, but the
main body of migrants came some two generations afterwards.
One of the Boeotian strongholds during these movements may
have been the great fortress of Gla in Lake Copais; in about
1200 BC this was surrounded by a long defensive wall capable of
protecting a large population.

These invasions forced the inhabitants of many parts of north-
ern and central Greece to look for new homes across the Aegean.
The first colonists, who were called Acolians, started from the
shores of Locris and the gulf of Pagasae under leaders claiming
to be descended from Agamemnon, king of Mycenae. They made
their way by stages to the island of Lesbos and to the coastlands
of north-western Asia Minor. Here they founded the cities of
Cyme and Smyrna, and later sent out many smaller settlements to
the Troad. The traditions of this Aeolian migration are supported
by the study of dialects on either side of the Aegean; for a pure
form of the Aeolian dialect, spoken near Iolcus on the shores of
the gulf of Pagasae, was similar to the dialect of Lesbos. Iolcus
was quite populous in Protogeometric times and it is an obvious
place of assembly for emigrants gathering from the hinterland.
Movement from lolcus may well have continued for several
hundred ye ts from the r2th century Bc onwards. The first colo-
nies were very small, as the earliest remains at Smyrna show, and
the settlers wete probably hard pressed to defend themselves
against the Anatolians.

The story further south is almost the same. As we have seen, a
dynasty from Pylos established themselves in Athens, where re-
fugees gathered from many parts of Greece. Since Athens could
not support all the newcomers, colonization was again necessary,
and according to tradition the first body of colonists were led
from Athens to western Asia Minor by Neleus, a son of Codrus.
They settled on the other side of the Aegean to the south of the
Aeolians in the region afterwards called Ionia, consisting of the
coastlands between Smyrna and Miletus together with the islands
of Chios and Samos. Other Ionians from Athens also settled in
the Cycladic islands of the central Aegean at about the same time.

Herodotus says that all the true lonians came from Athens,
and this is supported by the fact that they celebrated a festival of
kinsmen called the Apaturia which was common to both Attica
and Ionia. Another link is their division into four tribes, a system
which seems to go back to the period before the migrations. In
Tonia more tribes wetre added later, but in Attica the four tribes
were not added to, and they were still politically important in the
6th century BC.

The first Ionian settlement in Asia Minor at the end of the 12th
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The Doriarn invasion and its consequences:
Jrom Thessaly the Dorians advanced south,
spreading over most of the Peloponnese
with the exception of Arcadia, where an
Achaean remnant held ont (the dotted
routes are hypothetical): they also reached
Crete and Rhbedes. At the same time, in
a migration which continued over a long
period, Greeks crossed the Aegean to
Jound colonies on the coast of Asia Minor.
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century BC was Miletus, founded by Neleus and his followers,
who took wives from the existing population. Protogeomettic
pottery found there confirms the carly dating of the settlement,
though many colonists arrived later. The family of Neleus con-
tinued to be dominant there for at least-four hundred years, until
the overthrow of the kingship about 700 BC.

Ephesus is said to have been founded by another son of Co-
drus, Androclus, and Priene by Aepytus, a ‘son of Neleus’. Other
Tonian cities had rulers from the same Pylian house, which was
also the reigning family in Athens. The population, however, was
a mixture of peoples. Herodotus mentions among others Minyans
from Orchomenus, Boeotians, and even Dorians.

The Growth of the lonian Colonies

The large islands off the coast were colonized at about the same
time—Chios from the island of Euboea and Samos from Epi-
daurus in the Argolid. These migrations were by no means peace-
ful affairs. The settlers had to fight for survival first against the
indigenous inhabitants and then against other settlers. There are
records of numerous small wars—Chians (under a king called
Hector) against native Carians and Abantes; Samians against
Ephesians; Prienians against Carians. It is likely that such local
feuds continued for a long time, but the colonists eventually
formed a kind of religious union, and all the Tonians met regularly
on the peninsula of Mycale opposite Samos, at a place called
Panionion. The Anatolian population was either incorporated in
new tribes in the cities or enslaved.

The Panionian festival on Mycale was certainly being held by
the end of the 8th century BC, but how much earlier it was insti-
tuted is not clear. Chios was brought in by King Hector, perhaps
towards the end of the 8th century BC, but Smyrna, which be-
came an Ionian city when it was seized by exiles from Colophon,
was not allowed to take part in the Panionion until Hellenistic
times.

Colophonian traditions show well how diverse were the origins
of the settlers of Ionia. First there were Cretans at Colophon be-
fore the Trojan War. Later they were joined by refugees from
Thebes after that city had been sacked by the Argives. Later still
there came other colonists, some pethaps from Athens, others
directly from Pylos. It will be recalled that it was from the

neighbourhood of Colophon that Mopsus set out about 1200 Bc,
before the Ionians arrived.

In Teos the settlers were also very much mixed, as can be seen
from an inscription of much later date listing the ancient de-
mesnes. The land holdings, called pyrgoi or towers, seem to be
named after their original owners. Some of the names are Anato-
lian, others recall heroic names found in Homer, others names
found in the Linear B tablets. The colonists of Teos reached an
agreement to share the land with the Anatolians; once apportion-
ed the estates remained inviolate for many centuries.

The Dorians in Peloponnese and Crete

Only shadowy memories of the aftermath of the Dorian invasion
of the Peloponnese survive in tradition, and archacology has little
to add to them. At Sparta there seem to have been two distinct
immigrations, which resulted in the rule of Sparta by two Heraclid
dynasties. Colonies of Dorians from Sparta or from the sur-
rounding countryside were established on the island of Melos
and at several places in Crete.

One city must be treated more fully—Argos. Dorian Argos
was founded by one of the Heraclidae called Temenus; his family
extended their control in the Peloponnese until in the 8th cen-
tury BC Argos dominated the eastern coast and the island of
Cythera to the south, and Argives also settled in Aegina. This
small maritime empire was a threat to the security of Sparta,
which from the earliest times after the Dorian invasion was
thought to have been hostile to the kings of Argos. The most
famous of them was Pheidon who may well have won for Argos
a brief dominance in Peloponnese and even have usurped control
of the Olympic games. The traditional date of Pheidon’s Olympic
intervention is 748 BC.

The onslaught of the people of the sea made coastal settlements
in Crete unsafe. The reoccupied parts of the palace at Cnossus
and the small Mycenaean palace at Agia Triada near Phaestus
were abandoned about 1200 BC, and some Cretans took to the
mountains. At refugee settlements such as Karphi the Minoan
remnant held out for many centuries, until it was again safe to
come down to the coast. During the dark age western Crete,
which had been thinly settled in Minoan times, received mote
colonists, while in the east the old non-Greek Eteocretan
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language was still spoken at Praisos—as late as the 4th century Bc
inscriptions were still being cut there in the Greek script but in
the Eteocretan tongue: the inscriptions have not been read.

At Cnossus in the dark age there was a local tradition of Proto-
geometric and Geometric pottery, and the Cnossian tombs show
that there had never been a break in the settlement of the place,
even at the beginning of the Iron Age. It seems that many hardy
spirits did not take to the hills but stayed with the Dorian colonists.
The Dorians of Cnossus may have come from Argos, for the two
cities Jong maintained ties of friendship, as did Lyttus, the neigh-
bour and rival of Cnossus, with Sparta. The Dorian aristocrats
of Crete lived comfortably upon the revenues of their estates,
which were worked for them by men of the old Minoan stock:
but Minoan traditions died hard, being still vigorous, especially
in law and religion, in classical times.

The Poetical Legacy of the Dark Age

It is obvious to any reader of the //iad and the Odyssey that the
poems are part of a bardic tradition of great antiquity. The world
to which Homer looks back is the Mycenaean world of the 13th
century BC. Now the Late Bronze Age elements in Greek epic do
not prove that there were in Mycenaean times monumental epics
such as the [/iad and the Odyssey, but they do suggest that hexa-
meter poetry originated in the Bronze Age. Mycenaean epics may
have been short lays to be sung in an evening at the king’s palace
to the music of a lyre, such as that depicted in a fresco at Pylos.
The strongest argument for the high antiquity of the heroic hexa-
meter is its formulaic character, which was first demonstrated by
Milman Parry. Parry defined a formula as ‘a group of words which
is regularly employed under the same metrical conditions to ex-
press a given essential idea’. The poet had in his mind a stock of
formulae with which he was able to improvise a poem orally, tell-
ing each traditional story in his own way but in the formulaic
diction of the epic. Since the great majority of the lines in the
lliad and Odyssey are formulaic they show that Homer worked
in the oral tradition when it was still flourishing. From the poems
it is clear that he was a master of the ancient art of oral improvisa-
tion. That art is in its full development perhaps the greatest legacy
of the dark age to the civilization of classical Greece.
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A Greek ship from the period of the migrations. The rowers sit along
both sides. This scene, from a Geometric vase, shows a man apparently
leading a woman on board, and it is an attractive guess that it represents

the abduction of Helen by Paris. (11)

There are many circumstances in which bards may be supposed
to have recited their poems, but two are most likely: festivals
and gatherings at princely houses. A poet such as Homer would
have visited the courts of the Neleids and gone to Cyme in the
Acolis, where there was once a king called Agamemnon. Like the
Penthelidae of Lesbos, the family of this Agamemnon doubtless
claimed descent from Agamemnon of Mycenae, and a poem on
the sack of Troy, the great military achievement of his namesake,
would certainly have pleased him. Again, to the Neleids Pylian
epics such as the short poem on a military exploit of Nestot’s
youth in f/iad XI,would have been most welcome. Thus the wan-
dering aoidos could match his tale to the genealogical background
and to the historical interests of his princely audience, drawing
upon a great fund of legends, and telling a fresh version every time
he recited or sang.

The festivals at which a poet could sing were many. There was
a festival of the Tonians at Delos at which hymns were sung, poets
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may have been welcome at the Panionion, and a festival of Zeus
with a musical contest on mount Ithome in Peloponnese was
mentioned by the early Corinthian poet Eumelos. At each festival
poets may have gathered from far and wide, and at them poems
as long as the //iad and the Odyssey could have been recited in
the course of about three days, but we do not know that any early
epic was composed specially for recitation at a festival.

In Greece, as in other socicties, notably in the heroic age of the
Celts, poets were guardians not only of historical tradition, but
also of much traditional lore. Some idea of this traditional oral
poetry in hexameters can be had from the fragments attributed to
the Boeotian poet Hesiod. There were poems on augury, astro-
nomy—the risings and settings of stars so important for the ca-
lendar of shepherd and sailor—agriculture, genealogy, and on
catalogues of gods and men and women. Much of this traditional
knowledge will have been as well known to noble and farmer,
sailor and herdsman, potter and smith, as to the professional
poets themselves, who in reciting before a critical audience would
rarely have been tempted to change the traditional tales and so to
offend against the historical sense of their hearers. The heroic
genealogies and the traditional order of events in the heroic age
were subjected to intelligent criticism by the first historians of
Tonia in the 6th century Bc, like Hecataeus who made careful use
of epic in reconstructing and preserving the early history of
Greece.

The poets were fallible, and knew it—Hesiod remarks that the
Muses know how to say many falsehoods that look like genuine
truths; but being guardians of the ancient wisdom of the Greek
people, many bards enjoyed social distinction and were revered
as men of knowledge, not only as entertainers and praisers of
famous men. Some of them were companions and confidants of
kings-—in the Odyssey we are told of an avides who was comman-
ded by Agamemnon to watch over Clytemnestra, while the
Greeks were away at Troy, a position of authority as likely to be
enjoyed by a poet in Mycenaean times as in the dark age.

Our period ends with Homer, and we may set its lower limit at
750 BC, when the Phoenician script was adapted by the Greeks for
their own language. Soon after 750 BC the first texts of the //iad
and the Odyssey could have been written down (though they
may have been written much later). There was an ancient tradition
that Homer competed in poetry with Hesiod at Delos, and if that
is true then both poets were alive in the second half of the 8th
century BC. Hesiod’s date is fairly well attested by his mention of
Amphidamas of Chalcis in Euboea. Amphidamas died in the
Lelantine war between Chalcis and Eretria, and Hesiod sang at
his wake: the war was almost certainly fought late in the 8th
century BC. Thus Homer and Hesiod may well both have been
active late in the 8th century BcC.

Homer himself knew Ionia well, as the similes in the //ad
show. Two places had the strongest claim to be his birthplace,
Smyrna and Chios. According to Pindar Homer was a man of
Smyrna and of Chios, a statement which may mean that he was
born in the one place and lived in the other. In Chios a family
claiming descent from Homer, the Homeridae, were long famous,
and their presence in the island suggests that Homer too had per-
haps spent part of his life there.

By 8co Bc Hellas had begun to recover from the parochialism
of the dark age, and trade with the near east was gradually being
restored. In the Levantine trade men from Euboea and from the
Cyclades seem to have been the pioneers, bringing with them
Geometric pottery to Al Mina on the Orontes. About 750 BC
Euboeans from Chalcis and Eretria founded Cumae in Ttaly,
having first settled at Pithecusa nearby, for trade with Etruria
and perhaps also to provide for farmers short of land at home.
These are the first Greek colonies in the west.

The voyages of the Euboeans and others, the adaptation of the
Phoenician alphabet to the Greek language, and the composition
of the //iad and the Odyssey all bear witness to the new spirit of
intellectual progress and commercial enterprise amongst the
Greceks in the renascence of the 8th century sc.
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The struggle of the city states
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‘Greece united will be strong and a match for the invader;

but if some of us betray and others stand aside

and the loyal are few,

then there is reason to fear that all Greece may fall’

HERODOTUS, BOOK VII, 157

Strife between the Greeks

was their ruin; Herodotus, writing in the mid-sth century, was
to prove a true prophet in the hundred years to follow. The pat-
tern of Greek history was made almost inevitable by her political
pattern. The characteristic unit was the po/is, the autonomous
sovereign state consisting of a single town and the land surround-
ing it, and usually well under 100 square miles. It was a system
regarded by the Greeks as the guarantee of their liberties; they
contrasted their own freedom with the bondage of those living
under an absolute monarchy like Persia. It gave every citizen an
urgent sense of responsibility and independence; it made demo-
cracy—the rule of 4// the people—possible: but the price paid was
division, weakness and civil war. Clearly evident though it had
always been to all intelligent Greeks that their crying need was
for peace and agreement, they were never able to reconcile them-
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selves to the compromises and adjustments necessary to achieve it.

Local pride, pride in the history, the gods, the heroes of one’s
own polis, pervades Greek literature, and since Greek literature is
very largely Athenian literature, it is with the city and story of
Athena that we are most familiar—her miraculous birth fully
armed from the head of Zeus; her owl, serpent and olive tree; her
sacred rock, the Acropolis; her festival, the Panathenaea; and her
temple, the Parthenon, shrine of Athene Parthenos, Athena the
Virgin. One of the loveliest portrayals of her was discovered only
in 1959 at Piraeus (right). It is of bronze, mid-4th century Bc. It is
symbolic of a whole people’s devotion to their patron goddess;
symbolic too of the truth that what the Greeks created in the
interludes of almost constant warfare, despite the sufferings they
inflicted and endured, is indeed the Greek Miracle. (1)
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T'he struggle of the city states
A.R.BURN

THE LEGACY OF GREECE is the legacy of her intellectual and
artistic achievements, described in the following chapters. Here
our task is to present the brilliant but tempestuous world of the
city states—the political, social and economic background which
stimulated and at times impeded those achievements—and to
introduce the chief cities, the leading characters, as it were, in the
tragic drama of Greek triumph and failure.

An End and a Beginning

First, then, to recapitulate: the fall of the Mycenaean palaces,
like the collapse of Roman government in the west later, was
followed by a ‘dark age’. The contact with the Levant, which
enables us to date the phases of Mycenaean civilization, is broken
after 1200 BC; the burned palaces lay in ruins and deserted, some
of them, as at Pylos, unto this day; and while invaders or survivors
may have built their huts nearby, the remains of their much
poorer settlements have in many areas not yet been discovered.

But it would be rash to say, as some have believed, that whole
areas, previously settled, were left uninhabited. Absence of evi-
dence (so far) is not evidence of absence. On the positive side,
what can be seen is that, probably within a century, and probably
first at Athens, which, with her strong acropolis and late Myce-
naean covered way to a water-supply, had outridden the storm,
there are clear signs of returning social vitality. The tokens of
this are the pottery decorated in the style known as Protogeo-
metric; pottery surviving as usual, even if in fragments, where
textiles have perished and metal-work has, for the most part, been
melted down; pottery decorated in a strong, simple style, not far
removed from peasant att; a style which has been hailed as the
first truly Hellenic art. It is the art of a still poor, but intelligent
and vigorous population, which had survived the great raids and
had been emancipated by them, not without much destruction
and misery, from the rule of the palace-dwellers and from the
prestige of their over-ripe Mycenaean art.

The Protogeometric and the many local schools of mature
Geometric art which evolved from it had, altogether, a career of
nearly four centuries. The phases, in the absence of writing (an
art which had been lost in the great wreck) and of contact with
the still literate east, are difficult to date; but from its increase in
quantity in the later phases, we can trace the slow process of
consolidation. Protogeometric pottery found at old Smyrna must
have been brought by settlers—the first Greeks to cross the
Aegean and found the mainland settlements which, with the
island of Lesbos, became known as Acolis. Ionia, with Chios
and Samos, came a little later. Asian Doris included the penin-
sular cities of Cnidus and Halicarnassus, with Rhodes and Cos,
islands, which, unlike the others, are represented as already Greek
in Homer’s Catalogue of the Mycenaean fleet at Troy. The Cy-
clades also, unmentioned in Homer’s Catalogue, were Greek in
time to have theit own schools of Geometric art; and their
people in historic times spoke dialects akin to those of Ionia and
of Attica and Euboea, from which many of the colonists of Ionia
were believed to have come.

South of these, stretching from the kingdoms of Argos, Sparta
and Messenia in the Peloponnese, in a wide arc through Crete and
the southernmost islands to the Asian Détis, lay the Dorian states,

founded according to tradition by the north-Greek invaders who
had sacked Pylos and Mycenae; and the tradition appears to be
sound. Throughout this area the populations are found divided
into the same three Doric ‘tribes’ (sometimes together with
others, founded to include pre-Dorian survivors). They spoke
varieties of a common Doric dialect, more archaic than the Ionic,
and marked, for instance, by the broad a sound (as in fazher),
which in Tonic changed to e (French ¢ or é). And in the central
Peloponnese, in highland Arcadia by-passed by the invaders,
there survived a still more archaic and quite different Greek,
whose only near relative in historic times was the dialect of
Cyprus. We may infer that throughout this area there had once
been spoken a Greek ancestral to Arcadian and Cypriote, the
language, as Ventris thought, of the Mycenaean world; a speech
surviving only in Arcadia, cut off from the sea by the Dorian
invaders, and in distant Cyprus, which the invasion did not reach.
A further inference is that the invasion or invasions were not the
work of mere savages in search of pasture, but of organized war-
bands which made deliberately for the south in search of palaces
to plunder.

This point is of some importance. The Greeks at the dawn of
their recorded history, in the 8th century, were not in any strict
sense primitive. All, even the Dorian late-comers, had been to
some extent affected by the Bronze-Age civilization; even they
had been, in the course of their migrations to new homes, to
some extent defribaliged. It may not have been for anyone’s imme-
diate good; but it helps to account for the readiness with which,
in the following centuries and under the stimulus of new econo-
mic conditions, they adopted and invented new ways. Also the
Bronze Age, though the traditions of the Greeks show that they
remembered little about its civilization, had left a legacy; a
legacy of zechnigues. Writing and palace art had perished, but in
the mundane matters of mixed farming, building, carpentry and
boat-building, spinning and weaving, metallurgy and the potters’
craft, the Greeks of the Geometric period did not begin again
where Minoan Crete had begun, but where Mycenae left off.
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The life of a farmer about 7 50—5 50 BC is well-known through the writings
of Hesiod and through illustrations on early Attic vases. Here the farmer
drives forward his ox pulling a wooden plongh, while his wife scatters
seed in the furrow. (1)

The ‘Works and Days’ of a Greek Farmer

Daily life at the dawn of history in Greece, about 700, is known
to us especially from the poem of Hesiod called the Works and
Days. Starting as a kind of verse letter of expostulation to his
unsatisfactory brother, who had quarrelled with him about the
division of their inheritance, this poem branches out into a highly
interesting exposition of sound mixed farming, on a subsistence
basis but with disposal of surpluses by barter, sometimes involving
a boat voyage. Hesiod is not a poor man; he has a draught ox, a
cart and an iron-shod plough, and can employ a hired man
seasonally; but he is definitely of the people, and grumbles about
the ‘gift-devouring kings’ (local chieftains), to whom his brother
had resorted, as to a court, for the satisfaction of his claims. Most
interesting is the fact that he is not afraid to grumble so, and that
his poem survived. His culture includes some astronomical lore,
important for getting farm operations started in good time, but
he attaches equal importance to observing lucky and unlucky days
of the month; he issues warnings against wasting time, against
cutting one’s nails on a holy-day (an early appearance of t.he world-
wide superstition about nail-parings), and against letting a boy
sit on a tombstone, lest it cause sterility. But he is no ‘primitive
peasant’. His father was not even a native of Boeotia, where he
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The potter’s craft did not entirely
die out during the Dark Age,
though much of the artistry of My-
cenaean work was lost. This vase-
painting of the early sth century BC
shows a potter at his wheel adding
bandles to a crater-like vessel. (2)
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settled, but a ‘retro-migrant’ from Cyme in the Asian Aeolis, where
he had found seafaring an unsatisfactory career, and returned to
the old country to take up a farm (perhaps on uncleared and
unoccupied land) in a valley-head, alternately draughty and sun-
baked, under Mount Helicon. Hesiod heartily approves of competi-
tion between craftsmen (potter and potter, bard and bard), and
a reward that he holds out for good farming is ‘that you may buy
another man’s farm, and not he yours’. Nothing could be less
primitive than this fact, that in Hesiod’s world land could be
freely bought and sold.

Hesiod gives a unique glimpse of the life of a working farmer
in the early Iron Age; but the tone of society was set by local
aristocracies, those chieftains whom he disliked and mistrusted:
members of the oldest-established families, who held with family
tenacity the best land in each of the fertile but limited plains be-
tween the Greek mountains. These were the people who could
best afford hired men and slaves, often originally prisoners of war,
to do the heavy work, and female slaves for housework, including
the endless spinning and weaving; or to buy purple cloth or
trinkets from Phoenician traders. They could afford the expensive
bronze armout, and a horse, or in the earliest days a chariot, to
carry them swiftly and untired over the plain to repel a border
raid. Their houses were inside the compact, walled ‘city’ which
grew up in a handy position near every good piece of plain-land;
so their wealth, unlike the possessions of outlying farmers, was
not exposed to plunder. They could best afford time to listen to
travelling bards with tales of the ancient heroes, or to pedlars’ ot
the same bards’ accounts of their journeys and of foreign parts;
or to travel themselves to festivals, at Delphi in central Greece or
Olympia in the Peloponnese, or to Apollo’s sacred islet of Delos,
a great centre of the Ionian world, where there were athletic
sports and the most elaborate bardic recitations; among them,
especially at Delos, those from the work of the great Ionian, Homer.

Most famous of all such festivals was the four-yearly athletic
meeting at Olympia. Here, in the fertile and well-watered western
lowland called by Athenians Hollow Elis, but in the local dialect
Walis, the Vale, invadets, not Doric but akin to the Dotians, had
established a sanctuary of the Father-God, whom their ancestors in
Thessaly had associated with Mount Olympus. There had already
been there a sanctuary of the Mother-Goddess of the older folk,
who, as Hera, the wife of Zeus, kept her place and temple; and
perhaps already in the Bronze Age she had been worshipped by
girls with competition in a foot-race; for the length of the course
for the girls’ race, which still existed, much shrunken in glory, in
historic times, was exactly one side of the sacred Grove, the .4/ts.
Here—it is not clear why especially here—athletes assembled from
all the western Peloponnese; presently also from Sparta and the
new western colonies; then from all the Greek world. Other
events were added: boxing, wrestling, long-jump, discus, javelin,
longer running, a race in armour.

To be an Olympic victor was the highest glory known to eatly
historic Greck society; so much so as to call forth from intellec-
tuals some acid remarks about athleticism. And because the four-
yeatly meeting was an ‘international’ event, it was found more
convenient than (say) the lists of annual magistrates of even the
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most important cities as a means of dating historic events.
Thucydides, in the sth century, is the first historian known to us
to do this. In his time a learned man of Elis, named Hippias,
studied the inscriptions on victory monuments and other records
of Olympia, set the names in what he regarded as a probable ordert,
and found that there were enough, allowing one foot-race every
four years, to extend back to 776 BC, in terms of our era. This has
ever since been reckoned as marking the beginning of the Greek
historic era; though whether ‘historic’ is strictly the right word
is another question.

‘Phoenician Marks’: The Birth of the Greek Alphabet

Homer’s poetry is treated elsewhere; but it may here be remarked
that the preservation (not the invention) of his great artistic epics
may have been rendered possible by the recent introduction of the
‘Phoenician marks’, as Greeks called them, that is the letters of
our alphabet, with their Semitic names (alpha = aleph, ‘ox’, origi-
nally an ox-head, thus &_; it was the Greeks, who, knowing
nothing of the meaning, thought it would look much better
‘standing up’; beta=the familiar be#h of Bethel, Bethlehem, meaning
‘house’, and in the east was originally written something like ().
The 24 letters, some of them switched by the Greeks from
representing unneeded Semitic sounds to provide the chief Greek
vowel-sounds, represented the best of several simplified writing
systems recently developed in the commercial world of the Levant,
in the effort to produce, for business men, something better than
the old syllabaries, which required the services of a professional
scribe. Another, much inferior, was the 33-letter syllabary of
Cyprus, formed by selecting (quite arbitrarily) from the 200-odd
signs of Minoan Linear B. That Greeks became aware of a need
for writing was a sign that communications were becoming more
important again, beyond the limits of the parish or the home glen;
but in Greece they were used not only for business but for pre-
serving poetry.

The earliest specimens of Greek alphabetic writing in the new
script that we have belong probably to the lifetime of Hesiod, and
are on fragments of Geometric painted pottery, found near
Athens. That is why the prehistoric period in Greece ends at this
point.

The cities prospered; they tamed local hillmen; they formed
local leagues, as in Boeotia, Phocis and Ionia, ot the more powerful
established their supremacy over lesser settlements, as did Argos
and Sparta; and as security increased, in most places the rich
families, the aristoi or Best People as they called themselves,

The earliest examples of Greek script are found on Sragments of Geome-
tric pottery. This jug, from the end of the 8th century BC, was (no doubt
with its contents) a prige in a dancing contest. The inscription reads He
whose performance is best among all the dancers shall bave me’. (3)
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the city states

reduced the powers of the city king who had been essential as a
wat-leader in the bad times, and took to directing the affairs of
the city through annually elected Regents or Presidents. A ‘king’
sometimes himself (as at Athens) annually appointed, often
continued to supervise the chief sacrifices; it was safest to give
the gods what they were accustomed to. Sometimes the right to
elect and to be elected was confined to a clan descended from the
old kings; sometimes, as at Cyme, it was soon extended to every
man who could afford armour and a war-horse. Dandified and
sophisticated, the aristoi everywhere greatly despised the outlying
farmers and hill shepherds, with their skin coats and dirty feet,
who bore themselves meekly when they had occasion to come into
town. The very idea that such people might have political rights
lay still in the future.

The Merchant Colonists Look West

By about 750 BC, two factors wete preparing the revolution which
was to transform the Greek world. First, in many regions the
available, cultivable land was filling up ; the more so since the great
families engrossed what the poor resentfully considered an unfair
share of it. The tradition never died among the Greek poor that
in the ‘good old days’ some founder-king had divided the city’s
land fairly, and that, since the division had become very unequal,
a new division was due. The phrase was to become a revolutionary
slogan. To avert the reality became the great political object of
aristocratic governments. The only other alternatives for the
poor, as they multiplied, were greater poverty, or infanticide,
which Greek mothers resisted as passionately as any others would,
or conquering a neighbout’s land, as Sparta before 700 conquered
the lower-lying plain of Messenia; an event which was to be fate-
ful for the whole of classical Greek history.

A way out (literally) seems to have been revealed by merchants;
not Hesiodic farmer-traders, but long-distance seafarers, who
made a living out of the fact that, in a world still largely bronze-
using, not only Greece but the great kingdoms of the east had
an insatiable desire for the rare metal, tin. Midas, King of Phrygia,
a great figure (Midas of the golden touch, round whose name folk-
tales cluster), fought the Assyrians on his eastern frontier, went
into alliance with Agamemnon, King of Cyme and dedicated a
throne at Delphi; and a merchant of Cyme, Midacritus (“Approved
of Midas’) was said first to have brought tin from a “Tin Island’
somewhere in the unknown west. It looks like a deliberate effort
to establish a metal-trade from Asia Minor, in competition with
the Phoenicians, who had already reached Spain along the coast
of North Africa. This is the context of the epoch-making event,
the foundation of the first Greek colony in the west (archaeology
confirms a date soon after 750 BC), by Cyme together with
Chalcis, the ‘bronze-town’ in Euboea, famous for its metal-work;
it too was called Cyme (in Greek, Kume), a name more famous in
its Latin dress, the Cumae of Virgil.

Cumae, planted far afield on the Bay of Naples, looks like a
trading outpost, like its Phoenician contemporary, Carthage (‘New
Town’) in Tunisia; but it was soon followed by a whole series of
new ventures, which went less far and seized the best coastal land
(not always the best harbours) from weak native populations in
eastern Sicily and south Italy. Chalcis, probably recruiting land-
hungry men also from other cities, such as Naxos, founded a new
Naxos, near Taormina, the first Greek town in Sicily, and a base
for the conquest of more roomy sites further south (Catana,
Leontini); she also founded Rhegium (Reggio-Calabria), and
reduced to order an unofficial pirate settlement of Greeks on the
Straits, now Messina.

Corinth, already with an eye for harbours, founded Syracuse
and colonized Corkyra (Corfu island), a useful half-way house.
‘The Achaeans of the northern Peloponnese, who were not traders
but lacked land at home, got the best agricultural sites of all, at
Sybaris, Croton and Metaponto in south Italy; Sparta, ‘recon-
structing’ after the conquest of Messenia, planted out “war-babies’
and other dissatisfied elements at Taras (Taranto); Rhodians and
Cretans, already accustomed to trade with the Levant, but unable
to colonize there in face of the Assyrian Empire, came to Gela on
the south coast of Sicily. All this is said to have been done be-
tween 735 and 690 BC (the real dates are perhaps a little later).

(AT,

A Greek merchant ship of abont 540 BC, from a black-fignre cup. It
was on ships like these that the great coloniging movements of the 7th and
6th centuries depended; they were higher in the water than warships, with
larger sails but slower and more difficult to manoenvre. (¢)

There was a Jlong pause before the expansion to western Sicily.
Then Megara, a small colony near Syracuse—founded when its
mother-city, old Megara, was a vassal of Corinth—sent out men
to Selinus (Selinunte), after 630, and Gela to Acragas (Agrigento
of the splendid temples), half-way to Selinus, about 580 BC. By
this time also the Asian Greek Ionians of Phocaea, a neighbour of
Aeolic Cyme, which seems to replace Cyme in the western trade
(we do not know why), were colonizing from the Riviera (Nice,
Antibes, Monaco) to Spain ; Massalia (Marseille), their chief success,
was only the greatest among many colonies; and their early walls
at Ampurias (Emporiae, ‘the Trade-posts’), about 520, are the
westernmost considerable remains surviving of any Greek city.

South Italy became known as Greater Greece, Magna Graecia.
In the west, thousands of Greeks enjoyed for the first time the
sense that there was land enough and to spare. On the miniature
scale of the Greek world, it was to the old country as America to
Europe. Its cities grew larger and richer than any in classical
Greece—except Athens in her prime—and made their own con-
tributions to art, literature, philosophy, medicine and engineering.

Colonization in other areas was important, but all of it together
not so important as the west. Cyrene, founded by the Dorian
island of Thera (Santorin), and later reinforced from all over the
Aegean, alone could compare with such cities as Sybaris. Founded
a few miles inland, it exported corn and the medicinal herb sil-
phium (now extinct), founded daughter-cities westward to Euhes-
peridae (Benghazi), and long preserved the hereditary monarchy
(c. 630450 BC).

The Rich Eastern Seaboard

Colonization in the north Aegean began later than in the west,
surprisingly at first sight; but the large, blond Thracians were a
different proposition, as opponents, from the western Sicels. Only
perhaps, when Corinth began to monopolize trade with Sicily, did
Chalcis and Eretria in Euboea turn to the three-pronged penin-
sula, later known as Chalcidice, and Megara, now independent of
Corinth and on bad terms with her, to the Sea of Marmara. The
coast of the Troad and some sites in the Chersonese (Gallipoli
Peninsula) had already been occupied by a coastwise spread of
settlements from Lesbos and continental Aeolis; Mytilene, largest
of the five cities of Lesbos, kept those in the Troad dependent
when she could. Megara looked further, and founded two famous
cities astride the Bosphorus, Chalcedon and, in 657 or later, By-
zantium,

Tonian traders had already visited the Black Sea coasts; but the
great outpouring of colonists thither seems to have begun only after
events in Asia Minor had cut off the cities there from the hope of
expanding by land. The Phrygian kingdom was destroyed, about
676, by migrating barbarians, the Cimmerians, driven south by
the coming of the horse-archer Scythians, like Goths before the
Huns; and its western successor-state, Lydia with its capital at
Sardis only a day’s ride from the sea, first drove out the Cimme-
rians and then pressed Ionia hard, destroying Smyrna (about
600 BC) and attacking Miletus at the mouth of the Maeander val-
ley. However Gyges (c. 678-648), founder of the Lydian military
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dynasty, while he may have cut short Miletus’ territory at home,
allowed her to colonize Abydus, on the narrows of the Darda-
nelles, opposite Sestus; and thereafter Miletus (with recruits, we
may guess, from other cities) directed a remarkable colonizing
enterprise; she was said to have founded seventy cities in the
Black Sea and its approaches. Among the most important were
Sinope, probably c. 630, though some Greek computations (which
also grossly antedated Cyrene) made it much earlier; Trapezus
(Trebizond), a daughter-colony of Sinope; Olbia (‘Prosperity’),
not far from modern Odessa in the Ukraine. Megara also took
part in this movement, with several colonies; her largest was
Heraclea in Bithynia, which included many settlers from Boeotia.

These Black Sea and northern colonies were of enormous im-
portance to classical Greece, as sources of foodstuffs and raw
materials (grain, fish, timber, leather) and of slaves; but in cul-
ture, unlike those of the West, they seem to have remained ‘colo-
nial’; in literature and art they followed the mother country; and
when they produced famous intellectuals, such as Aristotle from
Chalcidice, or Diogenes (of the Tub) from Sinope, they not only
went to study in the old country, but tended to stay there.

In the Levant, Woolley’s excavations at Al-Mina have shown
that 2 Greek trading colony was established before 700 on the
coast of north Syria; its name was probably Posidium. But, like
Greek ventures into Cilicia, it was unable to make good its hold
permanently against Assyrian and Phoenician hostility. The east-
ernmost typical Greek colony herte (not counting the Mycenaean
foundations in Cyprus) was Rhodian Phaselis in Lycia. But the
Levant trade (Greek metals, wine, pottery and other manufac-
tures against spices, purple, oriental metalwork, ivory and apes
and engraved ostrich-eggs—peacocks only later) remained im-
portant, despite intermittent warfare. Its impact on the newly ex-
panding culture of Greece was tremendous, as may be seen in the
orientalizing movement in Greek art.

Particularly stimulating to Greek intelligence was the contact
with Egypt, where thousands of Greeks went, ‘both to trade’,
says Herodotus ‘and to see the country’, and many of them to
serve in the armies of the Twenty-Sixth Dynasty. Some of them
carved their names on a leg of one of Rameses II’s colossi at Abu
Simbel. The extraordinary character of the country, ‘gift of the
Nile’ (Herodotus again) stimulated geological speculations; its
wholly alien culture opened Greek eyes to the fact that customs
were not necessarily as they were at home; its vast antiquity
opened new vistas of time. These successful foreigners were not
popular in Egypt, and presently there was an anti-foreign move-
ment; but its leader Amasis, who reigned as Pharaoh 569529 BC,
permitted the Greeks to continue trading through one port,
Naucratis (‘Sea-Power’), seized as a fort by Miletus long before.
Here Greeks from many cities collaborated in the administration
of the city and its temples; it was a unique ‘treaty-port’, presenting
analogies to the Shanghai of recent times.

The Age of Revolution

In the transition from ‘medieval’ or Hesiodic to ‘modern’ or clas-
sical Greece, the period from about 66o to oo BC is an age of re-
naissance and revolution. Traders in metal and valuable goods,
we saw, had probably pioneered where colonists followed; but
colonization itself gave rise to a far more massive trade. Cities had
colonized because their peasants needed land on which to grow
food; now, the new western colonies, with their good land, could
produce a surplus, while on the other hand they wanted the
luxury goods, such as the best pottery, metal-work and textiles,
which were in short supply under ‘frontier’ conditions. Few new
colonies were planted after about soo, partly because the best sites
were occupied, and because in the west the Phoenicians, led by
Carthage, went into alliance with native peoples to hold back the
Greeks; but also because it was now possible to import food in
exchange for manufactures (also oil and wine to the Black Sea),
instead of exporting men.

The aristocracies had organized the great colonizing move-
ments, because the best way of keeping their land at home was to
provide for the land-hungry abroad; but they were less successful
in meeting a new challenge, that of the new trading and manufac-
turing classes and of peasants, grown more prosperous, so that
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many of them rose into the ‘armoured’ class. These new middle
classes were increasingly unwilling to submit to the direction and
the arrogance of the old, closed oligarchies.

The new age is an age of individualism. Art, in the new mood
of confidence, bursts the bonds of Geometric convention, and
artists begin to sign their works; it is an age of personal poetry,
personal religion, original thinking (the first philosophers), and,
in most of the trading cities (not in areas which, like Thessaly and
Arcadia, remained agricultural), of personal government.

The great characters of the new age often belonged to the un-
privileged classes, or stood near the aristocracy but were not of
it. Archilochus of Paros, the first great name in the new poetry,
was the son of a noble who had led the colony to Thasos—but by
a slave-woman; a man with a chip on his shoulder. Cypselus of
Corinth, who overthrew the aristocracy there, came of the ruling
and formerly royal clan through his mother; but she, because she
was lame, had found no husband within the clan and had been
married off to a non-Dorian farmer. Cypselus rose in the army,
and overthrew the government (657, traditionally), a few years
after it had failed in an attempt to assert overlordship over the
colony at Cotfu.

Orthagoras of Sicyon, Corinth’s neighbour, who about the
same time founded a dynasty that lasted 100 years, is said to have
been the son of a cook. His descendant Cleisthenes raised the non-
Dorian population, organized in a tribe called the Coast-men, to
a status equal or superior to the Dorians, and re-named their tribe
‘Rulers’. Such revolutionary despots were called ‘tyrants’, a word
not originally hostile; it is not Greek, nor apparently, as used to
be thought, Lydian; but serens, the biblical name of the lords of
the Philistines (who had come from the Aegean or from the
nearby Asian coast in the great migrations of about 1200) may
pethaps show a common origin.

Corinth, whose fine ‘proto-Corinthian’ pottery at this time domi-
nated if it did not monopolize the western markets, is the best-
known city of this age. Cypselus ruled it for thirty years, popular
except with those whom he had overthrown ; his son Periander for
forty-four—but by now the ‘honeymoon period’ was over, and he
had to surround himself with guards. He subdued Corfu, and
founded other colonies on the north-west coasts of Greece, which,
exceptionally among Greek colonies, always remained dependent
on the mother-city; and he patronized the Lesbian poet Arion.
Money—a Lydian invention, first brought into Europe by the
trading island of Aegina about 625 BC (not earlier, as used to be
thought)—was first struck at Corinth in his time. But his later years
were darkened by family quarrels; his sons died before him—one
in a new colony at Potidaea in Chalcidice, one in a chariot-accident,
one murdered at Corfu—and his successor, a nephew Psamme-
tichus (named, it is interesting to see, after a pharaoh of Egypt)
was overthrown after three years, traditionally in §81 (the real
dates for the dynasty may be as much as 30 years later). Corinth
became a bourgeois republic; but, as membership of the governing
class seems to have been open to anyone with a moderate pro-
perty qualification, it was a very different republic from that ruled
exclusively by the old royal Bacchiad clan.

No other tyrannies were as durable as those of Corinth and
Sicyon. At Megara, Corinth’s other neighbour, Theagenes, who
had led the peasants in rebellion, was himself driven out before
he died, and the city’s strength was sapped by bitter and prolong-
ed class-struggles (the background to the poetry of Theognis).
Something of the same kind happened at Miletus, and at other
cities of which less is known. To the question, what was to be
done if the Greek states were not thus to ruin themselves, two
opposite answers were given by the two cities that were to
dominate the classical period, Sparta and Athens.

The Grim Community of Sparta

Sparta, to judge by her archaeology, was in the 7th century an
opulent, aristocratic state, her nobles grown rich on the surplus
extracted from serfs, the Helots, in Laconia, and from the farmers
of Messenia, reduced to Helot status. But attempts to expand
further led to defeat by Argos; and late in the century the Spat-
tans found themselves fighting for their lives against a desperate
Messenian rebellion with support from Arcadia (Tyrtaeus’ war).
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the city states

The name of Sparta was proverbial even
in ancient Greece for austerity, discipline
and prowess in war. Few Spartan works
of art have come down to us, but one of
them is this small bronge of a soldier
wrapped in his cloak and wearing a Corin-
thian helmet. It dates from about 490 BC,
the year of Marathon, ten years before
Thermopylae. (5)

It was after this that Sparta became ‘Spartan’, bringing back into
full vigour and further elaborating the ‘laws of Lycurgus’ (a
mythical figure) including archaic customs, such as the rest of
Greece was discarding or had discarded. That these customs now
resuscitated were part of the old Dorian tribal heritage is suggest-
ed by the fact that the Dorian nobles of Crete, the better to con-
trol their own serfs, the Mmoites (Minoans?) had taken similar
steps rather earlier. This gave rise to a theory, mentioned by
Herodotus, that Lycurgus introduced his laws from Crete. In both
areas, the laws included restrictions on individualism and family
life; the men, for instance, took their meals in military messes.
The sequel, in both areas, was that local art, after showing eatly
promise, wilted and died; nor did either Sparta or Crete make any
contribution to Greek thought or literature. In both, society had
been ‘frozen’ in an archaic form, in the interests of military effi-
ciency and the maintenance of privilege.

Peculiar to Sparta was the severe military and athletic training
of the boys, who were taken from their mothers at the age of
seven and brought up in ‘packs’, each under a selected young
man for whom the boys ‘fagged’, the whole being under the
direction of a respected older citizen. They plucked their bed-
ding of reeds from the River Eurotas; they had no extra clothes
for winter, and food was of the plainest, a kind of wheat porridge;
they were encouraged to supplement it by stealing from the farms,
and punished if caught, being held to deserve it for bad scouting.
Any weakly babies, who looked unlikely to sutvive this treat-
ment, were not brought up at all; they were put out to die on
mount Taygetus. Men continued to live a ‘Spartan’ life, in their
messes; failure to be elected to a mess was social and political
death. They passed their time in military training, hunting and
supervising the helots on their farms, visiting their wives in the
log-cabins that were their sole houses, only by stealth. Sparta
never coined money, keeping for currency the prehistoric system
of iron currency-bars, too cumbersome for anyone to accumulate.
Trade and manufacture were left to the ‘dwellers-around’, the
free but non-Spartiate men of other villages and townships in the
plain and on the coasts of Laconia. Gitls also underwent an
athletic training, intended to fit them to be the mothers of war-
riors.

The government of this grim community was a limited mon-
archy: limited, first by the curious fact that Sparta from the first
had two royal families, which were usually in tivalry; secondly, by a
council of twenty-eight aristocrats, elected when over sixty, for life
(some of them therefore always senile); and thirdly, and mote
effectively, by the five Ephors (Overseers), elected annually by
and from among the whole body of some 8coo male Spartiates.
Originally these represented the Spartan people’s safeguard
against despotism; but as time passed, they acquired more and

more power, until they were in a position to call kings to ac-
count for misconduct and even to exile or depose them. The
kings’ chief sphere of activity was in the command of the army
(only one at a time, after a serious quarrel between two kings in
the field, in 507), and in foreign affairs, in which they often show-
ed, it must be said, wider views and more generosity than were
characteristic of the Spartan assembly and ephors.

The Lycurgan system gave Sparta a professional army (the
only one in Greece), which could be reinforced with useful
though non-professional forces of the ‘dwellers-around’. With it,
though still, fortunately for herself, unable to conquer Arcadia
and saddle herself with still more helots, Sparta humbled her old
rival, Argos, and organized the rest of the Peloponnese—includ-
ing Arcadia, Elis in the west, Corinth, Megara, Sicyon and the
smaller neighbours of Argos—into a League of allies, pledged to
follow Sparta in foreign policy. The League was an element of
stability in Greece, and was to do good service against the great
danger that soon threatened from the east; but it was a stability
of conservatism and reaction. The whole Peloponnese contributed
relatively little to the constructive classical Greek achievement.
This achievement was, in many of its greatest triumphs, the work
of Athens.

Athens: the Struggle for Democracy

Athens’ history in the 7th century is almost a blank; but this does
not mean that she was a negligible quantity. Her art—her Geo-
metric pottery and, later, her first monumental sculpture—was
already the best in all Greece. The fact was simply that she did
not colonize and had no revolution. With 1000 squate miles of
territory, much more of a ‘country’ than that of most Greek
states, her population had not yet reached saturation-point.

But that point was reached about the end of the century, and
with the coming of coined money and the facilitation theteby of
usury and debt, there was, here too, a formidable social crisis.
Mote and mote of the poorer farmers fell into debt to the rich
nobles; and unpaid debt meant that, in the last resort, not only
the debtor’s land but his body and those of his family belonged
to the creditor. His usual fate, rather than to be kept as a resentful
servant, was to be sold oversea, e. g. to the slave-economy of
Aegina, a fate from which even Sparta’s helots were exempt. There
was bitter discontent, and while the rich, with the best arms,
could probably have crushed any revolt, they could also see that
the elimination of the middling peasantry, or their depression into
the ranks of those who could not afford armour, weakened the
whole state.

In these circumstances the Athenian nobles showed more wis-
dom than those of most states. They agreed to the election of
Solon, a noble of royal descent but modest wealth, who had seen
the wotld abroad as a merchant, and whose outspoken political
verses had made him persona grata to the poot, as head of state in
the year 594 or 592 BC, with dictatorial powers; and all Athens
swore to obey whatever measures he should introduce. Solon
then proceeded to cancel all debts outstanding; to lay down that
no man should ever again be enslaved for debt; and to buy back
with public funds all those enslaved abroad who could be traced.
He also forbade the export of corn, thus keeping at home the
grain that might otherwise have commanded a higher price in
Chalcis or Aegina, and lowering the home price.

Next, Solon drastically reformed the constitution. He laid down
that all free men, even the landless, should be admitted to the
Assembly (not, as in some states, only those who could afford ar-
mour), and that the nine annual Archons (chief Archon or Re-
gent, ‘King’ for religious affairs, War-chief and six junior judicial
archons), though they still had to belong to the equestrian class,
should be elected by that Assembly; further, that after their year
they should be accountable to the Assembly; and that only if the
account was accepted should they pass for life into the august
council of ex-archons, which meeting on (or perhaps rather, un-
der) the Rock of Ares, the war-god, was called the Council of
Areopagus. Further, the Assembly could also function as a
People’s Court, to hear complaints against or on behalf of indivi-
duals; and Solon provided that ‘anyone who wished’ might take
up the case of anyone wronged; a safeguard of the rights of the
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poor and inarticulate, and especially of the orphan and widow.

If, however, all the preliminary discussion of public affairs and
the decision as to what business should be laid before the As-
sembly and how, and when, continued to be the business of the
‘best people’, that is to say of the Areopagus, it would usually be
possible for the ‘best people’ to get their way in the Assembly, as
the Senate long did at Rome. Solon saw this, and with great acu-
men provided against it. He introduced (so later tradition said,
and thete is no reason to reject it) a new, second or people’s
council, commonly called The Council, for the express purpose of
preparing the Assembly’s business. It consisted of 400 (later 500)
citizens, selected annually by /o# from among all who volunteered
to serve and who passed a summary scrutiny to easure that they
were citizens in good standing. The Areopagus was left with the
function of ‘protecting the laws’; it was the supreme court for
homicide (preventing blood feuds) and could proceed against
revolutionaries; but it lost for ever the power of controlling the
Assembly by acting as its steering-committee. Also, the laws were
written up in public; they were no longer to be known only to
aristocratic judges.

Jurors in the Athenian law-courts gave their verdict by dropping ballot-
discs into a box. There were two kinds—those with solid ‘bubs’ in the
centre stood for acquittal, those with hollow for condemination. (6)

This was not yet democracy; the Archons still had to be rich
men, and in practice usually belonged to the old families; but the
people gained some control over their government, and the
name of Solon was rightly revered by later democrats.

Solon’s laws did not give Athens peace. They were followed by
faction struggles between ‘Coast’ and ‘Plain’, the commercial sec-
tion against inland aristocrats, and between great men contending
for the archonship or, in one case, for re-election to it. In the end,
Athens had a ‘tyrant’ after all: Pisistratus, a popular nobleman
and general, who organized a third party among the still poor
upland peasants. After many adventures he seized power for the
third time about 546 BC, and held it till his death in 528. He ruled
from a ‘back seat’, controlling elections, while the Assembly con-
tinued to function, under the Laws of Solon. He raised a direct tax
of 10 per cent on farm produce, made loans to peasants on easy
terms for the improvement of their equipment, and had the satis-
faction of seeing production soar; and he secured outposts for
Athens on both sides of the Dardanelles, on the way to the great
source of grain supplies on the Black Sea.

His son Hippias remained in power until sro; but as usual,
with the revolution’s most pressing work done, the new despot’s
popularity waned. His brother was assassinated in a private quar-
rel, and Hippias was finally turned out by Sparta, after another
Athenian nobleman-turned-businessman, Cleisthenes (he took
the contract for rebuilding the temple at Delphi after a fire) had
used his influence at Delphi to get the oracle to put pressure on
Sparta.

Cleisthenes, whose father had married the daughter of Cleisthe-
nes of Sicyon, finding himself faced by a clubful of more conser-
vative nobles, then ‘took the people into his club’ (it was prob-
ably his disgusted opponents who said it first), carrying through
the Assembly a bill which made all free men of Athens, about
whose citizenship there was any doubt, citizens by Act of Patlia-
ment. As there had been much immigration from Ionia, since the
conquest by Persia (see below), and since no one had bothered
greatly about voting-rolls under the tyrants, there were by now
many among the townsfolk of Athens, the legal or marital status
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of whose grandparents may have been uncertain. Solon had pro-
vided that an immigrant, who came with his family and practised
a useful trade, could become a citizen; but the conservatives
would have liked to eliminate as many as possible and keep the
Assembly in the hands of solid Athenian countrymen who would
vote with the squire. To make return impossible, Cleisthenes
abolished the Ionic ‘tribes’ of Athens and substituted ten new
ones, named after ancient Attic kings and heroes; and to consoli-
date the country and get rid of the local factions of Plain, Coast
and Upland, he made his tribes highly artificial, each containing
a group of wards or villages, called a Third, (a) from the city and
environs, (b) from the coast, and (c) from inland. He did not
alter most of the constitutional arrangements of Solon; but he
made the voting body much larger, and much more radical. It
was the Athens of Cleisthenes that fought the great Persian War.

The Persian Threat: Marathon

Assyria, exhausted by her own conquests, perished; Nineveh fell
to the Medes, who had learned the art of war from Assyria her-
self, in 612 BC; and the empire was divided between the Medes
and the Chaldaeans, a people of the Arabian desert-edge who had
gained power in Babylon (Nebuchadrezzar, 6o5-562). But in 550
Cyrus, King of the Persians, a vassal people akin to the Medes,
overthrew his overlord and made his own nation dominant. The
Greeks saw little difference between them, and often called Per-
sians Medes.

Cyrus was a man of genius. Braving a late autumn campaign in
Anatolia, he conquered Croesus of Lydia in 547, and his generals
soon subued Ionia; aided by disaffection within (the ‘second
Isaiah’® hails him as the Lord’s Anointed), he took Babylon in 539;
he had added the whole of Iran before he was killed fighting in
central Asia in 530. His son Cambyses conquered Egypt in 525,
defeating an army containing many Greek mercenaries. He died
in mysterious circumstances, and the whole empire flew apart in
rebellion; but by 519 the young Darius, a distant cousin of Cam-
byses, had suppressed all revolts and rivals. Most of his long reign
was spent in a fine work of imperial organization; but in 499 came
an event which touched Athens nearly. Ionia rebelled against the
tyrants used as city governors by Persia, and was only reduced
after a severe struggle lasting for six years. Miletus was sacked, and
was never again a power in the world. Sparta had refused help;
but Athens, though bitterly divided over resistance or appease-
ment, had sent help in 498, only to withdraw it after a defeat. But
Persia had been provoked; the Athenians had raided inland and
sacked Sardis. A sea-borne punitive expedition crossed the Aegean
in 490, winning most of the islands for Persia. It was beaten off at
Marathon in one of the proudest feats of Athenian arms, directed
by Miltiades, a great soldier, once lord of the Gallipoli Peninsula
under Hippias. But a greater Persian effort against Greece was
bound to come.

Fortunately for Greece, there was a ten-year respite. Egypt
revolted (486-5); Darius died in 486; Babylon was in revolt in
482; and meanwhile Athens found a great leader, the democrat
Themistocles.

Themistocles may have owed his citizenship to Cleisthenes, for,
while his father came of an ancient family, his mother was a slave.
He had probably already been chief archon in 493, and commanded
the regiment of his tribe at Marathon. He then probably backed
an important constitutional change, made in 487, by which the
archons, including even the ‘war-chief’, were to be appointed like
the Councillors, by /ot among approved candidates. It was a radical
change indeed. It meant that future archons would rarely be
formidable personalities (fewer rivals for Themistocles?); that the
conservative Areopagus would lose influence as the elder states-
men died off; and that the war-chief would henceforth be a puppet
in the hands of his council, the ten Generals of the tribes, who
continued to be directly elected, and could be re-elected, thus
gaining experience. The Generals, stratzgoi, responsible directly to
the Assembly, shortly became the General Staff of Athens.

But Themistocles’ finest achievement was the creation of the
great Athenian navy. Using the desirability of crushing an old
enemy, Aegina, to convert the short-sighted, he persuaded the
people to apply a windfall—the discovery of a rich vein in the
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The great war with Persia. The Persians
made three expeditions against Greece, the
first only into the north (their fleet was
battered by a storm off Athos) and the
second—that of Marathon—intended mere-
ly as a punitive measure. The real invasion
came in 480 under Xerxes, who gathered
an immense army from all bis dominions,
built a bridge of boats across the Dardan-
elles and cut a canal through the peninsula
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state-owned silver-mines near Cape Sunium—to building up the
fleet from 70 galleys to 200. His enemies tried to get rid of him by
ostracism (a device of Cleisthenes, under which the people might
exile for ten years, without loss of status, any man who was judged
so powerful as to be a danger to the republic), but Themistocles
was able to concentrate the votes of his supporters, in each
‘election’ against his rivals, one at a time; and one after another,
they went: last to go was the ‘tory democrat’, Aristides the Just,
who favoured defence by land; and by 480 the ships were ready,
though their crews could not match the skill of the Phoenicians,
who fought for Persia, on the open sea.

Ostracism was a device peculiar to Athenian democracy. The names were
written upon a sherd (ostrakon), and the man whose name was found on
more than 6,000 sherds was compelled to leave the city. The sherd shown
bere bears the name of Aristides—who was actually so banished. (8)

Victory in the Narrow Straits

In 480 King Xerxes personally led a great and carefully organized
expedition round the north Aegean. Pontoon bridges had been
stretched across the Dardanelles, a canal cut through the sandy
neck behind Mt Athos, whetre an earlier Persian fleet had come
to grief in a gale. In the same summer the Carthaginians invaded
Sicily, but were routed at Himera by Gelon, tyrant of Syracuse.
In Greece, Athens generously and wisely conceded the chief
command to Sparta, not only by land (naturally) but by sea,
seeing that Sparta’s allies, especially Aegina, would not consent
to put their fleets under an Athenian; but Themistocles was the
moving spirit in Greek strategic councils. The allied fleets took
post off a temple of Artemis at the north end of Euboea, where
the enemy could only come at them along the mountainous coast
of Thessaly, dangerous to a large fleet for lack of anchorages; and

the Phoenician and other Levantine navies did indeed sustain
serious losses there in another north-Aegean gale; losses perhaps
decisive for the course of the war. Nevertheless they pressed on,
to reach shelter in the straits opposite the Greek base; and after
three days fighting (the very important but little publicized Battle
of Artemisium), in which they inflicted further loss, the Greeks
were fought to a standstill and had to withdraw.

Meanwhile Leonidas, King of Sparta, with about 7000 armout-
ed men besides light-armed, had covered the landward flank,
holding the coast road by the hot springs of Thermopylae, be-
tween cliffs and the sea; but he was left too long unreinforced, and
perhaps also outgeneralled. The Persians hammered at his position
regardless of losses, with the result that he kept nearly all his force
on the coast road; then, experienced mountain fighters as they
were, they sent their Guard division by night over hill-paths in-
land, with a local guide. The Greek local troops on the mountain
pulled in to a peak; and the Persians ignored them and went past.
Leonidas, warned by runners, sent away most of his force; he
gained them time to get clear by staying himself with a sacrificed
rearguard, 1100 Boeotians and his personal guard the famous 300
Spartans. Many helots also fell fighting here.

Defeated on land and sea, the Peloponnesians had no further
idea but to ‘dig in’ on the Isthmus of Corinth. The Athenian
government withdrew to Salamis; but Themistocles persuaded
the allied fleet to put in there too, first to help with the evacuation
and then to defend the island, now an important military objective.
The Persian fleet, weakened by its losses in storm and battle,
could no longer afford to divide its forces; and Themistocles by
a deceitful message to Xerxes, emphasizing the (real) divisions
among the allies, induced him to order it into the Salamis strait in
an all-out attack. There the Athenians enveloped the head of its
column, the Phoenicians, while the Peloponnesians attacked the
following divisions in flank; the Greeks are said to have destroyed
or taken 200 ships, for the loss of 40; and Xerxes, probably unable
to supply his large army without command of the sea, withdrew
with most of it to Asia. He left a picked army of occupation in
Greece under Mardonius, his chief marshal; but the Greeks (not
until the Athenians had threatened to make peace if they were left
unsupported) destroyed it at Plataca in Boeotia in 479. Mean-
while a Greek fleet destroyed the Persian remnants at Cape
Mycale in Ionia.
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The pass of Thermophylae between the Gulf of Malis and the mountains
(the shading indicates heights of 100, 400, §00 and 1200 metres). The
Persian army approached from the north, crossed the plain of the Melas
and Asopos rivers and marched east along the coast. The Greeks, under
Leonidas, took up their position in the narrowest part of the pass, just
east of the warm spring (f) which gives Thermopylae its name. Leonidas
had posted guards on the cliff tops wherever the slope could be climbed
(d,d) and at the citadel of the Trachinians (¢) overlooking the deep narrow
gorge of the Asopos (b): no ascent was possible along these routes. The
Persians, however, were told of a path beginning further to the west, leading
right along the ridge of the hills and descending bebind the Greek lines
(a,a). Part of the army was therefore able to surprise the flank-guard and
take the Greeks in the rear. The last remnants of Leonidas’ force retreated
to a mound (¢) where they were completely annibilated. (10)

The Athenian Empire

The Greek cities of Asia were now liberated again, with support
almost entirely from Athens. Sparta, hampered by internal
troubles and by opposition in the Peloponnese, withdrew from
assisting in the work; and it was the Athenian, Aristides the Just,
who drew up the charter of a new League, with its headquarters
at Delos. Athens and the liberated cities swore alliance ‘for ever’,
for their mutual protection and to wage war on Persia. It was the
opinion of many, and not least of Athens’ rising soldier, Cimon
the son of Miltiades, that such a war could be made to pay.

This Delian League became an Athenian Empire. From the
first, Athens was accepted as ‘managing director’, providing the
high command, choosing objectives and controlling the treasury.
It was reasonable from the first that the smaller cities (thete were
over 200 in all), whose share of a league fleet of 100 or 200 galleys
was a fraction of a ship, should commute for a money payment,
while their young men served, if they chose, in Athenian ships
for pay. Soon only a few preserved independent forces. Athens
protected them; but on what terms became evident when some
of the larger (Naxos, c. 469, Thasos, 465), feeling that libetation
was now secure, tried to secede. Athens, with legal right (for
the alliance was “for ever’), coerced them. The moral rights have
been debated ever since.

Soon Athens extended her power west of the Aegean; she
protected Megara against Corinth, defeated Corinth’s and Aegi-
na’s united navies, besieged Aegina and forced her to join the
League. For ten years, 457-447 BC, she even controlled Boeotia.
But her power wilted after her most ambitious eastern enterprise,
supporting a new rebellion in Egypt, ended with an army and
fleet being trapped in the Nile and lost (454). Athens never again
willingly fought Persians and Peloponnesians simultaneously, as
she had done before; and when Boeotia rebelled in 447, and
Megara, with support from Sparta, in 446, she made no very de-
termined effotts to win them back.

Meanwhile, after Cimon had died of sickness in a last and
unsuccessful attempt to liberate Cyprus, Athens had made peace
with Persia (449). This led to a major crisis in the empire, since
the cities expected that their contributions, levied for the conduct
of war, would now be suspended. But Athens was faced with the
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problem of converting her economy, long a war economy finan-
ced out of those contributions, to a peace footing. The solution
adopted was that of a great programme of temple-building and
other public works; and for this she needed the contributions and
continued to levy them, arguing that, as long as she kept Persia
at arm’s length and policed the Aegean, she was doing what she
was paid for. This was the political and economic background of
the great buildings, whose artistic significance will be discussed
in another chapter.

The author of this argument, of very dubious morality, as some
Athenians said at the time, was Pericles, son of Xanthippus
(Athens” admiral at Mycale), by a niece of Cleisthenes, and for
many years Athens’ leading statesman and general. He had first
come to the fore in 461 as the lieutenant of Ephialtes, a fierce and
austere democrat, who completed the democratization of the city,
stripping the Areopagus of its power as ‘guardian of the laws’
—a supreme court—to interfere with legislation: a logical sequel
to the reform of 487.

Pericles was the most brilliant of numerous Athenian aristocrats
who served the democracy, filling many of the ten posts of ge-
neral year by year, and prominent in the Assembly, though often
harried there by demagogues (the word is Athenian), popular
leaders, mostly of the business class, who took it upon themselves
to see that the gentry did not have things all their own way.
Pericles was a convinced liberal and democrat, and gained the
confidence of the Assembly as no later Athenian was ever to do.
But he was also a convinced imperialist. When Euboea revolted
in 446 (just before Megara), he personally led the army which
crushed it, after buying off a Peloponnesian invasion with a pro-
mise to negotiate, backed by a secret bribe to the Spartan king
and his chief of staff; an episode which cost the young Spartan
king his throne. He then made peace (445), ceding Megara and
other points on the mainland, but keeping Euboea, Aegina and
the rest of Athens’ naval empire.

Whatever the morality of the Athenian Empire, it offered a
better hope of uniting Greece politically than any other which
appeared in classical times. Before the Egyptian disaster, it seemed
as though Athens might actually do it—not without coercion.
After 445, for fourteen years—years of brilliant artistic achieve-
ment—there was ‘peaceful coexistence’ between Athens, every-
where encouraging (she did not everywhere impose) democratic
governments among her allies, and Sparta, favouring limited-
franchise governments among hers. But there was suspicion
between the two blocs, and when Corinth tried to reduce her
unfilial colony of Corcyra once again and Corcyra appealed to
Athens for aid, the peace broke down. The stubborn factor, pre-
venting a compromise solution during two years of slow drift to
war, was probably the mutual fear among the leaders of the two
blocs, lest their enemies should be able to cut them off from the
west with its economic potentialities, and lest neutrals or luke-
warm allies, seeing them weaken, might incline to the other side.
Archidamus, the veteran king of Sparta, worked for peace, but
the ephors of 431 carried the Spartan assembly against him; and
on the other side Pericles himself advised the Athenians against
making any concession.

The Long War with Sparta

The war that broke out in 431 BC, a struggle between a land and
a sea power neither of which could deal a deadly blow to the
other, was a long-drawn series largely of indecisive operations.
Its fame is due to the fact that the great Thucydides, probably a
grandson of Miltiades, and himself a general though not a distin-
guished one, wrote the history of it, analysing with ruthless cla-
rity the deterioration of standards of justice and political modera-
tion under the influence of the war spirit and of fear.

The Peloponnesians could invade Attica in overwhelming
force and ruin villages and farms, but could do nothing against
commetcial Athens, linked to the sea by impregnable ‘long walls’;
even less could the Athenians do anything but take useless re-
venge, by raiding the coasts of the Peloponnese. Pericles counted
on a draw after a few campaigns, with great loss of prestige for
Sparta. But in 430 Athens was struck by a frightful calamity,
a plague brought by sea from Egypt; it scarcely touched the
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The Peloponnesian War, as the map
shows, was essentially a struggle between a
land-based and a sea-based power. Sparta
controlled almost the whole of the Pelopon-
nese, Athens the Aegean islands and the
coastlands of Asia Minor. Thus the two
sides for long never really came to grips
with each other. (11)

Peloponnese, unwittingly protected by the Athenian blockade of
its east coast. It raged for three years, and about a quarter of the
population of Athens died of it. Pericles himself died in 429,
partly probably from its after-effects.

The war dragged on. Athens missed a good opporttunity of
ending it on the status quo ante, after capturing a battalion in-
cluding 120 Spartiates, valuable hostages, on an inshore island off
Pylos; Pericles was gone, and Cleon, a fiery demagogue, pressed
for territorial gains. Athens was defeated with the loss of 1000
armoured men in an attempt to invade Boeotia. Brasidas, an
attractive Spartan, with small forces, deprived Athens of many of
her tributary cities in Chalcidice; when Athens recaptured one of
them, Scione, she put all the men to death and enslaved the
women and children, as, later, she did to the Dorian island of
Melos, which had never belonged to her league but favoured
Sparta. Peace was made at last in 421, after Cleon and Brasidas
had fallen in a battle in Thrace, on the same terms which Athens
could have had in 425, less Brasidas’ conquests.

But many Athenians were still bellicose, and there now tose to
fame a vivid and disastrous figure: Alcibiades, a young cousin of
Pericles and sometime his ward, after his father had fallen in
Boeotia in 447. His appearance in the pages of Plato, especially
in the Symposium, contributes to making him, of all Athenians,
one of the most intimately known. When he was a brilliant boy,
Socrates, who once saved his life in battle, had tried to make
something of him, but in vain. Looking to war to bring him
power, wealth and the adulation which he had come to crave, he
worked to involve Athens in a war between Sparta and Argos,
with unhappy results; then he took up an even more ‘brilliant’
and dangerous project, of which some Athenians had dreamed
already: that of conquering Sicily, on the pretext of ‘protecting’
the smaller cities against Dorian Syracuse. Thus the Peloponnese
could be attacked both from east and west. When the great expe-
dition was about to sail, he was accused by his enemies of a
sacrilege, of which he was probably not guilty; but enough past
cases of disrespect for religion (very shocking to the average
Athenian) could be brought up against him to make a charge of
‘impiety’ plausible. He fled to the Spartans, frightened them with
an account of Athens’ far-reaching designs, and induced the Pelo-
ponnesians to send volunteers and a Spartan general to Sicily
and to recommence the war at home.

The Athenian expedition was besieging Syracuse, whose citizen
soldiers were at first no match for the war-hardened Athenians;
but they defended themselves with doggedness and resource; in
this Dorian democracy the Athenians, says Thucydides, found

100mis,

0 ™ 100kms,

opponents all too like themselves. When Syracuse was reinforced,
the besiegers found their own communications cut; and finally
the whole expedition, reinforced from Athens, was almost wholly
lost; 175 ships and nearly 40,000 men of Athens and her allies
(413 BC).

Even then Athens did not collapse. With Ionia in revolt, the
Dardanelles and Bosphorus disputed, and a Spartan fortress (re-
commended by Alcibiades) ten miles from het walls, she built
new ships and fought on for nine more years. Twice she won
great naval victories, and rejected peace terms that did not restore
her empire. At last, indiscipline and the cunning of the grim and
able Spartan admiral, Lysander, led to her last great fleet being
surprised ashore at the Aegospotami (Goat-Rivers) in the Darda-
nelles. Even then, she stood a siege. The war ended with Athens
starving. Even her democracy was suppressed; but the group of
aristocrats (some of them, also, friends of Socrates), whom Sparta
installed as a provisional government, soon made themselves so
unpopular (the “Thirty Tyrants’) that the people rose to restore
the democracy (403); and a Spartan king had the wisdom to let
it be.

The End of the Golden Age

Sparta had inherited Athens’ power, and kept her own; but she
failed to bring unity, more disastrously and more quickly than
Athens. Her military governors proved both arrogant and full of
greed of money, of which the Laws of Lycurgus deprived them
at home. Sparta had gone into alliance with Persia, to finance her
late naval operations; then, inheriting Athens’ position in lonia,
she found herself at war with Persia; but Persia found no diffi-
culty in using her money to finance Sparta’s enemies. Within ten
years of the fall of Athens, Athens herself, Thebes, Argos and
Corinth were in alliance against Sparta. They wete bloodily de-
feated before Corinth in 394; but Sparta had to recall her king
and army from Asia, and in a new general peace settlement (387)
she abandoned the Greeks of Asia to Persian rule. The divisions
of the Greeks had undone the wotk of 479.

The fourth century BC is the age of late classical art, of Plato
and Aristotle and of the great orators, who incidentally give
many vivid pictures of Athenian life; but in political history, it
reveals the moral bankruptcy of the city-state world. There is no
lack of colourfoul personalities ; one of the greatest was Dionysius,
tyrant of Syracuse from 405 to his death in 367. He rose to power
through faction in the Syracusan democracy, and after a Cartha-
ginian army, reversing the verdict of 480, had sacked Himera and
Selinus. Four Carthaginian wars, punctuated by wars of aggression
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against the Greeks of Italy, where he plundered Rhegium and
Croton, left Carthage still in possession of a third of Sicily, and a
trail of devastation. In the mean time Dionysius also wrote trage-
dies for exhibition at Athens; he fell sick and died after a feast to
celebrate his being at last awarded the first prize. He was by then
the most powerful man in the Greek world, and had sent troops
to intervene in the wars of old Greece.

The centres of power in the Greek world were tending to
move outwards, Greek civilization, like that of western Christen-
dom after it, developed first in the relative isolation of a penin-
sula and its neighbouring islands, whence pressure of population
had led to colonization oversea; later, as the technology and
political arts of the developing civilization spread outwards, not
only colonial areas but adjacent continental countries, formerly
backward and thinly populated, grew in power; in the Greek
world, Sicily and Chalcidice, then Macedonia and lastly Rome.
In Chalcidice Olynthus formed a confederacy of cities, with which
Amyntas, king of Macedonia, made alliance; for a time it even
included the Macedonian city of Pella. But Sparta looked with
jealousy upon this rising power and, on the pretext of defending
the liberties of cities which did not wish to join, demolished the
Chalcidian League in a war (382—379). While a Spartan officer with
troops for this war was passing through Boeotia, a Theban poli-
tical faction offered to put the citadel of Thebes into his hands.
He accepted the offer, and by this act of treachery Sparta, through
her friends, dominated Thebes; it was the culminating point of
Sparta’s power.

But a Theban band, operating from Athenian territory, liberat-
ed their city after three years; and in the war that followed it be-
came evident that Sparta, with a disastrously falling birthrate and
shrinking Spartiate atistocracy, was loth to risk the losses of a
pitched battle. Thebes produced a great soldier and statesman,
Epaminondas; and when at last a Spartan king gave battle in
Boeotia, with superior numbers and an apparently won position,
Epaminondas broke through the Spartans’ own ranks with a
charge by a dense column, and the Spartans’ allies at once with-
drew. Four hundred Spartiates, more than half those present and
a third of all those between eighteen and sixty, fell with their king
on this Flodden Field of the Spartan aristocracy, the Battle of
Leuctra, 371.

Epaminondas invaded the Peloponnese; he liberated Messenia,
encouraged the Arcadians to develop federal institutions, and
broke Sparta for ever as a great power. (As a natural sequel, we
then soon find Athens and Sparta allied against Thebes.) But
agrarian Thebes possessed even less than Sparta the economic
potential to succeed where Athens had failed; nor could she re-
place Epaminondas, when he fell in battle against Athenians and
Spartans, with allies on both sides, at Mantinea in Arcadia (362).
Within ten years, Thebes was finding herself baffled in a war
even with her neighbours, the men of Phocis, who, under pres-
sure, ‘borrowed’ and then more and more unblushingly spent the
treasures of Delphi to hire mercenaries. The Boeotians sought
for allies in their ‘Sacred War’ against impious Phocis. They
found a very effective one in Philip, the young king of Mace-
donia.

The Rise of Macedon

Philip, as a boy, had been carried off to Thebes as a hostage; so
far was his country from being then a world-power. In the city of
Epaminondas he learned to admire Greek culture, and studied the
Theban army. At twenty-two he became king (3 59), when his elder
brother was defeated and killed by the Illyrians. Reorganizing his
army and promoting in it a great general, Parmenio, he next year
dealt the Illyrians a shattering blow; but he was still surrounded
by enemies. He triumphed over them not only by personally leading
his troops—he was repeatedly wounded-—but by consummate,
Machiavellian diplomacy; buying off enemies till he could deal
with them one at a time, winning men by the charm of his person-
ality, lavish of gifts to ambassadors and politicians, and of pro-
mises, which he kept no longer than suited him, to all and sundry.
He made his way less by deceiving the innocent (the Greeks were
no innocents) than by playing on the cupidity and ambition of
men who matched him in unscrupulousness, but not in intellect.
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The Lion of Chaeronea commemorates the battle (338 BC) in which the
combined Theban and Athenian forces were defeated by Philip of Macedon.
1t was erected, according to Pansanias, by the Thebans in memory of their
dead, and was restored from fragments in 1904. (12)

Thus, he dissuaded the Athenians from helping Amphipolis, an
Athenian colony, liberated long since by Brasidas, by offering
secretly to trade it for Pydna, a Greek town on the Macedonian
coast, which was in alliance with Athens. This very dirty deal by
the Athenians was suitably paid for, when Philip’s troops were
admitted to Pydna by friends within, and he kept both towns.
Soon after, he took Potidaea, which Athens also coveted, and
presented it to Olynthus, thus ensuring that, at least for the
present, Athens and Olynthus would not make common cause
against him.

Athens, since 378, had been trying to reform her naval league,
with safeguards against using it as an instrument of imperialism;
but her allies never fully trusted her. The case of Pydna shows
how right they were. In 357, for reasons unconnected with Pydna,
four of the largest cities, Chios, Cos, Rhodes and Byzantium
seceded; Athens failed to coerce them by force, and was left with
only a few rags of her league; while Philip defeated inland tribes
and secured his hold on the Pangaean gold mines, where he
founded Philippi.

Philip and the Phocians first clashed in faction-ridden Thessaly,
where Philip, after sustaining two defeats, drove a Phocian army
into the sea near modern Volos; but the Athenians kept him out
of Phocis by holding Thermopylae; Philip, ever a realist, did not
attack (352). His next conquests were in Thrace; then in Chal-
cidice, where Athens, whipped up by the fierce oratory of De-
mosthenes, aided Olynthus—but too little and too late. Philip
razed the city and annexed the area (348). Athens treated for
peace; but the negotiations were long-drawn, and actually during
them Philip marched past unguarded Thermopylae and reduced
Phocis to total submission, while its leaders and their mer-
cenaries fled abroad. He was welcomed at Delphi as a liberator
and victorious crusader (346). He was master of northern Greece,
and popular with the aristocracy in Thessaly. Next he completed
the conquest of Thrace. He was repulsed from Perinthus, on the
Sea of Marmara, and Byzantium, with help both from Persia and
Athens (340); but in the same year another quatrel at Delphi gave



f12

the city states

him an excuse for intervening again in central Greece. Thebes
was directly threatened. Towards Athens, Philip protested feelings
of respect and a desire for friendship, probably quite sincerely;
but in the name of Hellas, Demosthenes successfully urged an
alliance with Thebes. In the hard-fought battle of Chaeronea, in
338, Philip beat the united armies of central Greece. His 18-year-
old son, Alexander, led the decisive cavalry charge. Philip then
garrisoned Thebes, but even now did not invade Attica, and gave
Athens peace on easy terms.

His ambition was by no means satisfied. He was still only 43,
and moreover he was not in a position to draw rein; for his ar-
mies, with a large professional or mercenary component, were so
expensive that, for all his Thracian gold, he was in debt. Only the
spoils of Asia could make his style of conquest pay; and Greeks
had been telling each othet, ever since the Ten Thousand with
Xenophon had marched home from Mesopotamia, how weak
Persia had become, and how easy it would be to conquer her, if
Greeks could only stop fighting each other. At Corinth, where
Greek general headquarters had been in Xerxes’ time, Philip call-
ed a national congress; it elected him Captain-General of the
Greeks for a great war of righteous revenge; and in 336 Parmenio
crossed the Dardanelles to make good a bridgehead.

But it was not Philip who was to conduct that enterprise. Pro-
miscuous in his habits, he had long been on bad terms with his
queen, the fiery Olympias; and in 337 he had married the niece of
one of his generals, who, at the wedding, prayed that ‘a legitimate
heir’ might be born of the union, an open attack on Alexander’s
position. In 336 a son was born to him; and soon aftet that,
Philip was murdered at a festival. The assassin, a young man with
a private grievance, was killed by the guards; and who might
have encouraged him remained always at least officially unknown.

Across the Known World - Alexander’s Astonishing Empire

Alexander, a king at twenty, was at once faced by rebellion on
all sides; but he quickly showed his astonishing quality asa
general., A swift march, merely to show himself in Greece—cut-
ting steps in the side of Ossa when the Thessalian government
demurred at letting him through the Temp& gotge—averted
trouble there and then; but in 335 he fought three critical cam-
paigns. He swept through Thrace, storming the Shipka Pass and
crossing the Danube, where he had an interview with fair-haired
Celts on the move; across into Illyria, where he was trapped, it
seemed, in the hills, and extricated himself with typical daring
and cunning; and down again into Greece, where Thebes had
risen and was besieging the Macedonians in the citadel. He razed
the city to the ground; and Greece was cowed.

Then, in 334, he crossed into Asia, demolished the army of

the local satraps after a fierce cavalry »élée, and liberated Ionia; in
333 he defeated King Darius at Issus in Syria. Half the next year
was occupied by a desperate siege of Tyre; necessary, because
the Phoenician fleet, with Greek mercenaries and enterprising
Persian commanders, was still at large, trying to raise Greece in
revolt in his rear; but by the year’s end, Phoenicia had fallen, and
he was in Egypt. In 331 he fought his greatest battle at Gauga-
mela, in open country (unlike Issus) in Mesopotamia. Vastly out-
numbered, he stalled off enveloping attacks with flank-guards
until his infantry phalanx and heavy hotse-guards could smash
the enemy centre and drive King Darius once more in flight.
Darius retired eastward, on Ecbatana; Alexander tested in Baby-
lon awhile, letting rumours spread that his army was demoral-
ized by its vices, and then marched out souzh-east, fighting his way
in midwinter through mountain chains, first against tribesmen to
whom Persian kings had paid blackmail, then against the home
levy of Persia proper, to occupy Persepolis, the ancient capital, to
destroy its palaces and, more important, to round up its young
men and send them afar, to be trained by Macedonian officers as
soldiers of the new king.

By this tremendous exploitation of victory, Darius was left
with no army in 330, except the forces of his eastern barons; and
they, in retreat from Ecbatana, put him under arrest and, when
Alexander’s pursuit grew hot, murdered him. But Alexander’s
conquest of the empire was but half done. Three years of stren-
uous warfare were needed to subdue the tough eastern frontier
provinces, where castle after mountain castle stood a siege, and
conquered provinces rose again in his rear. Unwearied still, by
326 he was conquering the Punjab; and there at last his Mace-
donians refused to go further. They had won a very severe battle
against the Paurava rajah (the ‘Porus’ of western writers), who
had 200 elephants; and they declined to march against the Ganges
kingdoms, which were reported to have five thousand. In 325
Alexander returned to Babylon, after nearly perishing along with
a column which he led to explore the desert coast of the Persian
Gulf.,

Alexander’s character has been disputed to this day. There had
been motre than one conspiracy against him; one of them had
been at least concealed by Philotas, son of Parmenio, general of
the horse-guards, when it was reported to him—perhaps out of
envy, combined with indignation that Parmenio had been left be-
hind on base duties at Ecbatana. Philotas was put to death; and
immediately thereafter Parmenio was murdered, as an inevitable
preventive measure. Callisthenes, the official historian, nephew of
Alexander’s boyhood tutor, Aristotle, perished after a conspiracy
among the royal pages, to whom Callisthenes taught history—
and had talked of tyrants and tyrannicide. Alexander himself

The death of Alexander in 323 BC was the
signal for the break-up of bis empire. At
Jirst Antigonus, the most powerful of bis
Jformer generals, seiged control, but was de-
Jeated in 301 by SELEUCUS I ((301-280),
who, after another 20 years warfare with
other claimants, became master of the whole
area between the Aegean and the Indus. As
time went on, however, this great kingdom
was eaten into by Parthians and Gauls
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(Galatians). The province of Bactria

became self-governing under Euthydemus
and bis som DEMETRIUS (early 2nd cen-
tury BC). In Macedon DEMETRIUSI ( 294—
288), the son of Antigonus, seiged the
throne, though he bad later to relinguish
it, His son, another Antigonus, however,
regained Greece and bis dynasty ((the Anti-
gonids) ruled until 168. Egypt was the most
Jfirmly governed part of the former empire.
Here PrOLEMY 1 (died 283) seized power
immediately upon Alexander’s death and
his descendants kept it until 30 BC. The
last of the Ptolemies was Cleopatra. (13)
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had killed, in a drinking party, his foster-brother Clitus, who
had saved his life in the first cavalry battle, but who now drunk-
enly provoked him, complaining of his use of Persian dress and
Persian despotic ways, and assumption of glory that belonged to
all the army; the act cost the king an agony of remorse. Consider-
ing the strain under which he lived, these tragedies, though grim,
wete not numerous; but they made enemies. Certainly Alexander
had a constructive side. He founded many cities; some, such as
Herat and Khodjend (‘Alexandria-at-the-World’s-End’), were
Greek re-foundations of existing towns; but the greatest, Alexan-
dria in Egypt, was new. He set out deliberately to employ Persian
officers and governors (some failed him, and had to be replaced
by Macedonians) and to equalize the two master-races; a policy
which his Macedonians bitterly resented. But by personally lead-
ing them in charge and escalade, repeatedly wounded, once almost
to death; by sharing their hardships, by efficiency, glamour and
success, he kept their loyalty, with rare outbreaks of exasperation,
to the end.

On the other hand, a serious count against him is the fact that,
while continually risking his life, he made no arrangement what-
ever for the rule of his empire or the command of the army when
he should be gone. He did not even beget a son until the last
year of his short life (by the Persian Roxana); though Parmenio
and others begged him to leave an heir to Macedonia before
plunging into Asia. Not, though passionate in friendship, does
he seem to have been homosexual. It looks indeed as though his
beloved mother’s comments on his father’s infidelities had im-
bued him from childhood with an abnormal disgust with sex. All
his energy poured into war and government. The theory that,
had he lived, he would have renounced war, cannot be sustained.
He was organizing a large new army, two-thirds Medo-Persian,
one-third Macedonian, when, not yet thirty-three, he caught a
fever and died (323).

‘The Fetters of Greece’

So Alexander died, ‘intestate’; and after years of warfare between
his generals, the empire he left was divided between those who
survived. Seleucus, last commander of Alexander’s footguards,
won most of it, in Asia. Egypt was secured by the far-sighted
Ptolemy; he founded a dynasty that ended only with Cleopatra in
31 BC. It was a purely Greco-Macedonian state (its higher civilian
officials Greek, its army officers mostly Greek or Macedonian),
administering the hard-worked peasants through an elaborate
bureaucracy; its intellectual glory was the royal “Temple of the
Muses’ at Alexandria, with its great library and the salaried
scholars who worked there. Cleopatra is said to have been the
first of her line ever to learn Egyptian. Macedonia, after being
overrun by Celts from central Europe, whom, as we saw, Alex-
ander had met on the Danube, and who penetrated to Delphi
during the years of confusion, was restored as a nation-state by
Antigonus, grandson of one of the marshals, of the same name,
and of Antipater, who had governed Macedonia for Alexander;
his dynasty, which lasted until the Roman conquest in 168, con-
trolled Greece through garrisons at strategic points: Demetrias,
(named after Demetrius, Antigonus’ father)—near modern Volos
—Chalcis and Cotinth; they were called ‘the fetters of Greece’.

Greece, though her states were dwarfed by the new giant
kingdoms, was still important as a source of trained man-power:
soldiers, philosophers, poets (a royal prestige-symbol) and tech-
nicians. As in a later Europe, there was some attempt by the states
to draw together; the federal Achaean League, including also
patt of Arcadia, and the Aetolian League in the north-west, were
the two chief power-blocs, and by no means the least interesting
of Greek political experiments; but unfortunately, as rivals, they
were always hostile to each other. Athens, after a gallant attempt
to throw off Macedonian supremacy with help from Egypt
(which let her down), became more and more a ‘university city’;
but Sparta, strengthened under King Cleomenes III by a redistri-
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bution of land and emancipation of some helots—Sparta’s revo-
lution, 300 years too late—emerged once more to alarm a world
in which the rich were too rich and the poor too many; only to
go down before Macedonians and Achaeans, scared into common
action, in the Battle of Sellasia, six miles north of Sparta, in 221,

The Shadow of Rome

In 217, Achaeans, Aetolians and Philip V of Mucedonia met in a
peace-conference at Naupactus (Lepanto). Agelaus of Naupactus,
welcoming them, pointed to the great struggle proceeding in the
west, where Hannibal was invading Italy, and warned them that
now at least it was absolutely essential that Greeks should hold
together; otherwise, whichever of the giants was victor, the time
would come when they could no longer call even their quarrels
their own. Everyone applauded, and a peace was made; but in
the following years, unwillingness to make concessions to neigh-
bouts and rivals was too much for good resolutions. The chief
new feature of the next 7o years was that Greeks resorted to
Rome to complain of their enemies. Greek independence ended,
after a last desperate struggle by the Achaean League, with the
sack of Corinth by the consul Mummius (146); and Greece
became the Roman provinces of Macedonia and Achaia.

In the east, the Seleucid Empire suffered from the first from
insufficient Greek and Macedonian man-power. Seleucus him-
self ceded the Punjab to the great Indian Chandragupta for soo
trained elephants, with which he crushed his rival, the elder Anti-
gonus, in Asia Minor. Bactria, the north-east frontier region,
with Alexander’s Greek military colonies there, was soon de facto
independent; its soldier-kings had some magnificent coins struck
tor them. Demetrius of Bactria (‘Emetrius, lord of Ind’, known
to Chaucer), after 200 BC, penetrated once more far into India;
one of his successors there, Menander the Just, as his coins call
him, is the ‘Milinda’ of a famous Buddhist dialogue, recording
his conversion; but meanwhile Eucratidas, pethaps originally a
Seleucid general, seized Bactria behind him. Bactria was finally
overrun by central Asian nomads about 140 BC, and ‘Milinda’s’
kingdom had become fully Indianized within a century later.
Meanwhile further west, where there were no garrisons, a nomad
tribe settled in the old province of Parthia about 248, and formed
what became, though not at once, a powerful kingdom. By 130 it
had won Mesopotamia, and driven the Seleucids back int