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Many causée, material and ideological, helped to produce
the Greek tyrannies. The historian must pick the fundamental
ones and arrange them in such a pattern that the essential
characteristics of the period leap to the eye and present a
coherent picture. In this thesis, as a result of the
emphasis of new points, the pattern presented is rather
different from the usual ones. The series of events which
had the most profound effect in creating the tyrannies was
the economic revolution involved in the revival of trade
and manufacture and the revolutionising, therefore, of
agriculture. This affected all aspects of men's lives,
brought into being new professions and new ideas and so
mobilised sections of the population to demand new social
and political conditions, which would favour and suit themselves
as representatives of the new life, in place of constitutions
and customs representing the old aristocratic way of life.
Such an approach not only underlines the essential features
of the period so that they act as signposts for the student,
but it also gives a comprehensive picture of man's history,
in which all the richly varied complexity and diversity of
man’s interests finds its place. Attempts to interpret
history according to only one factor, whether economics,
law, or any other, must be deprecated. Man'’s activities are
complex and varied and his history, therefore, equally so.
Only an approach which will embrace all his activities and
interests in one coherent whole, can be regarded as adequate.
For economic conditions in Greece the works especially of
Glotz, Guiraud, Francottee, Toutain, Heichelhein and
Hostovtseff have been used, but these conditions have not
been allowed to remain isolated from other activities and
developments.

In the Bronze Age, too, however, such an urban revolution
had produced great changes in man's societies. It had
created the first cities and ordered governments, new
techniques and professions and new ideas. To understand
the Greek tyrannies, therefore, this Bronze Age economic
revolution must be kept in mind. It must be asked, especially
as much of the technique of Bronze Age was rediscovered in
early Greece, was the Greek revolution a mere repetition
of the Bronze Age one. A study of the ultimate effects of each
revolution quickly reveals that in Greece the social and
political effects were much more profound, since not only
were new types of people brought into being as in the Bronze
Age, but these people eventually became sufficiently
organised to demand social privileges for themselves and,
finally, with a tyrant as their spearhead, forced the
abolition of aristocratic states and cleared the ground for
the creation of a type of state new to man’s history, the
bourgeois or middle class republic. Since social evolution
in the Bronze Age reached no such advanced point, it is
obviously/
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obviously the historian's task to ask why it did so in
Greece. The works especially of i#hilde have been used

as authorities on the Bronze Age period, but this method
of using the Bronze Age revolution as a measure for
estimating the extent of social progress in a similar
period in Greece, is, I believe, quite new in its approach.

In Greece the economic revolution took place within a
more advanced social and political framework than that of
the Bronze Age and so social Revolution had, in this case,

a more advanced starting point. To appreciate this an
appraisal of the Homeric problem, to which some new suggestions
have been contributed, has had to be made. Moet important

of all, however, Jjust as man's history hitherto had been
marked by a series of what might be called "revolutionary
milestones" - that is, discoveries which helped to
revolutionise man’s life and caused human progress, for a

time at least, to bound forward, so in Greece still more
discoveries, when fully used by the conditions of the urban
revolution, made possible a rapid advance in man's culture

and society. Of these discoveries in the early Greek period,
the two really fundamentally important ones were iron and

the simple alphabetic script. Their effect was essentially
democratic, that is, as a result of the extension and
intensification of production in manufacture and agriculture
because of increased efficiency, and as a result of a great
advance in theoretical knowledge and the possibilities

of education for all, they made possible the extension of
social achievements to wider sections of the population,

many of them hitherto untouched by the achievements of
civilisation. Just, therefore, as comparison with the Bronze
Auge urban revolution is a new method, so its results, an
appreciation of the more advanced point of departure in Greece
and of the.significance of the new discoveries, have not been
emphasised before. Here, too, a knowledge of past discoveries,
which have proved of revolutionary value to manlcind, is
important for the historian, while, in the process of tracing
the full development of the most recent ones, the essential
features of the history of the Greek tyrannies begins to unfold.
In the detailed account of social evolution at Athens, the
role of Theseus, the social crisis caused by the dislocation
of the old. economy by the new, and the social alignments in the
social and political struggle which finally matured, the
accounts given by Aristotle, Herodotus and Plutarch have been
followed closely but the interpretation of some points differs
from those given by many scholars. As a logical development,
the states these discoveries helped to create, although"still
limited in the extent of their democracy, were far more
democratic than the Bronze Age type. The new way of 1life

in the Iron Age, oecause oi the profound effects of iron and
the alphaoet, was expensive enough to draw far more eéople
iiivo ?ts oroi G than had been involved in the Bronze Age and
these
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these people had the advantage of aooulrlng far greater
intellectual and technical qualifications than those who
laboured with Bronze Age script. The new people, therefore,
became powerful enough to threaten aristocratic privilege.
Outstanding individuals saw in them a means of advancing

their own ambitions and used them - as well as being used

by them - to become tyrants, because of the type of his
supporters, the tyrant’s policy had to conform, in the

main, to certain requirements if he wished to maintain

his position, and the tyrannies, therefore, destroyed the
remnants of aristocratic constitutions and aristocratic
opposition and cleared the ground for the naw trading republics.
Of the two usual theories, therefore, one to the effect that
the tyrants just happened to appear when they did and the

other that the merchants deliberately and consciously chose
them to perform the function they did,neither is here accepted.
There were definite conditions which provided the opportunities
for tyrants, but, on the other hand, both the tyrants themselves
and their supporters'would be conscious only of their immediate
objectives and ambitions, between the two extreme interprétat
of the individual's place in history”* a new compromise, which
BMavoids the obvious fallacies of the others, has been elaborated.

So long as the tyrannies are not abstracted from the
conditions which produced them - hhe revival of trade and
manufacture, of mobile agriculture and all the social effects
of these - they should not be confused, as they sometimes are,
with modern magnates who obtain great power on the basis of a
concentration of capital, honey in Greece was a symbol of the
development of trade and a mobile economy and was at the stage
of development it regained when England experienced her
trading revolution in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.
Modern conditions, when money itself has become a commodity,
are quite foreign to ancient societies. The new approach
presented here to the question of the importance of the .
individual in history prevents such distortions, since it
insists on the importance of the tyrant’s supporters, who are
the personification of all the developments which gave the
tyrant his opportunities, in determining the real position
of the tyrant. The tyrannies, therefore, illustrate the
importance both of groups of people who organise for
certain demands or to resist these, and also of talented
individuals, who seize the opportunities presented by their
period to carve outstanding careers and who, in these careers,
personify the movements,' the aspirations and achievements of
their time. This period in Greece, when changed ways of
living had thrown society into a state of flux and new ideas
and professions were mobilising sections of the population
inmore and more clearly defineddirections, was a gift to such
individuals and the interaction of the Greek tyrants who
mao.e use of it and the conditions which provided their
opportunity, produced states of essentially the same type
but with various detailed differences arising from the
different/
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different characters of the tyrants as well as from the
variation in social alliances which supported them. In
order to underline the real significance of the tyrants

and their periods real parallels takaifrom fundamentally,
not specifically, similar conditions, have been used. Mhile
these must not be pressed too far, they can, by underlining
the significant and obscuring the unessential, contribute
considerably to an understanding of the period. in
selecting these parallels use has been made of theworks

of Pirenne, Huberman, Morton, Boissonade, Power and others.

The character of the tyranny, as essentially the
spearhead of the middle class against aristocratic privilege
and exclusiveness;, is the key to its effect on the foreign
policy of other states. In Athens the effects of the tyranny
were very widespread and produced a middle class republic
which had possibilities of advancing to a still broader
democracy. In Sparta the aristocracy, for special reasons,
succeeded in excluding the conditions which gave”“the tyrants
their opportunities and, as a result, took the offensive
against these conditions in other states. Hare hhe
research of scholars such as Dickins and Grundy have proved
invaluable as a guide to ancient sources, including Plutarch]s
Lycurgus, but an interpretation different from either of theirs
has been made and the pieces arranged to niske a different

pattern. Sparta, however, not only failed to defeat these
conditions abroad, but fought a losing battle in her attempt
to exclude them at home. Centuries later, as a result of the

continued attempts at repressing the free development of the
new life and as a result, too, in spite of repression, of the
increased influence of this life, partly caused by Sparta's
interference in the affairs of other states, although the”
intervention was designed to have the opposite” effect, ana
partly because of Alexander's conquest of the East and the
social troubles it evoked in Greece as a whole as well as in
Sparta itself, a tyranny finally erupted explosively in Sparta.
It is insisted here, as a new interpretation® that it“was

the necessity to prevent or suppress the social evolution,
which would have led to a tyranny, which was the dominating
motive behind Sparta's policy at home and abroad. It

explains not only many of the apparent inconsistencies of
Spartan policy, but also the final eruption of a tyranny

in the third century. Only this interpretation of the
revolution under Cleomenes and Nabis as of essentially the
same type as the early tyrannies, can make sense of Spartan
Dolicy and of the revolution itself. Confusion of the Spartan
tyranny with mere upheavals in many third century Greek states
fails to explain the peculiar characteristics of the Spartan
revolution, "while the interpretation of it as some sort of
"communist" revolution gives it so unique a character that

it is entirely divorced from the general trend of Spartan
history and social evolution. while again, therefore, the

work/
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wolzL, OJ. soiiolai’s such, as I'apn, =ziac.as, Buzc amo. others hs.s been
useful, a different interpretation has been drawn from
Plutarch and Aristotle. A careful study has also been made
of the work of Glotz, Tarn, Heichelheim, Larsen and others,
as well as,of the inscriptions themselves, 1in order to
estimate social conditions in third century Greece, a matter
of fundamental importance to an understanding of the tyranny
at Sparta.

This tyranny, because of the conditions in Greece and
the growing interrelation of all parts of the civilised
world, incurred the hostility of most Greek states and the
interference of first Macedon and then home. Historical
ironyI The state which had done most to oppose the Greek
tyrannies and had done much to prevent the greatest of the
post-tyrant stetes, the Athenian democracy, from creating
a united Greece, was now, under her tyrant, faced with the
combined hestillty of Greek andforeign states. Theproblem
of roman intervention in Greecehas provoked so much
discussion that an attempt to provide a new intereretation
n#fy seem foolhardy. Yet knowledge grows not only”*from
the accumulated knowledge of the past but also from the
new experiences which fresh historical periods provide. The
analysis, in section one of the appendix, of wvarious
nistorians' wviewpoints, while not to be pressed too far or
applied in detail, serves as a warning that the historian
cannot” isolate himself from his own historical interpretations.
Like the scientist he must recognise his bias and allow for
it, and this has been attemptedhere in addition to
suggesting the unconscious bias of others. In following
the thread of the reaction of other states to Nabis' tyranny,
the” intervention of Rome at that time seems so obviously
part of this reaction that, once seen from that angle, sll
the difficulties of this intervention promptly fall into a
coherent pattern. The very careful examination of Livy, Polybius
and Plutarch, which produced this interpretation, indicated
too, that only this interpretation could make sense of apparent
inconsistencies in the accounts and could resolve the
difficulties and contradictions raised by nearly all modern
writers.

This.new method of interpreting Spartan and Athenian
history, not from the usual angle of chronological development
of the two states at the same period, but from the point of
view of their internal development, in tdiis case the success
of a tyranny and the new type of state created by it on the
one hand, and their failure on the other, throws fresh 1liffit
on many problems. The very difference in their rate of
internal social development and the contrast therefore in
the aims.and policies of their governments, produced hostility
a.na opposition between them which had enormous effects not
only on”~their own histories, but on those of all Greek states,
01 the Eastern world and of Rome, all of which has not been
without/
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without its effect on our modern world. It places Sparta

in a peculiarly balanced position between early Greek
conditions and those of Hellenistic and Roman times; for

it was the Spartan aristocracy which acted as the soearhead of
the threat to the revolutionary tyrannies of Athens"and

other states, and the Spartan tyranny which, as an unconscious
magnet for the new class of unprivileged in Greece, was the
spearhead of a threat to existing conservative governments

in Greece and beyond. This new angle of approach

therefore, illuminates points obscured by the old treatment
and suggestions some quite new explanations for old
inconsistencies in the relations of Sparta and Athens. In
interpreting, within this new synthesis of the material,

the role of the individual in history, which had always swung
violently between two schools, proper emphasis has certainly
been given to those technical conditions and productive
capacities which create the limits of a period's potentialities,
but it has also been appreciated that it is man himself who
makes history and so an individual, if he closely identifies
himself with his period, can nullify its apparent limitations
on individual achievements.

In spite of the qgquick suppression of the Spartan tyranny,
the social effects of the Iron Age communities could not be

avoided by Rome. They were part of her cultural heritage.
The Roman Empire, therefore, had a stability and long life
unknown to the Bronze Age states. Even the small Greek states

had enjoyed a longer life than most Bronze Age ones (whack
either experienced a whole aeries of lives or broke up
completely), but the Roman Empire developed all these qualities,
including industrial slavery which had developed in the Greek
trading states, totheir exhaustion point and, by her stability,
allowed society torevert almost to feudal conditions before
her framework finally broke. She therefore left no legacy

of urban civilisation based on slavery, but rather static,
largelyself-sufficient communities Dbased on serfdom. Slavery
had been converted into serfdom and the traditions of
industrial slavery, which had been transmitted from the Bronze
Age to the Iron Age, were broken between the end of the Roman
Empire and the revival of trade and industry in Western

Europe. There is a direct 1link, therefore, between the

urban revolution in Greece with the special effects of iron

and the alphabet, and modern industrial life based on free
labour, for the democracy and stability which the first made
possible, created the conditions for the development of the
second.

The philosophy of history which is used throughout
as a main guide to an interpretation of the. material,
although based on the work of many scholars such as Spiller,
Childe,Livy and others, in its final Synthesis 1is wvirtually
new. This is no rigid set of categories into which the material
muit fit willy-nilly, but both an appreciation that history
is "
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is die IM1 complexity oi the actual lives of men
ma.teria.l and ideological,and such an arrangement of all
this iiiaceiial wunat ohere stands out the most simificent
.10c?,tuies which will illuminate ooth the main achievements
of Dblie period and the path of future oroaress for mankind
and*such”an arrangement, too, that all th” rich and varied
cultureof the period, by being set in intelligible relation:
:ship uo these important features, will acquire a deeper
significance, “inallj, events 1in history must alwavs be
presented agninst their background. If the material is
isolates, tnen error will result and statements which
one”case will oe applied 1in sweeping buterroneous
fashion co ouner periods, cause a.ndeffect must oe viewedin
relation to history as a movement, since the effect of one
thing at one time may become the cause of another in a later

peiiod. Historical material, therefore, should never be
immooilised, oi* history itself, as the creation of living
men, "Will elude us. In short, in studying the conditions

which set in motion the social movement culminating in the
tyrannies, a.ttention should oe paid, as has been stressed to
tile similcii Hi onze Age condi Lions and the ideological heritage
from them, so that a real understanding will be acquired of
what in early Greece was essentially new and fundamental.
These will then be seen to be the more prominent because of
“nr*”® measure oi similarity oetween the t*wo periods»; a,nd
if once again the differences in the results of the Bronze
Age”and early Iron Age revolutions are sought, the effects
of those new features will be traced not onlv on Greek and
Roman history but, ultimately. In the foundations of the '
mocern world. This appreciation of what was new in the
period ot Greek tyrannies compared with earlier conditions
and what, on the other hand. It had not yet achieved compared
with later societies, throws Into bold relief the essential
cnaraclieristies of this period and of the tyrannies themselves.
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CHAPTER 1I.

HISTORICAL PRELUDE TO THE GREEK TYRANNIES.

To VXK T(fo* B 19 fRi- o fiffot
AWsoryg; Pol-ifi, 14,

'To TwV 8 A ywv**KkoG

(Ve (T FaCE
W.v?;. . J2Vk

FAX\E ! &/ (
Tri;vi&3h<>/  17CKf TYARJT. jAY/.$W)e,

arTiifo; J*/iXoL '/T,'I 0&jf' un”|KOOL.
A(sclylvf, Penae, 242

The flower of Greek civilisation reached full bloom In
the early years of the republics, after the tyrannies had
overthrown the old aristocratic type of state and laid the
basis for states of a new type. An understanding, therefore,
of the conditions which produced the tyrannies will help to
explain also much of Greece's greatness. However, to be able
to estimate the most fundamental features of the new conditions
It Is essential to study Greece? s past history and traditions, '
not only In order to assess Its Influence on later Greek life
but also In order to detect, by comparison, what new historical
features were at work In the period preceding the tyrannies.

quaiipa#t$t$::r: :Li::2:3iscr?*

be able to analyse on the one hand those cultural and social
traits Inherited from the past and, on the other hand, to detect
those features which were new In man's development and which
laid the basis for future progress. To-day however It Is no
longer excusable to talk of the "Greek miracle" without

®*Plaln our debt to Greece It Is necessary to delve Into Greek

v2;. It Is even argued that an understanding of the

While/
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While Raglan's criticism (4) of Greek scholars, therefore,
is probably not universally true (5), yet frequently all that
is argued is that a certain ceramic style derives ultimately
fro# Minoan culture or that some artistic technique must
have come from the East, so that many of those who use our
growing knowledge of the past are archaeologists rather than
historians, or. If historians, not purely classical ones.
Hogarth (6), among others, rightly emphasises that to show
past Influences on Greek art and civilisation Is to place
the latter In Its true perspective, but the historian must
not stop short at this point. There Is still no real attempt
to explain how and why the Greek city states were an advance
on former states. True, there Is much talk of Greece'*’s
contribution to democracy, but little attempt Is made to
select those features which made this democracy possible and
to explain why It should have become possible then, and not
previously or at some later date in world history. The
Impression must not be conveyed that the Greeks simply
produced democracy as an abstract Idea and applied It to their
own lives, and that the modern world then benefitted by a
study of It. History does not evolve as If man lived In the
scholar's study. It Is a slow, very Indirect process which,
however, does give the historian an opportunity of finding
links In the long historical chain; and It Is one of the most
Important tasks of the historian to discover such links rather
than merely to emphasise the greatness of some cultures and
their Importance for the modern world, without attempting to
analyse why such a culture could and did arise at that period,
and why It was possible for It to Influence the modern world.

To explain, therefore, the conditions which gave rise
to the Greek tyrannies and which produced eventually the great
period of Greek civilisation, the historian must study two
aspects of early history. He must understand the cultural and
social heritage of the Greeks. Whether consciously or not
Greeks were Influenced by and used this tradition. Secondly,
and more Important, It Is the historian's task to understand
the general trend of man's development from earliest times so
as to be able not only to point to the Influence of the past,
but to select those features In the period which he Is
studying which are new In man's development, and which are so
Important that they are destined to play a fundamental role
In historical development. Thus the historian not only looks
back to the past but looks forward to the future, to advances
In man's development made possible by these new features In
the period under consideration. This method therefore puts
Greek history In Its place In world history and so avoids
some extreme views caused by Isolation of the historical
material. (7). Now that so much detailed work hap been done
by historians, a more comprehensive view of the period's
relations to Its past and future Is both possible and necessary®).
Modern science, too, It Is Interesting to note, now uses this
synthetic method based on the work of specialists In all Its
branches (9).

Attempts/
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Attempts to Interpret Greek society on the basis of
geographical and race theories are generally discredited
to-day (10). Geographical changes and conditions have not
been without effect on man's life especially in the very early
periods, but these alone cannot explain man's development and
the forms and characteristics of his communities. The race
theory has been discredited not only because Its possible
application Is so limited, since most historical peoples have
mixed ancestors (l1ll) - the Greeks too of classical times we
shall find were mixed both racially, and culturally - ; but
also because it Is now agreed (12) that the mental character:
:istlcs Inherited by a man are of so general a type as to have
little Influence on his character, and therefore on his history.

More plausible Is the theory that men living within a
certain area develop characteristics peculiar to that area.
These are usually called "nations", and even to-day there 1Is
a tendency to talk of national characteristics as If they were
sufficient explanation of historical development. These
characteristics are of the most general kind and are themselves
subject to radical changes. Such a theory therefore would give
some general results, but not usually very significant ones (13).
A wealth of examples (14) clearly Indicates that characteristics
of nations living In certain geographical areas are not only
Insufficient as historical criteria, but at times definitely

misleading.

In general It should never be forgotten that man Is
essential a social animal, and so to understand Greek or any
other history. It Is necessary to study first the means man has
adopted to satisfy his animal needs of food, shelter, and
protection, and secondly the type of community he has formed
In associating with other men for that purpose (15). However,
to understand any historical period It Is essential to study
not only the existing conditions of society but also previous
ones, partly for the material and cultural legacy acquired by
the later period, but also because of the very Important role
played by Ideas and beliefs which had their origin In earlier

periods.

How then had men lived before the age of the Greek city
states? Hesiod (16) recalled a legendary tradition of several
ages of men, the age of gold, when men with the gift of speech
lived on the fruits of the earth without great toll; the silver
age, when life was less happy and prosperous but more settled so
that a child enjoyed a long period of protection before attaining
maturity; the age of bronze, when war and conquest became an
Important part of men's lives; the age of heroes who lived by
pPlunder and adventure; and finally the age of Iron which was
just beginning In Hesiod's time, a period marked by hard
labour. Injustice, and the destruction of old loyalties and
principles. The classical Greeks had such a wealth and
diversity of social and cultural tradition that the essential

features/
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features of man's entire history had some Influence,

direct or Indirect, on Greek development. Previous

types of community, therefore, and those great

discoveries which opened up new paths of advance are of

vital Interest to the historian who seeks to explain Greece's
own contribution to progress. Moreover, It was precisely
those conditions which finally produced the tyranny and then
a democratic republic, which also made possible the full
development of those new features which were to carry Greece
along the road of progress to a point much more advanced than
man had hitherto reached.

Early man was concerned primarily, like other animals,
to find the means of survival, food, drink, shelter and

protection from animals, but his superior bralg and his
ability to speak - a characteristic noted by nesiod for

this age - made It possible for him to evolve In an entirely
new direction, a mental and social development Instead of a
physical one (1?). Speech was an especially revolutionary
Innovation which made possible a great social development
through the transmission of experience. It also lays on the
historian the necessity of studying man's social relationships,
since only In association with others of his kind can man
acquire speech and therefore have access to the whole range

of man's own history and development (18).

During the Palaeolithic period when either fruits and
berries were available or game was plentiful and easily
killed, man lived content with no stimulus to progress. He
lived by food gathering, not food producing, a way of life
represented In Greek tradition by Hesiod's description of a
golden age. For some reason, perhaps the drying up of pasture
lands such as the Sahara, and the consequent crowding of game
Into oases which led to too easy hunting, or even Improvements
In hunting technique which also led to too easy hunting (I9),
game became short and over a long period man had to evolve
new methods of obtaining food (20). Out of some such crisis
arose the practice of domestication of animals and of
agriculture. This probably made no significant change In man's
social life for some time. Agriculture at first consisted of
scratching a piece of earth, sowing a few seeds, reaping the
harvest, and then moving on to a new patch (21); and there 1Is
no reason why this change In the means of subsistence should
have changed men's habits Immediately from those of Palaeolithic
times. They probably continued to live and work In social
units embracing several families, units which survived till
recent times where there prevail similar modes of producing
a living. This type of community and Ideas and beliefs
peculiarly associated with It had very direct effects on the
Greek states, for the waves of Immigrants to South Greece before
the Dark Ages brought with them communities and Ideas
fundamentally similar to those of such ancient times, although
modified/
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modified by time and changed conditions. Hesiod's silver
age suggests some of the essential characteristics of

Neolithic wvillage culture. If the gradual drying up of

former parkland had initiated the practice of agriculture,

then the drift of men at that time would be towards river
vaMes. Once there, the changes latent in the new productive
methods would develop for the first time. In settled
conditions the possibilities of storing grain could be
exploited and so a stimulus given to pottery making (22).

The production of a surplus eventually made possible a further
divlslcnof labour, and a certain amount of authority, probably
of a religious character, might gradually crystallise around

a few members of the village community (23); for living by
agriculture and domestic animals In settled conditions must
have led to a great extension of the size of man's social

unit and, therefore, to the need for some primitive form of
government. The new way of living gave new prominence to
women, since they were usually the potters (24), and so this
Neolithic period Is usually considered to be one when
matriarchy predominated (25)..

So the discovery of agriculture, once fully used, by
making possible life In settled conditions and by producing
a surplus which led to division of labour and the beginning
of authoritative positions In the community, was perhaps the
second outstanding revolutionary feature In man's development.
Neolithic culture Is the earliest to be found on the Greek
mainland and has left traces In Thessaly, Central Greece, the
Acropolis of Athens and Arcadia (26). It had the usual
characteristics of agricultural village life, domestic animals,
pottery, polished stone tools, obsidian and no weapons, and.
In Thessaly at least, the worship of a mother goddess (27).
This culture probably began about the first half of the third
millennium B.C. (28). Of course, such ways of living survive
even to recent times, and peoples who entered south Greece
with the traditions of such a culture long after trade had
modified Greek society, made the Influence of Neolithic
culture on Greek states more direct and vital.

Within the Neolithic communities a second economic
revolution was Initiated by the gradual development of trade
and exchange. This was made possible by the production
of a surplus and was stimulated by a series of explorations
which developed relations with other communities and helped
to discover metals (29). This economic revolution was
probably the third revolutionary milestone In man's history.
By stimulating agriculture and creating new ways of living
It gave rise to a host of Inventions such as the plough (30),
artificial Irrigation by canals and ditches (31), wheeled
carts and sailing ships, the potter's wheel writing and
measures (32), a solar calendar and bronze (33). This
probably led to a decline In the Importance of women since
It was man who used the plough and filled the new occupations
so/
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so that patriarchy tended to become the rule (34)* Another
result was the Increased division of labour. The smith,
potter, and perhaps the carpenter became full time workers.
Mew professions developed to organise trade and keep

accounts. Trade as It developed became more regular and

less piratical. It produced more wealth for some sections

of the community, and so created economic and social
Inequalities which helped to alter the whole structure of

the family and society (35). Accumulation of wealth was a
necessary prerequisite of developing trade, but this advance
In trade accentuated still further the growing division between
rich and poor, the oppression of the latter and the Increased
use of slaves. (36). On the other hand contact with other
civilisations helped to enhance local cultures.

The rulers, products and embodiments of the social and
religious traditions of the pre—trading days (37)> represented
the culmination of the process which had begun In Neolithic
times with the acquisition of authority by a few elders. While
a travelling group of families had been the Ideal social unit
for Palaeolithic man, and the settled village life with a
fevT elders In authority for Neolothlc culture. In the Bronze
Age with Its wide cultural contacts. Its highly organised
metal trade and Its extensive division of labour, the social
unit was frequently a large state, agglomeration of states
or empire, with a bureaucratic rule of one or a few persons
Imposed on a rigid social hierarchy. Because of their origin
and traditions the rulers frequently opposedthe Inventions (38)/'
but In general they adapted themselves to the new conditions
encouraged the establishment of cities which replaced the
village as the social unit for the new trading civilisation,
and saved their authority by a Judicious mixture of
encouragement of the new forces and strict exercise of their
traditional political and religious control. However, this
control and the rigid social framework soon proved obstructive
to the new economy and a period of stagnation followed (39).

In seventh and sixth century Greece we shall find
apparently a repetition of such changes In means of subsistence
and ways of living, changes which In Greece forced the new
people to act In association and produce new political forms
.2 support their Interests. In the Bronze Age It Is doubtful

y&B a regular development but there Is some hint of

S""anges It§me .the economic stagnation and to
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the bureaucratic Bronze Age empire or lai*ge state, there
appears for the first time in history the bourgeois or
middle class republic based on trade and wide contacts.
Accordingly this economic revolution of seventh and sixth
century Greece throws out the first stepping stones to our
modern society Instead of following the well worn steps of

the past (41).

In the Bronze Age states, however, the ruling class
generally clung to power by exploiting a large mass of peasants
and labourers, many of whom were slaves (42), and so the Bronze
Age states broke up usually after only about a hundred years (43)
The productive methods of the period would produce only a small
surplus of priests and nobles (44)» Possibilities In the use
of bronze however meant a demand for more workers which led
to war and enslavement - so that Hesiod's Age of Bronze Is not
Inaccurately depicted - while the demand for metals stimulated
trade and exploitation of local mines and Intensified the
exploitation of the local population (43)* However even when
the productive processes could be expanded, the restricted
size of the ruling class then effectively limited the demand
for industrial products (46), so states soon exhausted their
period of progress and either stagnated or broke up (47).

In short, the development of trade and the beginning of
the use of metals which made further trading a necessity, was
a third revolutionary feature In the history of mankind. Within
the village agricultural community of Neolithic times there
grew up an urban economy based on trade and the use of metals.
This produced new Inventions and new professions, and finally
there evolved an autocratic Imperial type of state, oppressing
slaves and serfs at home and waging war abroad, but necessary
for organising extensive trade especially In metals (48).

Some Greek states, too. In the seventh and sixth centuries
experienced such an urban revolution with the consequent
developments In technique and manufacture, but did not
thereafter form a large bureaucratic type of state. Man's
progress was carried a stage further and to the cultural and
economic advantages of the urban economy were added some of
those democratic qualities which had been lost In the Bron:ze
Age states. This was made possible by the appearance of yet
another of those revolutionary milestones. In" this case Iron
and the alphabet, which, 1like the others, were to alter yet
again man's future history (v.sub.).

Long before then, however, Greece had followed the general
lines of the Bronze Age revolution. The age of metals In
Greece began In the Peloponnese and Central Greece with the
Intrusion of new people from the south and from Cyclades. As
already noted, the use of metals Involves the development of
trad? and the Influence of other cultures, so In Greece sites
were



were chosen by the intruders at places such as Tiryns,Mycenae,
Corinth, Megara, Attica and Central Greece which were
suitable for trade. The Greek mainland was linked by trade
with the Cyclades, with Sicily,. Spain and France (49).

1

VJhlle' It Is possible that the first Greek speaking
peoples to come Into Greece were Intruders of the second
half of the third millennium, who came probably from
Transylvania through Thrace and East Thessaly as far south
as Corinth (50), the more popular view Is that a new wave
of Invaders about 2000-I900 B.C., who Introduced Gray
Minyan ware and probably rectangular houses, were responsible
for the first Introduction of the Greek language Into Greece(51).
The most plausible theory to explain the division Into dialects
so closely related to each other Is that they were different:
:lated In a "linguistic continuum", that Is, an area of
cultural unity, established In the second half of the third
millennium and extending throughout the Balkan area (52). The
actual origin of the newcomers who used Minyan ware Is obscure
but some movement within this cultural unity was probably
responsible for their descent Into Greece (53). These people
were warlike, using bronze weapons, and their coming Interrupted
trade. They settled In large numbers In Central Greece but In
south Greece they were probably only a ruling class since their
type of pottery was a luxury (54). As a result of their
domination, there was an area of unified culture throughout
the Balkans from about I%900 to the sixteenth century B.C. (55).

The extension of this Minyan culture to Attica and the
Peloponnese would hellenlse the Early Helladlc people and
produce the ancestors of the lonlans and the Arcadians, while
the continuation of the culture In Thessaly and central Greece,
even throughout the Mycenean period, would be the work of the
ancestors of the Aetollans (56).

As early, therefore, as the first half of the second
millennium B.C. Greece had progressed through a Neolithic
culture to a Bronze Age trading civilisation, while peoples
speaking an Indo-European language, which was to develop
Into the various Greek dialects, had already begun to dominate
the peninsula.

About 1625 B.C., what was to be one of the most dominating
features of Greek cultural tradition, first appeared when
the Minoan civilisation was transplanted almost bodily to the
Greek mainland, probably as a result of the arrival of a few
adventurers from Crete who facilitated the gradual spread of
Minoan civilisation on the mainland by the entry of artisans
but who were few enough to have their speech absorbed by
Greek (57).

This/
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This Minoan culture of Crete had exhibited most of the
characteristics of Bronze Age states. It was an urban
civilisation based on extensive division of labour and
extensive trade with Egypt and the West, and proeluded great
wealth and luxury for a small ruling class which maintained
its privileged position by bureaucratic oppression of the
people (58). Many of the products of this brilliant,
cultured civilisation, especially its metal work and jewelry,
its mother goddess and script, now appeared in Greece, and
much of it was to influence the culture of archaiac and
classical Greece (59)* Greece became the heir, too, to the
various discoveries and inventions of the Bronze Age. It
is even possible that there had been Minoan experiments in
the use of steam. At any rate, the story of tripods walking
makes sense if interpreted in this way (60). From the
sixteenth century onwards this culture spread over the rest
of Greece, and was established at sites suitable for trade.
After 1400, when the Cretan palaces were sacked, the main
centre of this civilisation shifted to the Greek mainland,
and Mycenaean civilisation reached its greatest extension
when it spread as far as Thessaly (6I). Trade relations
with Egypt, Anatolia, Syria, 'Palestine, Sicily and elsewhere %
carried on the Cretan traditions of international trade (62).

Almost immediately, however, the artistic tradition was
exhausted, probably because this had been merely a late
flower on an old plant, that is, on the Bronze Age civilisation
of Greece before I600. The same stagnation and weakness
which had developed in other Bronze Age states developed
here too, and the building of great walls and fortifications
at Tiryns, Athens and other citadels probable illustrates the
growing weakness of the ruling power in a period of increasing

restlessness (63). -After the fall of Knossos, piracy flourished!
in the East Mediterranean and trade became more dangerous and ,
less regular (64). Jj

The disintegration of the Bronze Age states slowly continued!
and their growing' weakness undermined the forces which had
maintained ordered government, trade relations, and cultured
civilisations, so that gradually the forces of disorder,
pirates, adventurers and migratory peoples encroached more
and more on the civilised world. Between the fifteenth and
twelve centuries the "Peoples of the Sea" and of "The North",
among them some Greeks and some Achaeans, harried Egypt and
the East Mediterranean (65).

The Achaeans were probably a branch of peoples who moved
from Central Europe into Asia Minor, carrying with them the
slashing sword, the round shield and the custom of cremation
and the use of tumuli to mark the resting place of chiefs (66).
They probably arrived about 1500 B.C. and later appeared with
the Raiders against Egypt. About the middle of the thirteenth
century/
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century (67) some Achaean chiefs and their followers,

coming probably by the seaward route since they had

recently been engaged in seafaring activities (68),
established themselves in Greece. They probably did not
speak Greek, but soon acquired it along with most of the
Mycenaean customs and culture. On the other hand they
probably introduced the European type of armour and cremation,
thus accounting for the mixture of armour types found in
Homer (v. sub., ch.ii).

The Acheans took over the decaying Mycenaean civilisation
without much disruption, since sites were not disturbed (69).
They were probably few in number, adventurers who maintained
their position by war - like the heroes of Hesiod's Heroic
age - piracy and plunder. Their rule over Greek people
probably did not last much more than a century, since the
Achaeans have left almost no trace of their presence on the
Greek language, except perhaps the names of a few Anatolian
beasts such as epops, merops and konops (70).

Trade had been disrupted to such an extent that it was
now despised by the princes and adventurous piracy preferred (71);
and by 1200 B.C. the Aegean was split into isolated communities,
the Hittite empire was destroyed and Egypt weakened (72).

The Trojan War was probably a final episode in a series
of raids and expeditions which weakened an already exhausted
and disrupted civilisation (73)» After it the princes quarrelled
among themselves and still further weakened their power so that
they were probably easily overthrown by the new wave of
immigrants from the North, usually known as the Dorians,

It was probably an early wave of immigrants from north-
west Greece which had introduced a west Greece dialect to the
Peloponnea and isolated Arcadian (74). They had probably been
a southern wing of West Greek tribes of whom the Dorians were the
most northerly (75), and the movements which had pushed the

first wave south had continued. A few Danubian intruders into
Macedonia forced a movement of peoples from Macedonia into
Thessaly. The Dorians were then driven from Thessaly to Pindus

and from there to Epirus, where a west group probably
concentrated for some time before travelling via Ambracia to the
Corinthian gulf and across by sea to Elis, while the Dorians
proper, mentioned by Herodotus (76), took the East Greek route
from the Janina plain to the upper Spercheius wvia Ambracia (77).
The Dorians were probably a pastoral, nomadic people who had
been outside the influence of Mycenaean civilisation and
probably contributed little to Greek cultural heritage except
the spectacle fibulae and perhaps an increased use of the

new metal iron (78). However their social organisation and the
ideas and beliefs associated with it were to play their part
along with so many other influences in creating the new city
states.

Probably/
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Probably because of the little positive contribution
the Dorians made to the o0ld culture, the old civilisation
largely survived (79)> and indeed its influence was extended
by the movement of peoples initiated by the entry of the
Dorians. The Dorians were probably still in tribal formation (80)
when they entered Greece and, in assuming control of the old
society, they tended to use this to intensify the old type
of social hierarachy and modified both in the process.

After their coming and the movement of lonians to Asia
Minor, the raids and migrations practically ended. The old
states had largely disintegrated; the migratory peoples had
found a home. The fever died down and man's societies
slumbered” gaining strength for the next period of human
achievement. During the next few centuries Greece developed
internally. The great variety of seeds, sown since the first
entry of Greek speakers and scattered by waves of refugees,
now germinated in the Dark Ages. These Dark Ages were on the
whole static in form, but within the feudal structure assumed
by the Greek states of this period and largely a legacy from
the decayed Bronze Age, there slowly developed again conditions
which produced an urban revolution similar to that of the
Bronze Age, but with additional features which made possible
great progress for mankind. This was Hesiod's Age of Iron,
and though it did produce at first that poverty and toil,
that injustice and destruction of old loyalties he describes,
it was to throw open the doors of progress and prosperity to
entirely new classes of people who, in struggling, for their
desires, helped to create the tyrannies and so laid the
foundations for the greatest achievements of Greece.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER I.

Evans, J.H.S., =xxxli, p.227.
Myres, The Political Ideas of the Greeks, p.vi.
Moret et Davy, Des clans aux Empires, p.2.

Raglan, How Civilisation came, Ldn. 1939, p.12. "if
classical scholars had to admit that Greek culture, far
from being the product of the special genius of the Greek
racé, imposed upon the general genius of the human race,
was really the fruit of a tree whose roots extended as

far afield as Egypt, Mesopotamia, Persia, and even India,
they would have either to widen the range of their studies,
or abandon their pretence to a localised omniscience".

Of. G. Spiller, Towards an Agreed Basis in Sociology, Soc.
Review, =xxv. p.l1l70. He points out that to study a society

in isolation not only gives that society a false
independence but even suggests it is immutable.

Hogarth, Ionia and the East, p.20, attacks this attitude
adopted by 0.Mueller and others.

Op.cit., p.1l1l7.

As far as Greek history is concerned, for long there has
been a. need to put it in its place in world history.
Robertus and Bucher think that Greece never developed
beyond domestic economy, while Poehlmann talks of
"socialism" and "the proletariat". A knowledge of world
historical development would rectify both these extreme
views.

Most historians abstract their period from world history
and then abstract their special subject from its period.
Vdiat is now needed is that every problem should be set in
its period and every period in its place in world history,
if only in general outline. Of. H.T. Buckle, Civilisation
in England, Thinker's Library vol. i., p.3* "The
unfortunate peculiarity of the history of man is that,
although its separate parts have been examined with
considerable ability, hardly anyone has attempted to
combine them into a whole, and ascertain the way in which
they are connected with each other. In all the other
great fields of enquiry the necessity of generalisation
is universally admitted, and noble efforts are being

made to rise from particular facts in order to discover
the laws by which those facts are governed. Cf. also

n. 4> sup.
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9, Cf. J.B.S. Haldane, New Paths In Genetics, Ldn.,b1941,p.45.

10. Jarde, La formation du peuple grec, p.4, refutes both
theories but gives no details.

11. Cf. J. Huxley, A.C.Haddon, A.M. Carr-Saunders, We Europeans,
Pengiun ed., passim.

12. Of. R. Briffault, The Mothers, i. pp.23 ff.; G. Spiller,
op. cit., pp.163 ff.

13. Examples of such results are that most inhabitants of the
British Isles speak English, objects in the sun are warmer
than objects in the earth. Observations like these do
not carry us very much further.

14. For example Mme. de Staél wrote in I8IO that the German

race was loyal, good, and simple, but dreamy and melancholy;

full of sentiment, music and abstract thought (quoted in

J.A. Barzun, Race, a study in modern superstition, Ldn. 1938>

p.115) Compare this with the so-called German national
character of to-dayl So in 1854 Loudun wrote that the
Germans were honest and respectful of tradition; they do
not know how to fight, but wait for trouble, and in
consequence their land is a theatre of war. (cf. Barzun,

op. cit., p.123). Obviously characteristics of nations livhg

in certain geographical areas are insufficient criteria
and at times definitely misleading. Only our knowledge
of the enormous change in the entire life of Germany from
I850-I870 saves us from complete bewilderment. Moreover,
at the time when Mme.de Stael was writing, the French
were everywhere considered incurably militaristic and
“aggressive; (of. The Life and Trial of Thomas Muir, Esq.,
Rutherglen, 1919, pp.18, 45. See any reference to
Napoleon.) After the execution of Charles I the English
were considered on the Continent not as a "nation of
shopkeepers", but as assassins and anarchists. Cf.

G. Spiller, op.cit., pp.163 ff., for a further attack

on national characteristics, with interesting examples.
Cf. also We Europeans, pass. Of. "The English are only
out for loot. This characteristic is innate". The
Fuggers News Letters, Second Series, 1926, p.280.

15. Renard, Life and Work in Prehistoric times, pp. 35 ff* 60,
emphasises the importance of man's need of food and drink
in influencing his history.

16. Op. 109 ff.

17./
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One physical feature left is the retention of infantile
characteristics such as the later closing of the
cranial sutures. This however makes possible a very
large brain development (cf. V.G. Childe, Man Makes
Himself, p.”*1l). Of «¥ N. & L.A. Kellogg,, The Ape

and the Child, N.Xk., 1933, for comparisons of an ape
and child brought up together. The child had greater

> manual dexterity which seems to have concealed its lack

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23./

of initiative, but was better at # imitation. The
experiment was unfortunately broken off just as the
child's superiority was about to show itself through
speech.

It is unnecessary to repeat the classic arguments of
Briffault, op.cit., i, pp.23-42, that men who do not
learn to talk remain animals, without memory or the power
of thought, and incapable of the human sentiments of
gratitude or affection. Childe, op.cit., pp.31 ff.,
reaches the same conclusion by a slightly different
route. Of. also G. Spiller, op.cit., pp.lb7 ff. Only

by forcing on Helen Keller some means of contact with
other human beings could she be educated or civilised, cf.
The Story of My Life, Helen Keller, Ldn, 193&, p .243*

The case of a girl brought up by wolves is quoted by

A. Gesell, Wolf Child and Human Child, Ldn., 1941.

She had actually learnt to perspire through her tongue
like a dog instead of through her skin, if this account
is accurate. Cf. pp.17, 42.

The orthodox view is that shortage of water led directly to
shortage of game. It seems at least as probable that
reduction in the number of water holes or an improved
technique made the game too easy to find; v. n. 20.

Cf. Huish Bdye, The Angler and the Trout, Ldn., 1941,
p-140. Wild animals normally breed up to the limit of
their food supply; cf. the similar interrelation, with

a ten year cycle, between the Canadian Lynx and the
Snow-Shoe Rabbit, quoted by Elton in Proc. Second Assembly
of the International Population Union, 1931, p.227. Cf.
S.E. Winbolt, Britain B.C. (Pelican ed. 1943), ppP. 19ff~*,
on the change from berry and fruit picking to game

hunting owing to changes in the weather conditions.

Childe, op. cit., p.80.
Cf. ibid. pp. 101 ff., for the beginnings of pottery.

The idea of its social implications in permitting
storage has not previously been stressed.
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23.B7ofessor Childe includes division of labour and the
first ordered governments as a later development
arising out of the trading revolution. The character
of those early.governments suggests that they are a
direct heritage from the rulers of the Neolithic
communities. They co-operated to a certain extent in
the trading life which developed, but could not free
it from the hampering effect of the politico-religious
autocracy which was a legacy from pre-trading days. The
Tudors of England were products of a feudal period and
yet wvigorous supporters of the new pursuits of trade,
but could not avoid the effects of those parts of the
feudal structure that remained. See A. Morton, A People's
History of England, Ldn., 1938, pp. 219-221. 1In short,
the development of a small authoritative group in the
community is one of the most important innovations made
possible by the first revolution from food-gathering.
Cf. Moret et Davy, op.cit., pp.408-9, who argue that once
a clan settled down to village life power and prestige
were assumed by a few Elders. This power was associated
with religious rites. Later power might be absorbed
by one person only. A social hierarchy gradually evolved
on this religious-magical basis, culminating in a monarchy -

~ such as the Pharoahs - in which the spiritual forces
were concentrated.

24. Childe, op. cit., p.138; Myres, Who were the Greeks, p.242.

25. Matriarchy probably arose in Neolithic times and tended
to die out with theBronze Age, cf. Childe, op.cit.,
p-138; Renard, op.cit., p.209. Thomson, Aeschylus and
Athens, pp.15-16, thinks that matriarchy was in existence
first, and that thechange to patriarchy took place as a
result of hunting and stockraising. He thinks this
change was checked for a time by the first attempts at
agriculture. It seems more plausible that men's social
organisations followed those of other primates, cf.
Zuckerman, The Social Life of Monkeys and Apes, .”§,nd*that
it was only “|:he revolutionary change from food-;“ri“u%ng
to food-glA“eAmg which forced men into social units quite
different from the primates and produced new forms of
family and social life. Matriarchy lingered on in various
places and sometimes arose under different social
conditions, not as a result of those conditions, but as a
result of the influence of matriarchy and ideas about it
from other states. Matriarchy is a much disputed problem,
and confusion will certainly continue if it is not studied
in relation to the past and its influence on later
conditions. That it was still to be found in Bnonze Age
times seems clear from the evidence about jMinoan
civilisation, cf. Glotz, La Civilisation Egéenne, p. 142:
Hall, Civ. of Greece in the Bronze Age, p.Z272. Childe
Dawn of European Civilisation, 24-6. !

26./
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Hall, op.cit., p.21; Myres, op.cit., p.215; Childe,
Dawn, pp. 65-6; Blegen, A.J.A., xxxii, p.149.

Childe, op.cit., pp. 66-7.

Childe, op.cit., p.72; Aryans, pp.58-9.
Childe, Man Makes Himself, p.30.

Childe, Bronze Age, p.2.

Childe, Man Makes Himself, p.257.

Childe, Bronze Age, pp.49-53i Renard, op.cit., pp.156,
161-2.

Childe, Man Makes Himself, p.257; cf. p.218.

V. sup., n. 25; cf. Renard, op.cit., pp.200, 207 f£ff.
Renard, op.cit., p.204.

ibid., pp.161-2.

The totem is considered to be the symbol of the first
centralised and unified power of a few over many. It is
pPlausible to consider the Pharoah and other Bronze Age
rulers as logical and historical developments of this
unified power; cf. Moret et Davy, op.cit., pp. 11-12.

Childe, Man Makes Himself, p.260.
Childe, University Forward, vi. 5., p.4.

The code of Hammurabi was favourable to trade. Ct.
Lehmann-Haupt, Solon the Athenian, 32., n.40, for the
evidence on this. Similarly in Egypt the policy of
Ikhnaton and the conditions of his period suggest a
definite attempt at changing the basis and structure
of political.power. It took a religious form and his
monotheism was said to reflect the unity achieved under
the empire, but both the French revolution of 1789 and
the English one of I645 had a religious dress (v.sub.).
Only the breaking of the power of the priests in the
Bronze Age could have made possible real political and
social changes.

Thomson, op.cit., p.3, emphasises it is important to
ascertain not only what the Greek city state was and was
b~ng but what it had ceased to be.

Childe, Man Makes Himself, P.15I; cf. Bronze Age, pp.40,
172, for slave trade in the Bronze Age; cf. University

Forward, I.e., p.5 for the small governing class in the
aronze Age.
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. Childe, Man Makes Himself, p.264 n.2; Bronze Age, p.l1l8.

Childe, Bronze Age, p.A4.

ibid, p.#.1.

Childe, University Forward, p.5%*
ibid, p.4*

Cf. H;eichelheim, Uirtschaftgeshcichte d. Altertums, I.
P-209; Moret et Davy, op.cit., p.4LO0.

Childe, Dawn, pp. 74 ff.; 97i cf. Bronze Age, p.20, for
the tin trade; Myres, Iflo were the Greeks? pp.21b-21.
This culture is known as Early Helladic in order to
illustrate its connection and parallelism with Early
Minoan and Early Cycladic cultures; cf. Childe,

Aryans, p.134; cf. also, Blegen, A.J.A,, xxxii, p.l”0.

Childe, Dawn, p.l170, points out that this is a possibility.

Myres, op.cit., pp.287, 3&4; Blegen, A.J.A. xxxii., p.153i
argues from linguistic and archaeological evidence that
1900 B.C. is the only period for the entry of Greek-
speakers; cf. also Nilsson, Homer and Mycei”, p. 68;
Harland, Harvard Studies, xxxix, pp. 1 ff. Buck, Class.
Phil., xxi, p.26, thinks about 1600 more.plausible.

.Childe, Aryans, pp. 43 ff. Myres, op.cit., p.332 is also

of the opinion that the dialects were differentiated
before distribution; Nilsson op. cit., p. 86, argues that
most philologists are of the opinion that Greek dialects
are so deep rooted that their origin is before migrations.

cf. Childe, Dawn, pp. JS ff. for ideas and theories on
their origin.

itiid, p.78.
Childe, Aryans, p.60.
ibid. Harland, I.e., p.19, agrees in general with this

theory but believes that the Minyan ware people who
entered the Peloponnese were already speaking an Arcadian

dialect. Burn, Minoans, Philistines and Greeks, pp.33 ff.

accepts Childe*8 view.

This is the view roughly speaking of Childe Aryans, pp.36-

Beloch, Gr. Gesch., I. 1. p. 20 etcisore Widely favoured
is the view that Crete conquered and colonised Greece,
cf. Evans, J.H.S. xlv. p.45 1; Myres, op.cit.,p.282;

Hall, op.cit., P.140; Burn, op.cit., pp. 75-6, etc.
There were sufficient differences however between

Mycenaean/

8;
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Mycenaean and Minoan civilisations, and the spread of
Minoan influence was gradual enough, to be best

explained by the entry of a few conquerors or adventurers.
It has actually been argued that Greeks raided Crete

and then brought back Minoan civilisation to Greece, cf.
Nilsson op. cit., pp.71-2, but this is insufficient to
explain that most of Minoan civilisation was transplanted

to Greece.
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