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. of the obstinate adherence of the Roman aristocracy to
sanism. The framer of this theory confutes 1t by affirming that
“ the popular element......by its alliance with Christianity,

ised into society the energy which saved the Rastern Empire,”
le admitting that in Italy also the “great body of the [eity]

lation ” had embraced Christianity. Surely the popular Christian
ought to have saved Italy also if 1t were the saving force.
lv was essentially Christian in the age of Belisarius: if there was
| - element of disunion it was the mutual hatred of Arians
1 Athanasians and other sects, which had abundantly existed also
he east, where it finally furthered the Saracen conquest of the
jatic provinces and Egypt," but as regarded the central part of the
was periodically got rid of by the suppression of all heresy.”
stern unification, such as it was, had thus been the work, not of
hristianity,” or of any sudden spirit of unity among the Greeks,
of the Imperial Government, which in the Hast had sufficient
amand of, and needed for its own sake to use, the resources that
have seen lost to Italy.® As for the established religion, it was
dnsoluble conflict of doctrine as to images that finally, in the
Leo the Iconoclast, arrayed the Papacy against the Christian
peror, and completed the sunderance of Greek and Latin
istendom : while in the Fast the patriarch of Jerusalem became
minister of the Moslem conquerors in the seventh century, as
the patriarch of Constantinople in the fifteenth.

S

5 i N

T G
o e il

- Here [in Egyptl, as in Palestine, as in Syria, as in the country about the Euphrates,
3orts of the Persians could never have been attended with such immediate and easy
3688 but for the disaffection of large masses of the population. This disaffection
d chiefly on the religious differences” (Bury, History of the Later Roman Empire, ii,
Compare Gibbon, ch. 47, Bohn ed. v, 275; and Mosheim, FEccles. Hist., 5 Cent,
yeh.ii, §§2, 4,5 (Reid’s ed. pp. 179-81). As to the welcoming of the Saracens in
)6 by the Monophysites, see Gibbon, ch. 51, Bohn ed. vi, 59-60. Cp. Shaxrpe, Hist. of
)L, HUL ed. ii, 371: Milman, Latin Christianity, 4th ed. ii, 213 ; Finlay, 1, 370-T71.
H.g. the tome of St. Leo, the Laws of Marcian, the Henoticon of Zeno, and the laws
;_;;;_;Igg_;**t the ecthesis and typus of Heraclius and Constans II—all retailed by
immediately afterwards (p. 139) declares of the choice of Byzantium by
stantine as his capital that “its first effect was to preserve the unity of the HEastern
e.”" The admission is repeated on p. 140, where the whole credit of the stand made
,— 18 given to the administration. Cp. also the explanations as to Italy on
' as t0 Byzantium on p.184. The theory of p. 138 is utterly unsupported, and
28918 is practically repudiated once for all. Cp. finally, pp. 217, 276, 298, 309, 328, 320,
1 DPp. 361 and 371. On p. 276 we have the explicit admission that the hostility
& soman Government throughout the East [in the sixth centuryl was everywhere
#Gted with an opposition to the Greek “ clergy.”
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CHAPTER II

GREEK ECONOMIC EVOLUTION

S 1

IN republican Greece, as in republican Rome, we have alre&
seen the tendency to the accumulation of wealth in few hands, ¢
proved by the strifes between rich and poor in most of the Stat
A world in which aristocrats were finally wont to take an oath t n
hate and injure the demos® was on no very hopeful econcm
footing, whatever its glory in literature and art. Nor did the most
comprehensive mind of all the ancient world see in slavery &nyth a
but an institution to be defended against ethical attack as a natura
right arrangement.” In view of all this, we may reasonably hcﬂ}
that even if there had been no Macedonian dominance and no
Roman conquest, Greek civilisation would not have gone on pr@
gressing indefinitely after the period which we now mark as 1
zenith—that the evil lot of the lower strata must in time ha.
infected the upper. What we have here briefly to consider, howeve sr{.
is the actual economic course of affairs.
r For the purposes of such a generalisation, we may rank i'.
Greek communities under two classes: (1) those whose incomes,
down through the historic period, continued to come from 1&1:1
owning, whether with slave or free labour, as Sparta; and (2) th-::ﬂ
which latterly flourished chiefly by commerce, whether with
without military domination, as Athens and Corinth. In bo rn
species alike, in all ages, though in different degrees as regards bo h
time and place, there were steep divisions of lot between rich anc
poor, even among the free. Nowhere, not even in early Lycurga&n
| Sparta, was there any system aiming at the methodical prevention
of large estates, or the prevention of poverty, though the prlmltw i

l basis was one of military communism, and though certain sumptuars }-
laws and a common discipline were long maintained.

.f.|l

fl.

Grote’s examination (pt. ii, ch. vi: ed. cited, ii, 308—30) K
Thirlwall’s hypothesis (ch. viii: 1st ed. i, 301, 326) as to

1 4ristntle, Politics, v, 9. 2 Id. i, 2.
- 98
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e ua.l division of lands by Lycurgus, seems to prove that, as
soards rich and poor, the legendary legislator “took no pains
ther to restrain the enrichment of the former or to prevent
1. the impoverishment of the latter ”—this even as regards born
Spartans. As to the early military communism of Sparta and
aﬂ -ote, see Meyer, Geschichte des Alterthums, ii, § 210 ; and as
o the economic process see Hustel de Coulanges, No%@elles
echerches sur quelques problémes d histoire, 1891, pp. 99-118.

1 hens, on the other hand, was so situated as to become a place
justry and commerce; and irom about the time of. her great
sis, solved by Solon, her industrial and commercial interests
: . ed her economic development. It follows from the success
13tr&tos that the mass of the people, blind to the importance
e political. rights conferred upon them, were conscious of no
hetterment from Solon’s sha;kmg off-of-burdens ”’ as could
them averse to the rule of a ~ tyrant” who even laid upon
=+, ‘new tax. The solution may perhaps lie in points of fiscal
to which we have now no clear clue. Of Solon it 18 recorded”
e made a law against the export of any food produce of Attica
- j? -—-tha vield of the olive. This implied that of that product
was there in his opinion & redundancy ; and we have it from the
t:mrce that he  saw that the soll was so poor that it could
:a fice for the farmers,” and so ' gave great honour to trade,”
ade a law that a son was not obliged to support his father
fa.ther had not taught him a tra,de »?  Himself a travelled
nt, he further recognised that “ merchants are unwilling to
ieh cargoes to a country which has nothing to export’; and
led to infer that he encouraged on the one hand the export of
actures, plus oil, and on the other the importation of corn
ar food. In point of fact, grain was already being imported
Ccre asmg quantity from the recently colonised lands of Sicily and
.a." ea;® and if the imports were free or lightly taxed the inland
jators would have a local grievance in the depression of the
f their produce.

6 town and coast- dwellers, on the other hand, found their
r";.';f-‘ in the carriage and development of manufactures-—vases,
5, objects of art—which, with the oil, and latterly the wine
bought them their food from afar. Athens could thus go on
38 in a fashion impossible to an agricultural community on the

" g
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. Gh Solon, c. 24.

3'3- Cp. Dr. Grundy, Thucydides and the History of his Age, 1911, D. 66, as to
dent purpose of promoting manufactures.

A, Manual of Greek Antiquities, Eng. tr. p. 38. Cp. Meyer, ii, 644,
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same soil ; and could so escape that fate of shrinkage in the free

class which ultimately fell upon purely agricultural Sparta. T
upshot was that, after as before Solon, Athens had commercial
interests among her pretexts for war, and so widened the sphere' if:'
her hostilities, escaping the worst forms of * stasis ” in virtue of the
expansibility of commerce and the openings for new colonisatior
which commerce provided and widened. But colonisation there h a.j
to be. Precisely by reason of her progressiveness, her openness
the alien, her trade and her enterprise, Attica increased in popula,ti;
at a rate which enforced emigration, while the lot of the |
population did not economically improve, and the probable change
from corn-growing to olive-culture® would lessen the number |';,
people employed on the land. Even apart from the fact of 13 €
popular discontent which welcomed the tyrannis of Peisistratos, w
cannot doubt that Solon’s plans had soon failed to exclude n
old phenomena of poverty The very encouragement he gave fe
artisans to immigrate,” while it made for the democratic development
and naval strength of Athens, was a means of quickening 13
approach of a new economic crisis. And yet he seems to *}
recognised the crux of population. The traditional permission giver
by the sage to parents to expose infants, implicitly avows the
insoluble problem—the * cursed fraction” in the equation, whieh
will not disappear ; and in the years of the approach of Pelsmtmii
to power we find Athens sending to Salamis (about 570) its fi
kleruchze, or civie colony-settlement on sub]ect territory—this b
way of providing for landless and needy citizens.? It was the easie ost
compromise ; and nothing beyond compromise was dreamt of.

|The statement that Solon by law permltted the exposure
infants is made by Malthus, who gives no authority, but : 1
followed by Lecky. The I&W In question is not mentioned bY
Plutarch, and I do not find it noticed by any of the historiar ff}
It 1is stated, however, by Sextus FEmpiricus (Hypotyp. iii, 24;
that Solon made a law by which a parent could pub his ch]ld
death ; and this passage, which is cited by Hume in his Hssa r‘_';
on the Populousness of Ancient Nations, is doubtless Ma,lth
authority. Nothing nearer to the purpose is cited by t‘{'-i-'
in his monograph on Solon ; but this could very well stand &B 'f‘
permission of infanticide, especially seeing that the practice 18

IIIIIII

1 Cp. Cunningham, Western Civilisation, i (1898), 100-2.

2 Grote, ii, 504. Hitherto Athens was far behind other cities, as Corinth. in rH‘
The industrial exp&ns‘ﬁm seemis o begin in Solon’s fime (F‘_[utﬂ,rah, 0lC c- 22 ; Busolt,

Griechische Geschichle, 1, 501). By

> Busolt, as cited, i, 549-50. The details, many of them from lately recovere
1nscr1ptwns, are full of interest. Cp. Grofe, ii, '462. '
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presumptively prehistoric. ~ Petit writes : * Quemadmodum
Niberos tollere in patris erat positum potestate, ita ebiam
necare et exponere, idque, meo judicio, non tam moribus quam
" Jege receptum fuit  Athenis ” (Leges Attice, fol. 219, ed.
‘Wesseling, 1742). Grote (ii, 470, nmote) pronounces that the
statement of Sextus “ sannot be true, and must be copied from
‘some untrustworthy authority,” seeing that Dionysius the

‘Halicarnassian (ii, 26) contrasts the large scope of the patria

S —————

otestas among the Romans with the restrictions which all the
Grook legislators, Solon included, either found or introduced.
f;mmz Life in Greece, 3rd ed. p. 165) believes
41 notion of exposing infants from economical motives not to
have prevailed till later times ”’ than the seventh century B.C.,

but he gives no reason for fixing any date. We may take it as
eertain that while the laws of Liycurgus, like.ﬂm%mmelm

i

Tables, enjoined or permitted the destruction of sickly or

e S

deformed infants, the eneral Greek usage allo exXPOSUre.
The express prohibition of it at Thebes (Alian, Var. Hist. ii, 7)
implies its previous normality there and elsewhere (cp. however,
Aristotle, Pol. vii, 16) ;

A and the sale of children by their (free)
parents was further permitted, except in Attica (Ingram, Hustory

PR R
B

of Slavery, p. 16); while even there a freeman’s children by a

slave concubine were slaves.]
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the other hand, the laws even of Sparta, framed with a view
b6 military strength of the State considered as the small free
jon, were ultimately evaded in the interests of property-
ing. till the number of *‘ pure Spartans”” dwindled to a handful.*

15,

3r a system of primogeniture, with a rigid severance between the
 class and the lower, there could in fact be no other outcome.
3, apart from the revolts of the helots and the chronic massacres
by their lords, which put such a stamp of atrocity on
ttan history,’ the stress of class strife seems to have been limited
aristocracy, not only by systematic infanticide, bub by
urvival of polyandry, several brothers often having one wife in

‘w }  Whether owing to infanticide, or to in-breeding, or to

Bhtives, families of three and four were uncommon and con-
6d large, and special privileges offered to the fathers. As

tbarch, Agis, c. 5; Aristotle, Politics, ii, 9; Thirlwall, viii, 183.

16 arguments of K. O. Miiller (Dorians, Eng. $r. b. iii, c. 3, §§ 3-5) in discredit of the
. 0w, though not without weight, have never carried general conviction. Cp.
_ * wual of Greek Antiquities, Eng. tr. p. 17.

A recovered passage of Polybius (xii, 6, ed. Hultsch) cited‘{fmm Mai, Nov.
_ H tg?:i ii, 884) by Miiller (Dorians, Eng. tr. ii, 205). Cp. M Lennan, Kinship
istotle, Politics, ii, c. 9. On Aristotle’s unhesitating assumption (ii, 10) as to the
g the effects of psderasty, cp. the refutation of Miiller, Dorians, Eng, tr.
28300, and as to the roal causes of decline of population, see b. iii, c. 10, § 2.
niture was a main factor. As the propertied class, of whom Aristotle speaks,

'{'if*e all through accumulations, which often went to heiresses, the whole statistic
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always, such devices failed against the pressures of the main
conditions. All the while, of course, the perioikoi and the enslay 1
helots multiplied freely ; hence the policy of specially thinning do 5
the latter by over-toil” as well as massacre. In other States, whers
the polity was more civilised, many observers perceived that the two
essential conditions of stability were (@) absolute or approximate
equality of property, and (b) restraint of population, the la,tﬁ
principle being a notable reaction of reason against the normal
practice of encouraging or compelling marriage.? Aristotle said in 8o
many words that to let procreation go unchecked ‘‘is to bring certain
poverty on the citizens; and poverty is the cause of sedition *‘
evil”’;® and he cites previous publicists who had sought to solve J
problem. Socrates and Plato had partly contemplated it; and the
1dealist, as usual, had proposed the more brutal methods ;*
Aristotle, seeing more clearly the population di ficulty, perhaps
that account is the less disposed towards communism. ;
As medical knowledge advanced, it seems cerbain, the practice

of abortion must have been generally added to that of infanticide

in Greece, as later in Rome. See Aristotle, Politics, vii, 16;
Pluatarch, Lycurgus, c. 3 ; and Plato, Theetetus, p. 149 (Jowett’s
trans. iv, 202), as to the normal resort to abortion. The Gree ’
must have communicated to the Romans the knowledge of the

arts of abortion, as they did those of medicine generally. But it
does not appear that with all these checks population really fell

off in Greece until after the time of Alexander. Before that

/ time it may very well have fallen off in Athens when she Jost
her position as sovereign and tribute-drawing State. The
would tend to maintain a population in excess of the naft
\ amount. Dr. Mahaffy (Rambles and Studies in Greece, 4th
. 11—a passage not squared with the data in Greek Life and,
Thought, pp. 328, 558) accepts the old view of a general
iexplicable depopulation. One of the loci classici on that head,
in the treatise On the Cessation of Oracles (viii) attributed
Plutarch but probably not by him, is searchingly exa,rnined:_;
Hume at the close of his essay Of the Populousness of Am
Natwons, and the critic comes to the conclusion that the extre me
decay there asserted cannot have taken place. He was in all
probability right in arguing that the number of slaves in Atti_j

s, =

as to births is narrow and dubious. But it is safe to decide that the decline of the '
Sparfan population was not a result of vice, any more than the normal dwindling of the
numbers of modern aristocracies. It should be remembered that younger sons wn_uld

likely to have illegitimate offspring among the helots, if not among the perioikot.
selfish aristocracy thus wrought for its own class extinetion.
1 Plutarch, Solon, c.22.

2 See refs. in Fustel de Coulanges, La cité antique, 1. iii, ch. xviii, p. 265. .
8 Aristotle, Politics, ii, 6. X

4 Cp. the Republic, v, and the Laws (bks. v, xi; Jowett's tr.3rd ed. v, pp. 122, 313)
the Politics, vii, 16, i
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: thad been enormously exaggerated in the figures of Athenaus
:..(_gp. Cunningham, Western Civilisation, 1, 109, note). There 1s
* Leason to conclude, however, that Hume was unduly incredulous
~ on some points. Strabo (refs. in Thirlwall, viii, 460) had found

gn immense decay of population in Greece more than a century
" pefore Plutarch; and his details prove a process of shrinkage
" which must have lasted long. In any case, a relative depopula-
"fion took place after the conquests of Alexander, from the

. L

|operation of socio-economic causes, which are. indicated by
Finlay (History of Greece, Tozer's ed. i, 15; cp. Mahafty,
Greek Life and Thought, D. 398, and The Greek World under
“poman Sway, 1890, p. 218). Broadly speaking, the Greeks
‘went to lands where wealth was more easily acquired than in
their own, Further depopulation took place under the Romans,
partly from direct violence and deportation, partly from fiscal
‘pressure, partly from the economic causes already noted.

ta lwall, in his closing survey, proceeding on Polybius,” confi-

v decides that the main cause of depopulation was domestic and

i
AT AT
uly

al. Such a theory cannot be sustained. Polybius evidently had
glear idea of the facts, since he asserts that “in our time "’ and
pidly ” there took place in Greece a “toilure of offspring” (or
sarth of children ), which left cities desolate and land waste; and
y on to ascribe it to habits of luxury, which either kept men from
or made them refuse to rear more than a few of their
dren. The whole theorem is haphazard. Cities and lands could
s haye been so depopulated.” There must have been, in addition to
ghter, a drain of population to lands where the conditions were
-;__&dva,ntageous‘ Nor is there any good reason for believing that
.i:i'; sosure had suddenly and immensely increased. Thirlwall
/that marriages were unfruitful ”; bub this is not the statement
Polybius. It is true that peederasty ‘would count for much In
ring character ; but it had been common in Greece centuries
¥e the time of Polybius, and had not affected fecundity. As we
3 seen,” fecundity fell in Sparta for other reasons.
A8 between Sparta and Athens, the main difference was that
enian life was for a long period more or less expansive, while that |
3parta, even in the period of special vigour, was steadily con-
- as regarded quantity and quality of “good life.” At Sparta, |
noted, the normal play of self-interest in the governing class
ight about a continuous shrinkage in the number of enfranchised

F r. Vat. xxxvii, 9.
J-E;lrgaigfsw cited, as to the slight effect of the exposure check in China.

Nitsd,
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Sway, p.237; M'Culloch, Treatises and Essays, ed. 1859, pp. 37678, 'S

104 ECONOMIC FORCES IN ANCIENT HISTORY

v
cltizens and of those holding land, till there were only 700 of tha.
former and 100 of the latter—this when there were still 4,600 adult
Spartans of ** pure ”’ descent, and 15,000 Laconians capable of military
service. EHven of the hundred landowners many were women, the
estates having thus evidently aggregated by descent through heireﬂsas'ﬁ,:;
It mattered little that this inner ring of rich became, after the
triumph over Athens and in the post-Alexandrian period, as luxurious
as the rest of Greece:? the evil lay not in the mode of the_"j
expenditure, but in the mode of their revenue. Agis IV and
successor Cleomenes thought to put the community on a sound
footing by abolition of debts and forcible division of the land; bu"_j
even had Agis triumphed at home or Cleomenes maintained himse f}
abroad, the expedient could have availed only for a time. Accumula~

tion would instantly recommence in the absence of & scientific and
permanent system. b

Schemes for promoting equality had been mooted in Greece
from an early period (see Aristotle, Polstics, ii, 6, 7,.8). Thus,
“Pheidon the Corinthian, one of the oldest of legislators,
thought that the families and number of ecitizens ought to
continue the same.” Phaleas of Chalcedon proposed to keep
fortunes and culture equal ; and Hippodamus the Milesian had
a system of equality for a State of 10,000 persons. Some
States, too, put restraints on the accumulation of land. But,
save for transient successes, such as that of Solon at Athens,
and of the compromise at Tarentum (see Aristotle, v, 5; and
Miller, Dorians, Eng. tr."ii, 184-86), there was no adequate
adjustment of means to ends, as indeed there could nob be.

Aristotle’s own practical suggestions show the hopelessness o _'-'f
the problem. g

In the commercial cities, where industry was encouraged and
wealth tended to take the form of invested capital, it could 1:10_,:'
readily get into so few hands: and as commerce developed and the;
Investments were more and more in that direction, there would a,ris'é{:_
an 1dle rich class which could be best got at by way of taxation.
such communities, though the division and hostility of rich and poor
were as unalterable as in Sparta, there was more elasticity of adjust-
ment; so that we see maritime and trading communities like: ;
Heracleia, and Rhodes maintaining their oligarchic government, with
vicissitudes, down into the Roman period,” somewhat as Venice in .a"fg’.{'

L Aristotle, Politics, ii, 9; Plutarch, 4gis, c.7. o8
2 Athengeus, citing Phylarchus, iv, 20.

8 Grote, x, 402: Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought, . 457 ; Greek World under .ROW} ;
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age outlasted the other chief republics of Italy. The ruin of
{orinth, though indirectly promoted by class strifes,' need not have
eurred but for the Roman overthrow.”

regards Athens, 1t is necessary to guard against some miscon-
swhions concerning the life conditions even of the Periclean period.
buildings apart, it was not a rich or rich-looking city ; on the
sartly by reason of the force of democratic sentiment, 1ts
yuses Were IﬂOStlj,it_I]il_@I_}_, the well-to-do people presumably having
eir better houses 1n the country, where the land was now mostly
by them. After the destruction of the city by Xerxes
'_:_B_c.), the first need was felt to be its refortification on a larger
ale, even sepulchres as well as the remains of private houses being
yde to yield materials for the walls.® At the same time the
sous and Munychia were walled on a still greater scale—the
Jole constituting a public work of extraordinary scope, rapidly
eried through by the co-operation of the whole of the citizens.
b | sradual rebuilding of the city, as well as the fresh
seking of the foreign trading population to the now safe Pireeus,
suld help, with the public works of Pericles, to set up the condi-
s of general prosperity which prevailed before the Peloponnesian
4 According to Demosthenes, the public men of the generation
Salamis had houses indistinguishable from those of ordinary
sople, whereas in the orator's own day the statesmen had houses
tually finer than the public buildings.® This would be the natural
sult of the control of the confederate treasure resulting from the

henian supremacy. But Dicearchus belongs to the same period,

i
-

account represents the mass of the city as poor in appear-
¢e, the houses small and with projecting stairways, and the streets
yoked.® We know further from Xenophon that there were many
pby spaces, some of them doubtless made by the customary
struction of the houses of those ostracised. There was thus a
siderable approach to a rather straitened equality among the
E of the town-dwelling free citizens, who, despite the meanness
heir houses, had luxuries in the form of the public baths and
fﬁ,’_fﬂre Salamis, again, the revenue drawn from the leases of the
er mines of Laurium had been equally divided among the
ranchised citizens—an arrangement which had yielded only a

.JJ.

, Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought, D. 452. 2 M‘Culloch, as cited, p. 275.
. ~aucydides, i, 93. 4 Grote, iv, 341, 342.
Citations in Boeckh, bk. i, ch. 12.
Boeckh, bk. i, ch. 12. Cp. De Pauw, Recherches philosophiques sur les Grecs, 1787,
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small sum to each, but which represented a notable adumbration of
& communal system, with the fatal implication of a basis in

slavery." The devotion of this fund? to the building of a navy was
the making of the Athenian maritime power; whence in turn came 3
the ability of Athens to extort tribute from the allied States, and
therewith to achieve relatively the greatest and most effective

expenditure on public works® ever attempted by any government.

It was this specially created demand for and endowment of the arts
and the drama that raised Athens to the arbistic and literary
Supremacy of the ancient world, and, by so creating a special 8
intellectual soil, prepared the ensuing supremacy of Athenian

philosophy. But the Periclean policy of endowment went far

beyond even the qp;;_}}lg_y_meii__ o1 |
scale ; it set

o ———_

to multitudes of poorer free citizens—an experiment unique in

e T

history. The main features of the system were: (1) Payments for

service to the members of the Council of Five Hundred : (2) pay- i
ments to all jurors, an order numbering some six thousand : (8) the
theorikon or allowance of theatre money to all the poorer citizens:
(4) regular payments to the soldiers and sailors; (5) largesses of
corn, or sales at reduced prices:; (6) sacrificial banquets, shared in ':.:f
by the common people; (7) the sending out of " kleruchies,” or o
bodies of quasi-colonists, who were billeted on the confederate cities,
to the number of five or six thousand in ten years. Without taking
the @ prior: hostile view of the aristoeratic faction, who bitterly
opposed all this—a view endorsed later by Plato and Socrates—the
common-sense politician must note the utter insecurity of the whole

e

development, depending as it did absolutely on military predominances

ettt

The mere cessation of the expenditure on public works at the fall

of Athens in the Peloponnesian war was bound to affect olass '_

! See H. Ardaillon, Les mines du Lawrion dans 1’ antiquité, 1897, ch. v.

® The mines of Laurium, though anciently worked by the “Pelasgi,” do not figure in

Athenian history till the beginning of the fifth century B.C. Arc’@ﬂ,illﬂn, pp. 126-27.
¢ As to the enormous cost in labour and money of such buildings as the Propylea and

the Parthenon, cp. Mahaffy, Survey of Greek Cwilisation, p. 143, and M'Cullagh, Indus-

trial History of the Free Nations, 1846, i, 166, 167.

4 “Before the Persian war Athens had contributed less than many other cifies, her
inferiors in magnitude and in political importance, to the intellectual progress of Greece.
She had produced no artists to be compared with those of Argos, Corinth, Sicyon, Aigina,
Laconia, and of many cities both in the eastern and western colonies. ‘She could boast

of no poets so celebrated as those of the Ionian andjXolian Schools. But...... in the period
between the Persian and the Peloponnesian wars both literature and the fine arts began i

to tend towards Athens as their most favoured seat” (Thirlwall, vol. _i_ii‘ ch. xviii, pp. 70,
71). “Never before or since has life developed so richly” (Abbott, ii, 415). Cp. Holm,
Enﬁg. tr. ii, 156, 157.

This view appears to be substantially at one with the reasoning of Dr. Cunningham "f..

(Western Civilisation, pp. 112-23). I must dissent, however, from his apparent position
(pp. 119-21) that it was the mode of the expenditure that was wrong, and that Athens

might have employed her ill-gotten capital " productively” in the modern economie

sense. The cases of Miletus and Tyre, cited by him, seem to be beside the argument.

1t of labour by the State on the largest
up the principle of supplying something like an income

1
f
15
i
]
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rela,tmna seriously ; and pa,rtles already bitter, were henceforth
- more decisively so divided.’

" Tn the second period of Athenian ascendency, after the fall of
‘the Thirty Tyrants and of Sparta, when the virtual pensioning of
}@ tizens begun by Pericles had been carried to still further lengths,’
‘we find Xenophon, the typical Greek of culture and military
experience, proposing a financial plan® whereby Athens, instead of
! eepmg up the renewed practice of oppressing the confederate cities
in order to pay pensions to its own poorer citizens, should derive a
ﬁclen’ﬁ revenue from other sources. In particular he proposed
) the encouraging of foreigners to settle in the city in larger
bers by exempting them from milifary sorvice and from all
rms of public stigma, and by giving them the waste grounds to
uild on. The taxes they would have to pay as aliens would serve
s revenue to maintain the citizens proper. (2) A fund should be
t&bhshed for the encouragement of trade which in some unex-
plained way should vield a high interest, paid by the State, to all
"f::j_J vestors. (3) The State should build inns, shops, warehouses, and
sxchanges, chiefly for the use of the foreigners, and so further
::_'::;: srease 1ts revenue. (4) Tt should build ships for the merchant
r; de, and charter them out upon good security. (5) Above all, it
should develop by slave labour the silver mines of Laurium, to the
:._;;._ sld of which there was no limit. The public, in fact, might there
":ploy thrice as many slaves as the number of citizens; and ib
should further set about finding new mines.

- We have here the measure of the Athenian faculty to solve the
lemocratic problem as then recognised. The polity of Pericles was
':‘J to perish, alike because it negated international ethiecs and
BCaUSe it had no true economic basis. The compar&twely well-
saning plan of Xenophon could not even be set in motion, so
ur l‘y fanciful is its structure. The income of the poorer citizens 1s
0 ﬁome from the taxes and rents paid by foreigners, and from mines
ked by slave labour; the necessary army of slaves has to be
Houg ught as a State investment. It is as if the Boers of the Transvaal
1ad proposed to live idly in perpetuity on the dues paid by the
Igr&nts all the while owning all the mines and drawing all the
| ﬁts It is hardly necessary to say, with Boeckh,* that the thesis
| :to the yield of the mines was a pure delusion ; and that the idea
2 1Iving on the taxation of foreigners was suicidal.” The old method,

| Pluta.rch Pericles, c. 11, 2 Cp. Thirlwall, small ed. 1ii, 67.

“ On the Revenues. 4 As ‘cited, bk. iv, ch. xxi.

iﬂﬁﬂkh’s arguments, denounced by Lewis, need not be adhered to ; but the whole theo-
8o fantastic that Lewis's general vindication of it is puzzling (Trans. pref. xv, note).
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supplemented perforce by some regular taxation of the taxable
citizens, and by the special exaction of “ liturgies ” or payments for
the religious festival drama and other public services from the rich,
was maintained as long as might be; industry tending gradually to
decay, though the carrying trade and the resumed concourse of
i foreigners for a time kept Athens a leading city. Never very rich i
il agriculturally, the middle and upper classes had for the rest only
their manufactures and their commerce as sources of income:; and |
f* as the manufactures were mostly carried on by slave labour, and
were largely dependent on the State’s control of the confederate
1 treasure, the case of the poorer free citizens must necessarily worsen
il when that control ceased. About 400 B.c. the Athenians had still
(1 a virtual monopoly of the corn trade of Bosporus, on which basis
| they could develop an extensive shipping, which was a source of
many Incomes ; but even these would necessarily be affected by the
| } new regimen which began with the Macedonian conquest.

fil

The attempt of Boeckh (bk. i, ch. viii) to confute the

i -

H | ordinary view as to the poverty of the Attic soil cannot be

| maintained. (See above, p. 99.) Niebuhr (Lectures on Roman 5
, } Hastory, Eng. tr. 8rd ed. p. 264) doubtless goes to the other
i extreme In calling the Greeks bad husbandmen. Compare the
'ii contrary view of Cox, General History, 2nd ed. p. 4. Butis
¥ even good husbandry on a poor soil could not compete with =
1! the output of Bosporus and Egypt. And in the Peloponnesian
(1 war Afttic agriculture sank to a low level (Curtius’ History,
H Eng. tr. iv, 71; bk. v, ch. ii).

; As to the incomes made in the Bosporus corn-trade, cp. Grote,

1 X, 410, 412, 413. When it became possible thus to draw a .
1 revenue from investment, the Athenian publicists rapidly
P developed the capitalist view that the lending of money capital

]

E

;

18 the support of trade. See Demosthenes, as cited by Boeckh,  +-
bk. i, ch. ix.

S 2

In the economic readjustments, finally, which followed on the
rise and subdivision of the empire of Alexander, Greece as a whole
took a secondary place in the Hellenistic world, though Macedonia
5 kept much of its newly acquired wealth. While commerce passed
i ~ with industry and population to the new eastern cities, the remain-
! ing wealth of Greece proper would tend to pass into fewer hands,"

1 See Hertzberg, Geschichte Griechenlands unter deyr Herrschaft der Romer, Theil ii,
Kap. 2, p. 200, as to the vast estates now acquired by a few.

- - =
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g pro tamto narrowing more than ever the free and cultured
class, and relatively enlarging that of the slaves.

4 [Boeckh (bk.i, ch. viii) dwells on the variety of manufac-
" tures, and here gives a juster view than does Dr. Mahaffy, who
(Social Life in Greece, 3rd ed. p. 406) oddly speaks of the lack
of machinery as making “any large employment of hands in
manufacture impossible.” But the main manufacture, that of
arms, was peculiarly dependent on the Athenian command of
the confederate treasure ; and it does not appear that the other
manufactures were a source of much revenue till just betore
the period of political decline, when other causes combined to
check Athenian trade. By that time the aristocratic class had
weakened in their old prejudice against all forms of commerce
(Mahaffy, as cited ; Boeckh, as cited), which had hitherto kept
it largely in the hands of aliens, this long after the time when,
~ at Corinth and other ports, the ruling class had been constituted
of the rich traders; and after the special efforts of Solon to
encourage and enforce industry. Apart from this prejudice,
which in many States put a political disability on traders,
commerce had always been hampered by war and bad poliey.
Dr. Mahaffy (Social Laife, p. 405) somewhat over-confidently
follows Heeren and Boeckh in deciding that none of the Greek
trade laws were in the interests of particular trades or traders ;
"~ but even if they were not, they none the less hampered all
- commerce. Cp. Boeckh, bk. i, ch. ix. As Hume observed, the
high rates of profit and interest prevailing in Greece show an
. early stage of commerce, Op. Boeckh, bk. i, chs. 1x, XXil. ] |

~ Those who had not shared in the plunder of Asia, to begin with,
would find themselves badly impoverished, for the new influx of
sullion would raise all prices. It is notable, on the other hand, that
philosophy, formerly the study of men with, for the most part, good
neomes, and thence always associated more or less with the spirit
of aristocracy,’ was now often cultivated by men of humble status.”
Lhe new rich then appear to have already fallen away somewhat
Yom the old Athenian standards; while the attraction of poorer men
Was presumably caused In part by the process of endowment of the
osophic schools begun by Plato in his will—an example soon
a owed by others.® It is probable that as much welght is due to
"“ economic cause as to that of political restraint in the explana-
- of the prosperity of philosophy at Athens at a time when
iterature was relatively decaying.

-

1 IE. _H&gn_a, Graecia, in particular, the whole Pythagorean movement had such
ASsociations in a high degree. Note the frequency of names beginning avaé (= king or

:nief) in the history of earl i
ik y Greek philosophy.
= Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought, p.136.

Idem, pp. 145-49 ; Gibbon, Bohn ed. iv, 352.
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The Roman conquest, again, further depressed Greek fortunes by
absolute violence, hurling whole armies of the conquered into slavery,'
and later setting up a new foreign attraction to the Greeks of ready
wit and small means. They presumably began to flock to Rome or
Egypt or Asia Minor as the conditions in Greece worsened : and that
process in turn would be promoted by the gradual worsening of the
Roman financial pressure. It is notable that a rebellion of Attie !
slaves occurred in 188 B.0., synchronously with the first slave-rising
in Sieily—a proof of fresh oppression all round.? The Romans had
retained the Greek systems of municipal government, and had begun b
by putting on light taxes.®! But these surely increased:;® and the
Mithridatic war, in which Athens had taken the anti-Roman side,
changed all for the worse. Sulla took the city after a difficult siege,
massacred most of the citizens, and entirely destroyed the Pirmus :
whereafter Athens practically ceased for centuries to be a commercial i
centre. Corinth, which had been razed to the ground by Mummius, :';5_,
was ultimately reconstructed by Csmsar as a Roman colony, and 1;-__;:
secured most of what commerce Greece retained. Twenty years
before, Pompey had put down the Cilician pirates, a powerful
community of organised freebooters that had arisen out of the
disbanding of the hired forces of Mithridates and other Hastern
monarchs on the triumph of the Romans, and was further swelled
by a large inflow of poverty-stricken Greeks. While it lasted, it
greatly multiplied the number of slaves for the Roman market by
simple kidnapping. i

[The great mart for such sales was Delos, which was prac-
tically a Roman emporium (Strabo, bk. xiv, c. v, § 1)
Mahafty (Greek World under Roman Sway, p. 154) regards the
virates as largely anti-Roman, especially in respect of their
sacking of Delos. But previously they sold their captives there;
and Dr. Mahaffy (p. 7) recognises the connection. The pirates,
in short, became anti-Roman when the Romans, who had so
long tolerated them as slave-traders (as the rulers of Cyprus and
Hgypt had done before), were driven to keep them in check as
pirates. ]

Thus all the conditions deteriorated together ; and the suppression
of the pirate state found Greece substantially demoralised, the prey
of greedy proconsuls, poor in men, rich only In ancient art and in =

——— - I

1 H.g., the whole population of Corinth ; and 150,000 inhabitants of Epirus.

2 Cp. Finlay, i, 23. : X

8 They exacted from Macedonia only half the tribute it had paid to its kings; but
there is a strong presumption that it was too impoverished after the war to pay more.

4 “The extraordinary payments levied on the provinces soon equalled, and sometimes
exceeded, the regular taxes” (Finlay, i, 39). Cp. Mahaffy, Greek World under Roman Sway,
pp. 145, 156, 159, 161, 162.
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istful memories. In the civil wars before and after Camsar’s fall,
_jfli ece was harried by both sides in turn; and down to the time of
, stus depopulation and 1mpoverlshment seem to have steadily
sroceeded under Roman rule.’ HEvery special contribution laid on
provinces by the rulers was made an engine of confiscation :
sitizens unable to pay their taxes were sold as slaves; property
. were forced to borrow at usurious rates in the old Roman
fashion ; and the parasitic class of so-called Roman citizens, as such
Gf taxation, tended to absorb the remaining wealth.” This wealth
tended to take the shape of luxuries bought from the really
s provinces ; and the fatality of the unproductive com-
nunities, lack of the bullion which they in a double degree required,
or the time overtook Greece very much as it overtook Italy. Both
nust have presented a spectacle of exterior splendour as regarded
jeir monuments and public buildings, and as regarded the luxury
t was always tending to concentrate in fewer hands, usurers
dermg citizens and proconsuls plundering usurers : but the lot of
) mass of the people must have been depressed to the verge of
ur&nca if depopulation had not spontaneously yielded relief. As
was, the Greek populations would tend to consist more and more
Ihe capitalistic, official, and p&r&smc classes on the one hand, and
- slaves and poor on the other.”
The general depopulation of subject Greece is thus perfectly
ligible. The “race’ had not lost reproductive power: and even
pewer artificial methods of checking numbers were not immeasur-
Ly more active than simple infanticide or exposure had been in the
m days. In the ages of expansion the whole Hellenic world in
Iy all its cities and all its islands swarmed with a relatively
""" ergetic population, who won from conditions often in large part
opltlous a sufficiency of subsistence on which to build by the
-' ;_ﬁ as of slaves a wonderful world of art. To these conditions they
e limited by racial hostilities; everywhere there was substantial
..:-?_‘iér gh convulsive equipoise among their own warring forces, and
bween those of their frontier communities and the surrounding
ba ba.nans The conquest of Alexander (heralded and invited by
"':i c&mpmgn of the Ten Thousand) at one blow broke up this
1U 0159 organised Greek capacity, once forcibly unified, triumphed
the now lower civilisations of Egypt and the East, and Greek

“‘“ Hﬂrtﬁbﬂl‘g Gesch. Griechenlands wunter der Herrsch. der Rémer, Th. i, Kap. 5,

'.’r’i 1,45, 46, 74.

Wﬂ stand [Ist c. a.0.] before decayed society of very rich men and slaves”
WLy, Greek World, p. 268).
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population at once began to find its economic level in the easier
conditions of some of the conquered lands. They flocked to Egypt
and elsewhere in the Mediterranean basin as they do at the prasent
time, for similar economic reasons. Nothing could now restore the
old conditions ; but the Roman conquest and tyranny forced on the
disintegration till Greece proper was but the glorious shell of the hfﬂi
of the past, inhabited by handfuls of a semi-alien population, grown
in a sense psychically degenerate under evil psychic conditions. In
the lower strata of this population began the spread of Ohrlstlanity
passing 5pomdmally from Syria to the Greek cities, as at the same

time to Egypt and Rome. A new conception of life was génerated
on the plane that typlﬁed it.

S 3

It is a great testimony to the value of sheer peace that in th ﬂ

malady, as it were, eating into its nerve centres, and with no better
provision for the higher life than the schools of rhetoric and tha
endowments of the Greek philosophic chairs, there was yeb evolved
a system of law and administration which, even under the frlghtful
chances of imperial succession, sustained for centuries a vast empire,
and 1mposed itself as a model on the very barbarism that overthrew
it. And it is this system which connects for us the life conditions Ofl
Greece as the Romans held it, with its artistic shell almost mtact
despite all the Roman plunder,* and those of the strangely un-Hellenie
Greek-speaking world which we know as Byzantium, with its capltal |
at Constantinople. 3

The economic changes in this period can be traced only Wlth |
difficulty and uncertainty; but they must have been 1mp0rtant
The multiplication of slaves, which was a feature of the ages of thei
post-Alexandrian empires, the Roman conquest, and the Cilician
pirate state, would necessarily be checked at a certain stage, both in f_'
town and country, by the continued shrinkage of the rich class.
Agriculture in Greece, as in Italy, could nob compete with that 0f -
Hgypt ; and slave-farming, save in special cultures, would not ba 3

N

worth carrying on. In the towns, again, the manufactures carried 4
on by means of slaves had also dwindled greatly: and the small A
wealthy class could not and would not maintain more than a certam ?

number of slaves for household purposes. The records of tha: E'*_l_

1t Finlay, i, 73. Buf ¢p. Frazer, Pausanias, 1900, p. 4, as to the decay in the ﬂeuond v
century.
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v ous associations, too, as we shall see, seem to prove that men
were slaves in status had practical freedom of life, and the
swer of disposing of part of their earnings; whence 1t may be
er ed that many owners virtually liberated their slaves, though
' ning a legal claim over them. In this state of things population
ould gradually recover ground, albeit on a low plane. The type of
sor semi-Greek now produced would live at a lower standard of
?’.ort than had latterly been set for themselves by the more
&ted who would largely drift elsewhere; and a home-staying
ulation living mainly on olives and fish could relatively flourish,
* in town and country. On that basis, in turn, commerce could
-me extent revive, especla]lv when Nero granted to the Greeks
munity from taxation.” We are prepared then, in the second
_-_".-.;___55 under propitious rulers like Hadrian and the Antonines, to
Greek life materially improved.” The expenditure of Hadrian
sublic works, and the new endowments of the philosophic schools
er hens by the Antonines, would stimulate such a revival; and the
“* cities would further regain ground as It&ly lost it, with the
v h of cosmopolitanism throughout the Empire. While domestic
v would still abound, the industries in Athens under the
_____ rial rule would tend to be carried on by freedmen.

A further stimulus would come from the overthrow of the
empire of the Arsacide by Artaxerxes, 226 A.c. The
dm though often at war with the Romans, still represented
T H ellemsfslc civilisation, whereas the Sassanide zealously returned
u anclient Persian religion, the exclusweness of which would
@ as a barrier to Western commerce,” even while the cult of
a-, Hellenised to the extent of being specially associated with
4ge-worship, was spreading widely in the West. Commerce would

F

ftend afresh to concentrate in Greece, the Indian and Chinese
16 passing north and south of Persia. The removal of the seat
jovernment from Rome by Diocletian, greatly lessening the Italian
N on the provinces, would still further assist the Greek revival

f_lf,he Gothic invasion had come and gone. Thus we find the

-r'I

SiS Was soon withdrawn by Vespasian, but apparently with c1rcumspechmn In
Ef ﬂﬂﬁtglg 2%3{1 gg%e administration seems to have been unoppressive (Mahaffy,
iZberg (Gesch. Griechenlands unter der Herrschaft der Romer, Th. ii, Kap. 2,
ﬂuta the statement of Finlay that Graeca reached the lowest degree of miﬂery
Dul&ﬁmn under the Flavian emperors (“about the time of Vespasian® is the
4* Hﬂﬂlnn In the revised ed. 1, 80} But Finlay contradicts himself: ep. p. 66.
E &ga:}n (iii, 116) speaks of a ‘“furchtbar zunehmende sociale Noth des dritten
8" at Aﬁhena, without making the fact clear. See below.
noted by Finlay (i, 143) in regard to the later surrender of a large
mu territory by Jovian to Shapur II, when the whole Greek population
Fi dlatrmiis was forced to emigrate.
nlay, i, 264, 267-69.
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larger Greek world in the time of Constantine grown once more s S0
important that in the struggle between him and Licinius his gra §
naval armament, composed chiefly of FHuropean Greeks, was massed
in the restored Pirmus. The fleet of Licinius, made up GhIGT
by Asiatic and Egyptian Greeks, already showed a, rela,tl
decline on that side of the Empire’s resources.' When, ﬁna,]l
Constantine established the new seat of empire at Byzantium, -;:-
tended to draw thither all the streams of Greek commerce, and to
establish there, as the centre of the revenues of the Fastern Empire 1
some such population as had once flourished in Rome : m{'.
however, a definite tendency to commerce and industry in the low 2
class population as well as in the middle class. To the government;
of this population wasg brought the highly developed organisation ¢ :J
the later Pagan Empire, joined with an ecclesiastical system u
which heresy was periodically eliminated by the imperial poliey,
alded by the positive intellectual inferiority of the new GreL
speaking species. There was prosperity enough for material llf
and the political and religious system was such as o prevent t
normal result of prosperity, culture, from developing mdependent {
The much-divided Greek world had at last, after countless m{
vulsions, been brought to a possibility of quasi-inert equilibrium, ¢
equilibrium which enabled it to sustain and repel repeated L
destructive irruptions of northern barbarism,” and on the whole t¢

hold at bay, with a shrunken territory, its neighbouring enemies f
a thousand years. ,}1 _*_

1
",

il
_lﬂ I:
e

LR

S 4

We have passed, then, through a twilight age, to find a ne
civilised empire ruled on the lines of the old, but with a smgl
albeit much-divided religion, and that the Christian, all other
having been extirpated not by persuasion but by governmental fOl‘G 9,
after the new creed, adapting itself to its economic conditions, had
secured for itself and its poor adherents, mainly from superstltlo 1§ ‘"‘"'
rich women, an amount of endowment such as no cult or prlesthm
possessed in the days of democracy. This process of endowmen
itself originated, however, in pagan practice; for in the days ¢ of

substitution of emotional Fastern cults for the simpler worshlps 0! =,

. j'”' :

b 1 Finlay, i, 141. See p. 142 as to the recognition of the military importance of Gree 1
y Julian. ,'.
2 Op. Finlay, i, 161, as to the ruin wrought at the end of the fourth century by A,In.riﬁ by

and pp. 253, 207, 303 316 as tio that wrought in the sixth century by Huns, Scla.vuni
and Avars.

l
1

J'
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8 ,11
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Hellas, there had grown up a multitude of voluntary societies
pecml semi-religious, semi-festival purposes—thiasor, eranor,
arg&ones, all cultivating certain alien sacrifices and mysteries,
ose of Dlonysos, Adonis, Sabazios, Sarapis, Cotytto, or any
. God called “Saviour.”' These socletles unlike the older

.__..__n— e

'f mic associations of the same ‘names for the promotmn of

e T

five worshlps were freely open to women, to _f_qrelgners and even

‘_._ o ———— e e

'ﬂg aves ;' thsy were absolutely self-governing ; the members

e e - m N ——

seribed &ccordlng to their means; and we find them flourishing
A, ge numbers in the age of the Antonines," when the old state cults

e s m v ——

e ——————— A —

e already deserted, though still endowed. They represent, as

e e e i —

NS

een B&ld the re&npe&rance of the democratic spirit and the
ous mstmct in new 1 fields and in lower strata when general

e — Sk e e e E————

-.'-_I.: :
J = 1 .:_

e —

pr&ctlcal Q@_mocracy has been suppressed In some such
yion did the Christian Church begin, employing the attractions
1 the machinery of many rival cults. Its final selection and
“ ishment by the Empire represented in things religious a process
0. ous to that which had foreibly unified the competing republics
Sreece in one inflexible and unprogressive organisation. Nothing
_overnmental force could have imposed doctrinal unity on the
;:.of sects into which Christianity was naturally subdividing ;
the power of conferring on the State Church special revenues
3 an effective means of keeping it practically subordinate.

The historian who has laid down the proposition that religious
5y was the cause of the survival of the Hastern Empire when the
fell,” has made the countervailing admission that between
finian and Heraclius there was an almost universal centrifugal
dency in the Byzantine State, which was finally overcome only
“the inexorable principle of Roman centralisation,”® at a time
en it was nearly destroyed by its enemies and its own dissentient
Province after province had been taken by the Persians in
st Slavs and Avars were driving back the population from
rthern frontiers, even harrying the Peloponnesus; discontent

n Phocas to dethrone and execute Maurice (602 A.C.); and

At

.

in turn was utterly defeated by the Persian foe; when
'113 appeared, to check the continuity of disaster, and to place
I0W circumscribed Empire on a footing of possible permanence.
; 18 important to realise how far the economic and external

f
-

Eﬂm,omﬂrui 18 one of the group-names preserved.
o ~0ey are already seen established in the laws of Solon.
:’ oucars, Des associations religieuses chez les Grecs, 1873, pp. 5-10.

“ 18y may have begun as early as the Peloponnesian war (Foucart, p. 66).
Hinlay, i, 85-86, notes. 6 Id. i, 289. 7 Id. p. 309 ; cp. pp. 328, 329.

N. /S,
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conditions conduced to his success, such as it was. Hitherto the ;f.
populace of Constantinople had been supported, like that of imperial
Rome, by regular allowances of bread to every householder, provided
from the tributary grain supplies of Egypt. The Persian conquest r_:
of Z_;gypt in the year 616 stopped th&t revenue ; and the emperor* _.'

regeneration, inasmuch as the St&te was forcibly relieved of th'
burden, and many of the idlers became available for the army a,bou 5
to be led by the emperor against the menacing Persians. He wa
reduced, however, to the expedient of offering to continue the Suppl
on a payment of three pieces of gold from each claimant, and
finally to breaking that contract; whereafter, on his proposing to
transfer his capital to Carthage to escape the discontent, th
populace and the clergy implored him to remain, and thus enabled
him to exact a large loan from the latter," and to dominate t"“
nobility who had hitherto hampered his action. The victories of
eraclius over the Persians, however, only left the eastern and Egyp-
tian provinces to fall under the Arabs; the first financial result of T§jﬁ__;r;
successes having been to tax to exasperation the recovered lands in
order to repay the ecclesiastical loan with usury:; and the cire m-
scribed Empire under his successors could not, even if the emperors
wished, resume the feeding of the mass of the citizens. Constan-
tinople, though still drawing some tribute from the remain m‘:_;.
provinces in Italy, was thus perforce reduced to a safe economie
basis, even as the people in general had been coerced into unlt
effort by the imminent danger from Persia.

Hrom this time forward, with many vicissitudes of military
fortune, the confracted Byzantine State endured in virtue of its

'I._.

.

industrial and commercial basis and its consequent maritime =§;'
military strength, managed with ancient military science agai -
enemies less skilled. The new invention of “ Greek fire,” like :
advances in the use of missiles in warfare, counted for much ; s{sj‘
the decisive condition of success was the possession of continuot 1S
resources. Justmlan among many measures of mere oppressl

____

silk m&nuf&ctura which for the ancient and medieval Europ
world was of enormous mercantile importance. Such a staple, an

1 A fair idea of the facts may be had by combining the narratives of Gibbon, Fir
and Mr. Oman (The Byzantine Empire, ch.x). Gibbon and Mr. Oman ignore the th }
to make Carthage the capital; Gibbon ignores the point as to the stoppage of the grs
supply; Finlay ignores the Church loan ; Mr. Oman (p. 133) represents it as voluntary,
whereas Gibbon shows it to have been compulsory (ch. 46, Bohn ed. v, 179, note). M 3
Bury alone (History of the Later Roman Empire, 1889, ii, 5317—21) gives a f&uiy cﬂmlﬂ-

view of the situation. He specifies a famine and a pestilence as following on the stopps 1-”
of the grain supply.
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mtua.l control of the whole commerce between northern and
stern Burope and the East, kept Byzantium the greatest trading
in Christendom until the triumph of the Italian republics.
-:n the Saracen conquests 1In Asia and Africa did not seriously
t this source of strength; for the Saracen administration,
yugh often wise and energetic, was in Hgypt too often convulsed
eivil wars to permit of trade flourishing there in any superlative
svee. The Byzantines continued to trade with India by the
.{;Lfi,t Sea and Central Asian route; and their monopolies and
osts, however grievous, were relatively bearable compared with
y afflictions of commerce under other powers. As of old, the
s or Greek-speaking folk were the traders of the Mediterranean,
s> Saracen navy never reaching sufficient power to check them ;

rwhen finally its remnants took to piracy, they served rather to
off all weaker competition than to affect the preponderating
ral power of the Empire.

" [n this period of prevailing commercial vigour, from the sixth to
Ieventh century, the life of the Greek Empire was substantially
the rural districts remaining desolate, and agriculture extremely
a, though the Sclavonian immigrants who now inhabited the
fponnesus must have lived by that means. Under such circum-
anees the towns would be fed by imported grain, presumably that
:“ﬁ s Crimea ; but as they did not grow in size, at least in the case
m capital, their industrial prosperity must have largely depended
e restriction of population, whether by vice, preventive checks,
ery, or the sheer unhealthiness of city life, which at the present
prevents so many Hastern cities from maintaining themselves
@ by influx from the country.” It is misleading to point to the
l‘ireto on infanticide as a great Christian reform without taking
e things into account. The presumption is that misery, vice,
LC -expc}sure and abortion, rather than prudence, kept the poor
_.&tlon within the limits of subsistence.

'

~ Mr. Oman (Byzantine Empire, p. 145) takes the popular
view as to the reformative effect of Ohrlstla.mty He goes on
i- describe Constantine as providing for the children of the
‘destitute to prevent their exposure, but does not mention that
h& same thing had been done under the Antonines, and that
‘Uonstantine permitted the finder of an exposed child to enslave
. The punishment of all exposure as infanticide, under
% Valentinian, was only an adoption of the pagan practice atb
Thebes (Zlian, Var. Hist. ii, 7). But in spite of all enactments,

:?':-" 8y, i, 425. 2 Id. ii, 37. 8 Robertson Smith, Religion of the Semites, p.12.
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under Christian as under pagan rule, exposure and positiv'é"i
infanticide continued, though Christian sentiment never gave it
the toleration exhibited in the drama of Menander. As to the
historic facts, cp. Lecky, Hust. of Ewropean Morals, 6th ed.
11, 24-33. .

Broadly speaking, it was inevitable that in such g population
ag 18 pictured for us by Chrysostom—a multitude profoundly
ignorant, superstitious, excitable, sensuous—all the vices of the
Greeco-Roman period should habitually flourish, while poverty
must have been normally acute after the stoppage of regular free
bread. On the general moral environment, cp. the author’s

Short History of Freethought, 2nd ed. i, 249-50 a

It is necessary, in the same way, to substitute an accurate for a, g
conventional view as to the treatment of slaves under the Christia n
Empire. We are still told* that the Christian doctrine or implicatio_:
of religious equality had the effect first of greatly modifying the
of slavery and finally of abolishing it. Research proves that

e -
1

facts were otherwise. We have already seen how economic causes

=i~

-

- .

partially limited slavery before Christianity was heard of : and in SO
far as the limitation was maintained,> the efficient causes rem-",;
demonstrably economic.” Indeed, no other causes can be shown to
have existed. Not only is slavery endorsed in the Gospels,’ and
treated by Paul as not merely compatible with but favourable t@
Christian freedom on the part of the slave,’ but the early Ohristia,n'ﬂf_[ﬁ;

commonly supposed to have been the most incorrupt, held slaves =. it
a matter of course.” In the laws of Justinian not a word is said as

to slavery being opposed to either the spirit or the letter of Chris-

tianity ; and the only expressions that in any degree deprecate it ar

in terms of the Stoic doctrine of the “law of nature,”” which we

N * . il

know to have been already current in the time of Aristotle,® and to
i
1 Oman, as cited, pp, 147, 148. The conventional claim, as made by Roberfson _a.n'_i‘
echoed by Guizof, was partly disallowed even by Milman, and countered by the cleries L
editor of the Bohn ed. of Gibbon (ii, 50-54). But such conventional formulas are always
subject to resuscitation. Ui
2 Finlay (i, 81) writes that “at this favourable conjuncture Christianity stepped in to =
prevent avarice from ever recovering the ground which humanity had gained.” This
clearly did not happen, and his later chapters supply the true explanation. I i
3 Finlay later says so in so many words (ii, 28, 220), explicitly rejecting the Chrlstia_glj:g;
theory (see also p. 321). This historian’s views seem to have modified as his studies
proceeded, but without leading him to recast his earlier text. ] i
4 Luke xvii, 7-10, Gr. The translation “servant” is, of course, an entire perversion. A

5 1 Cor. vii, 21-24, The phrase unintelligibly garbled as “use it rather” clearly means
. rather remain a slave,” “even” being understood in the previous clause. This Was the
interpretation of Chrysostom and most of the Fathers. See the Variorum Teacher's
Bible, ad loc. Cp. the whole first chapter of Larroque, De esclavage chez les nations
chrétiennes, 2nd édit. 1864 ; and the forcible passage of Frédéric Morin, Origines de i@
Démocratie, 3e édit. 1865, pp. 384-86. As Morin points out, the Church has never passed &
theological condemnation of slavery. On the other hand, it was expressly justified by
Augustine (De Civ. Dei, 1. xix, ¢. 15) as a divinely ordained punishment for sin: and b:lﬁ;
Thomas Aquinas (De regimine principum, ii, 10) as being further a stimulus to bravery
in soldiers. He cannot have seen the Histories of Tacitus, where (ii, 4) civil wars m! B
declared to have been the most bloody, because prisoners were not to be enslaved. A
6 Athenagoras, 4pology for Christianity, c. 35; Chrysostom, passim. L
T Imstit. Justin, I, iii, § 2, 4; v. 8 Polities, i, 3. 0
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'--:é?' become widespread in the age of the Antonines, under Stoic
yuspices. That “1aw of nature,” however, was never allowed to

yverride a definite law of society ; and the Christian influence on the
er hand set up a new sot of arguments for slavery.” Among the
‘stian Visigoths, slaves who married without authority from their
nasters were forcibly separated ; and the slave who dared to marry
y free-woman was burnt alive with his wife ; while =~ the bishops
e among the largest slave-holders in the realm; and baptised
Yhristians were bought and sold without a blush by the successors
f St. Paul and Santiago.” 2 Tt cannot even be said of the Byzantines,
yny more than of the Protestants of the southern United States of
fifty years ago, that they were more humane to their slaves than the
== pagans had been ; for we find Christian Byzantine matrons
sing their slave-girls to be tied up and brutally flogged % gven as
ve have the testimony of Salvian to the atrocities committed by
Jhristian slave-owners in Gaul.* The admission that the Church,
sven when encouraging laymen to free their slaves, insisted on
etaining its own,’ is the proof that the urging force was not even
hen doctrinal, but the perception that the Church’s secular interests
were served by the srowth of an independent population outside its
_a lands® The spirit of the Justinian code, despite its allusion to
the law of nature, and the spirit of the enactments of the early
Jouncils of the Church, are alike opposed to any idea of spiritual
w between bond and free.

" On the other hand, the simple restriction of conquest limited the
possibilities of slavery for Byzantium. Captives were enslaved to
he last,” but of these there was no steady supply. In the rural
ﬂ iets, again, the fiscal conditions made for at least nominal
reedom, as is shown by the historian who has most closely analysed
he conditions :—

. “The Roman financial administration, by depressing the
- higher classes and impoverishing the rich, at last burdened the
. small proprietors and cultivators of the soil with the whole
~ weight of the land-tax. The labourer of the soil then became an

Gb]'gct of great interest to the treasury, and...... obtained almost
- as important a position In the eyes of the fisc ag the landed

1 Cp. Michelet, Hist. de France, vol. vii, Renaissance, note du § v, Introd. (ed. 1857,
128 n?ét Michelet argues that the Ohristian influence was substantially anti-
ft . R. Burke, History of Spain, Hume's ed. i, 116, 407.
= LAarysostom, 15th Hom. in Eph. (iv, 31); ¢p. 11th Hom. in 1 Thess. (v, 28).

Cum occidunt servos suos, jus pubtant esse, non crimen. Non solum hoe, sed
_ ] privilegio etiam in execrando impudicitiee ceno abutuntur” (De gubernatione
E 2 below, pt. iv, ch. ii. 6 Op. the whole of Larroque’s second chapter.

e Mr. Oman admits, p.148.

E
:
|
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proprietor himself. The first laws which conferred any rlghts

on the slave are those which the Roman government enacted to
prevent the landed proprietors from transferring their slaves,
engaged in the cultivation of lands assessed for the land-fax, to
other employments which, though more profitable to the
proprietor of the slave, would h&ve ylelded a smaller or less
permanent return to the imperial treasury.” The avarice of the A
imperial treasury, by reducing the mass of the free population to
the same degree of poverty as the slaves, had removed one cause
of the separation of the two classes. The position of /the slave 4
had lost most of its moral degrad&twn and |[he] occupied
precisely the same political position in society as the poor
labourer from the moment that the Roman fiscal laws compeﬂed |
any freeman who had cultivated lands for the space of thirty
years to remain for ever attached, with his descendants, to tha 4
same estate.” The lower orders were from that period blended‘
into one class ; the slave rose to be a member of this body ; the
freeman descended but his descent was necessary for tha
improvement of the great bulk of the human race, and for th 4
extinction of slavery. Swuch was the progress of camlzsatwn wm
the Eastern Empire. The measures of Justinian which, by their
fiscal rapacity, tended to sink the free population to the same
state of poverty as the slaves, really prepared the way for the

rise of the slaves as soon as any general improvement took place f_'
i the condition of the human race.’”’® i

For the rest, it cannot be supposed that the freedom thus?
constituted had much actuality. Sons of soldiers and artisans were
held bound to follow their father’s profession, as in the heredlta,ry*
castes of the Hast," and none of the fruits of freedom are to be traced
in Byzantine life. Still, the fact remains that the commercial and |
industrial life sustained the political, and that the political began
definitely to fail when the commercial did. Constantinople could
hardly have collapsed as it did before the Crusaders if its commerce. i
had not already begun to dwindle through interception by Venice
and the Italian trading cities. As soon as these were able to tr&da A
directly with the Hast they did so, thus withdrawing a large part Of
the stream of commerce from Byzantium ; and when, finally, they )
acquired the secret of her silk manufacture, her industrial revenue ¥
was In turn undermined. On the economic weakening, the political -

followed ; and the Eastern Empire finally fell before the Turks, Vﬁl'Y 4
much as the Western had fallen before the Goths. :

i l_
"
=5

l -
B

! Qod. Theod. xi, 8.1, 2; Cod. Justin. xi, 47.

2 Cod. Justin. xi, 47, 13 and 23. [A clear reﬁmgreﬂsmn to quasi-slavery for the freamen-]
8 Finlay, i, 200,201, Op.p.153. 4 Id.ii, 27, and note. Cp. Dill, as cited, p.233.



PAREULEL

CULTURE FORCES IN ANTIQUITY

CHAPTER 1

GREECE

S 1

s still common, among men who professedly accept the theory of
to speak of special culture developments, notably those of
ulpture and literature in Greece, art in medieval Italy, and theo-
atic religion in Judea, as mysteries beyond solution. It may be
3 then, to consider some of these developments as processes of
eial causation, in terms of the general principles above outlined.

- [A rational view was reached by the sociologists of the
~ eighteenth century, by whom the question of culture beginnings
“was much discussed—e.g., Goguet’s De Uorigine des lois, des arts,
et des sciences, 1758 ; Ferguson’s Hssay on the History of Caivil
- Society, 1767 ; and Hume’s essay on the Rise and Progress of
" the Arts and Sciences. At the end of the century we find the
* solution scientifically put by Walckenaer : ~ Ainsi le germe de
~ génie et des talens existe dans tous les tems, mais tous les tems
‘D6 sont pas propres & le faire éclore’” (Hssar swr U histoire de
espéce humaine, 1798, 1. vi, ch. xx, Des siécles les plus
JSaworables aux productions de génie, pp. 348, 349). In England
dorty years later we find Hallam thus exemplifying the
‘obscurantist reaction: * There is only one cause for the want
of great men in any period—nature does not think fit to produce
them. They are no creatures of education and circumstances ™
\Literature of Ewrope, pt. i, ch.iii, § 85). A kindred though
much less crude view underlies Sir Francis Galton’s argument
1 Hereditary Gemius. Cp. the present writer’s paper on ' The
‘_.Gﬂnﬂmics of Genius,” in The Forum, April, 1898 (rep. in
Hissays 1n Sociology, vol. ii), and the able essay of Mr. Cooley,
__'_51:6 cited. My esteemed friend, Mr. Lester Ward (Dynamic
Rocwology, ii, 600, 601), seems to me, as does Mill (System of
i 121




122 CULTURE FORCES IN ANTIQUITY

Logic, bk. vi, ch. iv, § 4; ep. Bain, J. S. Mill, p. 146), to err '5
somewhat on the oppomte gide to th&t of ]Fall&m and Gra.lton“ 4§
In assuming that faculty is nearly equal in all, given Only H
opportunity. ]

Y
Ii.

And first as to Greece As against the common conception of
the Hellenic people as ** innately ” arfistie, it may be well to cite tha
judgment of an artist who, if not more scientific in his method Gf.‘
reaching his opinion, has on the whole a better right to it in 1:]:113
case tha,n has the average man to his. It is a man of genius wha
writes': © A favourite faith, dear to those who teach, is that certam
periods were especially artistic, and that nations, readily named, were
notably lovers of art. So we are told that the Greeks were, as .4
people, worshippers of the beautiful, and that in the fifteenth centu
art was ingrained in the multitude...... Listen ! There never was ¢
artistic period. There never was an Art-loving nation.” This, Whlc
was sometime a paradox, is when interpreted one of the prime
truths of sociology. | '.~;

Our theorist goes on to describe the doings of the first artist, &n
the slow contagion of his example among men similarly gifted, 6 I‘
the artistic species had filled the land with beautiful things, whlé
were uncritically used by the non-artistic; " and the Amateur was
unknown—and the Dilettante undreamed of.” Such is the artls
fairy tale of explanation. The probable fact is that the * fi
artists ” in historic Greece were moved to imitative construction by
samples of the work of foreigners. If, on the other hand, we decl:
that the “ race ”” had evolved relatively high artistic capacities befra ‘e
1t reached its Greek or Asian home,” it will still hold good that t
early Agean evolution owed much to ancient Oriental and Egyptl
example. The Greeks as we know them visibly passed from p “

Iri. 1_ [

tive to high art in all things. Having first had fetish Gods of
unshapen stone, they made Gods in crudely human shape, at 1r f
probably of wood, later of stone. So with vases, goblets, ta.bl
furniture, and ware of all sorts, all gradually developing in felicity =='5?_{
form up to a certain point, whereafter art worsened. What 3
require to know is the why of both processes.

Pace the artist, it is clear that artistic objects were multlp
mainly because they were in steady economic demand. The shap N
impulse 1s doubtless special, and in its highest grades rare; but th

must also have been special conditions to develop it in one coun

t '.

1 Whistler, The Gentle Art of Making Enemies, 1890, pp. 138, 139. i

A Gp Prof, Burrows, T'he Discoveries in COrete, 1907, ch, xi; Bury, History of Greece
]f]ﬁ 4 551 ‘The supreme inspiration,” says Bury, " came to their mmstrelﬂ or

siatic soi .
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i ' , the special degree. That is to say, the faculty for shaping, for
design, was oftener appealed to in Greece than elsewhere, and was
“3 owed more freedom in the response, thus reaching new excellence.
he early Greeks can have had no very delicate taste, satisfied as
e.y were with statues as primitive as the conventional Assyrian

types they copied.

Prof. Burrows, in his valuable work on The Discoveries wn
Crete (1907) somewhat confuses one of his problems by
assuming that, on a given chronologlcal view, the creators of
the early Zlgean civilisation were ° the most progressive and
artistic part of the race” (p. 193). No such assumption can be
valid on any chronology. Every ~ part” of a race, broadly
speaking, has the same total potentialities. The determinants
are the special evocative conditions, which may be either culture
contacts or economic fostering. A rational view of the growth
~ of Greek art is put by Dr. Mahaffy, despite his endorsement of
. Mr. Freeman’s extravagant estimate of Athenian intelligence :—
- “However national and diffused it [art] became, this was due
. to careful study, and training, and legislation, and not to a sort
~ of natural compulsion...... As natural beauty was always the
~ exception among Greek men, so artistic talent was also rare and
~ gpecial ” (Social Life n G*reece 3rd ed. p. 430) All the
. remains, as well as every principle of sociological science, go 10
~ support this view of the case. When Reber asserts (H@'st of
\ Ancient Art, Eng. tr. 1883, p. 264) that "~ the very first carvings
- of Greece had a power of development which was wanting in
- all the other nations of that period,” he is setting up an occult
* principle and obscuring the problem The other nations of that
- period were not in progressive stages; but some of them had
- progressed in art in their time. And many of the * very first”’
. Greek works—that is, of the * historic ”” period, as distinguished
- from the “ Minoan ”—are enormously inferior to some very
- anclent Egyptian work.

Tha development of taste was itself the outcome of a thousand
: of comparison and speclahsatlon art growing = artistic”’ as
tdren grow in reasonableness and in nervous co-ordination. And
pecm,l conditions of historic Greece were roughly these :—

1) The great primary stimulus to Greek art, science, and
-:ht’ through the contact of the early settlers in Asia Minor with
8 1 E:lains of the older Semitic civilisation," and the further stimuli
m Hgypt.

Hﬂrer Geschichte des Alterthums, ii, 533-36; A. R. Hall, The Oldest Civilisation
':E 11901 pp. 31, 32. Cp. the author’'s Short History of F?-aet?mught i, 122-27; and
£ ,*)BI'IIIEB Vorgeschichte der Indo- Europder, Eng. trans. (" The Evolution of the

P. 73. Von TIhering's dictum is the more noteworthy because it counters his
Y @ssumption of race-characters.
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(2) Multitude of autonomous communities, of which the membera !
had intercourse as kindred yet crlﬁlg_@:l _strangers, emulous of eachn

other, but mixing their stocks, and so developing the potentialities of
the species. 3

(8) Multitude of religious cults, each having its local temples,
its local statues, and its local ritual pfﬁctlces T e

(4) The concourse in Athens, and some other cities, of alert and ;
capable men from all parts of the Greek-speaking world,' and of men
of other speech who came thither to learn.

(6) The special growth of civic and peaceful population in Atticﬂf .'
by the free incorporation of the smaller towns in the fmnchlse of ,
Athens. Athens had thus the largest number of free citizens of &
the Greek cities to start with,” and the maximum of domestic pea.ce

(6) The maintenance of an ideal of cultured life as the outcome
of these conditions, which were not speedily overridden either n‘
(@) systematic militarism, or (5) industrialism, or (¢) by great
accumulation of wealth. 1

(7) The special public expenditure of the State, particularly in ﬂr 3.
age of Pericles, on art, architecture, and the drama, and in stipends
to the poorer of the free citizens. -’

Thus the culture history of Greece, like the political, conneﬂﬁ
vitally from the first with the physical conditions. The disruptec
character of the mainland; the diffusion of the people through ﬁh
HAigean Isles; the sme&dmg of colonies on east and west, set up
multitude of separate City-States, no one of which could declsw
or long dominate the rest. These democratic and equal communlt '
reacted on each other, especially those so placed as to be sea-faring.
Their separateness developed a multitudinous mythology ; even t
Gods generally recognised being worshipped with endless local
particularities, while most districts had their special deities. F
each and all of these were required temples, altars, statues, uf_;;-
vessels, which would be paid for by the public® or the temple
revenues, or by rich devotees; and the countless myths, multiplie 1
on all hands because of the absence of anything like a gener

Prleﬁtwm&tlon were an endless appeal to the imitative

1 Cp. Galton, Hereditary Genius, ed. 1892, p. 329. The contrast between the puliﬂw
Athens, before and after Solon, and that of Maga,ra., which boasted of never having giv 2t
the cltmenshlp to any stranger save Hercules (Wachsmuth, Eng. tr. i, 248), goes fa.r
explain the inferiority of Megarean culture.

2 " No other Greek city possessed so large an immediate territory” [as distinct 'r'O1
subject territory, like Laconial “or so great a number of free and equal citizens’
(Freeman, Hastﬂw of Federal Gﬂvaﬂament ed. 1893, p. 22, note). And the number
greatly swelled “ after Athens had in 477 taken the lead in the Delian Maritime Lea %,
(Maisch, Greek Antiquities, § 28), so that in 451 it was felt necessary again to lin
cltlzenshlp to men born of Athenian parents. |

8 Cicero (in Verrem ii, 59) testifies to the zeal of Greek cities in buying paintix :=".;._=_;
statues in his day, and their unwillingness to sell.

=
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-| Jature, too, had freely supplied the ideal medium for sculpture and
the finest architecture—pure marble. And as the political
videdness of Hellenedom prevented even an approach to organisa-
011 among the scattered and independent priests, so the priesthood
. no power and no thought of imposing artistic limitations on the
* apers of the art objects given to their temples. In addition to all
this, the local patriotism of the countless communities was constantly
enressed in statues to their own heroes, statesmen, and athletes.
-_.__’m in such a world of seulpture, formative art must needs flourish
wherever it could ornament life.

-.:'We have only to compare the conditions in Judea, Persia,
doypt, and early Rome to see the enormous differentiation herein
plled In Mazdean Persia and Yahwistic Judea there was a
abu on all divine images, and by consequence on all sculpture that
sould lend itself to idolatry.” (This tabu, like the monotheistic idea,
vas itself the outcome of political and social causation, which is in
rge part traceable and readily intelligible.) In Italy, in the early
istoric period, outside of Htruria, there had been no process of
ulture-contact sufficient to develop any of the arts in a high degree ;
nd the relation of the Romans to the other Italian communities in
sems of situation and institutions® was fatally one of progressive
onquest. Their specialisation was thus military or predaceous ;
sr the formal acceptance of the deities of the conquered communi-
8 could not prevent the partial uniformation of worship. Thus
ome had nearly everybhing to learn from Greece in art as in
,_a.ture. In Egypt, again, where sculpture had at more than one
e, in more than one locality, reached an &stouishing excellence,’
aasﬂy maintained political centralisation® and the commercial
tmn made fatally for uniformity of ideal; and the secure
minion of the organised priesthood, cultured only sacerdotally,
Ways strove to impose one stolid conventional form on all sacred

#ntua,l sculpture,” which was copied in the secular, in order that
88 should as much as possible resemble Gods. Where the bulk\

'reece was * servile to all the skyey influences,” physically as
ML as mentally, open on all sides to all cultures, all pressures, all
muli, Egypt and Judea and Persia were relatively iron-bound, and

1y Rome relatively inaccessible.

r_
:'.:.'r .

lﬁ- @ resulfi is a marked poverty of power in such sculpture as the Persians had. It is

raapect inferior to the Assyrian which it GGDIES See Reber, History of Ancient

& 08. tr. 1883, pp. 121-28. 2 See above, p. 28.

_'_-'.;~;j_ g H&EDEI'U Manual of Egyptian Archeology, Eng. fr. 1895, pp. 215, 226, 235, 236,

A 4 See above, D. 56.

Mﬂaﬂvern as cited, pp. 212, 214, 231, etc., as to the rehgmus influence. M. Maspero
S several movements of renaissance ﬂ,nd reaction through the ages.
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Finally, as militarism never spread Spartan-wise over pra_,{;ff
Alexandrian Greece, and her natural limitations prevented any such
exploitation of labour as took place in Egypt, the prevailing ideal (
times of peace, at least in Attica, was that of the cultured ma,n{;:'
kaXokayalde, supported by slave labour but not enormously rich, who
stimulated art as he was stimulated by it. Assuredly he was in many
cases a dilettante, if not an amateur, else had art been in a worse caﬂé&f;

It 18 to be remembered that in later Greece, from about the
time of Apelles, all free children were taught to draw (Pliny,
Hist. Nat. xxxv, 86, 15): and long before, the same authori
tells us, art was taken up by men of rank. The introduction
of painting into the schools at Sicyon took place about 350 B.C.,¢
and thence the practice spread all over Hellas. Aristotle, too
(Politics, v [viii], 3), commends the teaching of drawing
children, noting that it enables men to judge of the arts and
avoid blunders in picture-buying—though he pubs this as an
inferior and incidental gain. Thus the educated Greeks were
a tairly good sense all dilettanti and amateurs. On the whole.

'—'-"lll-_

subject see K. J. Freeman, Schools of Hellas, 1908, pp. 114—-17;1{;5'

g
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S

In literature Greek development is as clearly consequent as in
art. The Homeric poems are the outcome of a social state in which
a class of bards could find a living by chanting heroic tales
aristocratic households. Liyric genius is indeed something specis
incalculable ; and it is startling to realise that about the time of the
rude rule of Peisistratos at Athens, Sappho in Lesbos was nf
merely producing the perfect lyrics which to this day men reckq';_"
unmatched, but was the centre of a kind of school of song. Bub
Liesbos was really the home of an ancient culture—‘ the earliest
all the Zolic settlements, anterior even to Kymé ”'—and f
followed closely upon the lyrists Pittakos and Alkaios. S0 th’f
here too there is intelligible causation in environment as well i
genius. In other directions it is patent. The drama, tragic e
comic alike, was unquestionably the outcome of the public worship
of the Gods, first provided for by the community, later often exacted

. ' . S ;
by it from rich aspirants to political power. Greek drama is a

{

Beer-God or Wine-God ; individual genius and communal foste

combining to develop a primitive rite into a literary florescence.”
1 Grote, iii, 21-22.

2 Op. Haigh, The Tragic Drama of the Greeks, 1896, ch. i ; Miss Harrison, Prolego '.;J.; :
to the Study of Greek Religion, 2nd ed. 1908, ch. viii. e
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u all such developments special genius is as a matter of course
equired, but potential genius occurs in all communities in given
-_ﬁ.. at a given culture stage; and what happened in Athens was
.'"a';t the special genius for drama was specially appealed to, evoked,
maintained. ZAschylus in Egypt and Aristophanes in Persia
st have died with all their drama in them. Further, as Grote
so luminously shown,' the ]urldlo_@lw life of Athens, with its
e srpetual play of special pleading in the dikasteries, was signally
apltlous to the spirit of drama. The constant clashing and
.__;ifq ethical points of view, the daily play of eristic thought,
S 111 itself a real drama which educated both dramatists and
u and which inevitably affected the handling of moral
a on the stage. Athens mayy thus be said to have cultivated
liscussion as Sparta cultivated ~* Liaconism ”’; and both philosophy
-_j_.g drama in Greece are steeped in it. Myths thus came to be
andled on the stage with a breadth of reflection which was nowhere
lse possible.

- Historiography, science, and philosophy, again, were similarly
sstered by other special conditions. Abstract and physical science
pgan for Greece in the comparison and friction of ideas among leisured
en, themselves often travelled, living in inquisitive communities
iten visited by strangers. What Egypt and Syria and Phoenicia
ad to give in medical lore, in geometry, and in astronomy, was
gsimilated and built upon, in an atmosphere of free thought and
8@ discussion, whence came all manner of abstract philosophy,
talytical and ethical. Plato and Aristotle are the peaks of immense
seumulations of more primitive thought beginning on the soil laid
;I_Semitic culture in Asia Minor; Socrates was stimulated and
awn out by the Athenian life on which he didactically reacted :
pocra.tes garnered the experience of many medical priests.
Story was cultivated under similar conditions of manifold inter-
o '3 and intelligent inquisitiveness. Herodotus put down the
tecome of much questioning during many travels, and he had an
- ecmtwe public with similar tastes.” The manifold life of Hellas
!ler neighbours, Hgypt, Persia, Syria, was an endless ground for
[uiry and anecdote. The art of writing, acquired long before from
Bnicia, was thus put to unparalleled uses; and at length the
= of the Peloponnesian war, in which all the political passions

i1ch 67.

?5'-"1111 8 suggestion, cited by Mahaffy, Problems of Greek History, p. 92, note, as

litiua of Herodotus to the traders of his day. Holm also suggests, hnwaver that

;3&1 Sérvice rendered by Herodotus to the Athenians was felt by them to be

mﬂrﬂ giving them new light on Egypt and the East (Eng. tr. ii, 290, 291). The
to Herodotus would greatly stimulate further historical research.

— I L e B
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of Hellas were embroiled for a generation, found in Thucyd.ldes 9,
historian produced by and represent&twe of all the critical judgment
of the critical Athenian age. Plutarch, in a later period, Gonden3,¢
a library of lesser writers. g
" Thus in respect of every characteristic and every special &ttam-
ment of Greek life we can trace external causation, from thﬁ
geographical conditions upwards, Wlthout being once tempted to
resort to the verbalist explanation of * race qualities or ““national
genius.” If Hellas developed otherwise than Phc&nici& from a.n_.':
given date onwards, the causes lay either in the environment or in
the set previously given to Phoenician life by its special &ntecedents’ﬂ
which in turn were determined by environment. To suppose that
" the Greeks” started primordially with a unique connatural if:_
to a relatively = ideal”” method of life, preferring culture to rlch
and art to luxury, is to entail the further assumption of a sepa,r&
biological evolution from the pre-human stage. To put the proble 4
clearly, let us say that if we suppose the ancestors of the Gree___
three millenniums before Homer to have been planted in Australia,
with none of the domesticable animals which have played so decmw |
a part In the developmant of human societies, there is no good
reason to think that the ~race” would have risen to any highe rs
levels than had been reached by the Australian aborigines at the ?
time of their discovery by Huropeans. One of the most rem&rkabl
things about those aborigines is their disproportionately high crania 1ﬁ
capacity, which seems compatible with a mental life that thet if
natural environment has always precluded. Many plain traces 'r":
gross primeval savagery remain In Greek literature and rehglon
and to credit all Greek progress to a unique racial faculby is to & J‘,f‘
the back upon all the accumulating evidence which goes to show:
that from the first entrance of the Greeks into Greece they blended:
with and assimilated the culture of the races whom they foun.‘
there." The futility of the whole racial thesis becomes evident,
finally, the moment we reflect how unequal Greek culture was; k'
how restricted in Hellas, how special to Athens was it on the"
intellectual side when once Athens had reached her stature; how ﬂu;_
blank of thought and science was all Hellenic life before the contact
of Semitic survivals in Ionia; how backward were many section'
of the pagan Hellenic stock to the last; and how backward the
have been since the political overturn in antiquity.

e
The vitiating concept of racial genius appears incidentally,

1 Cp. Bury, History of Greece, pp. T, 33-34.
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4
" but definitely, in Dr. Cunningham’s contrast of Pheenicians and
. @reeks as relatively wealth-seekers and culture-seekers, ingrained
" parbarians and ingrained humanists (Western Civilisation, pp.
Y2 73, 98, 99, ete.), and in his phrase as to the persistent
. “Jrinciples which the Greek and the Phcenician respectively
. represented.”” The antithesis, it is here maintained, is spurious.
. Many Greeks were in full sympathy with the Pheenician norm ;
" many Pheenicians must have been capable of delighting in the
" @reek norm had they been reared to it. At a given period the
" Pheenicians had a higher life than the Greeks; and had the
" Phaeenicians evolved for ages in the Greek environment, with an
* equivalent blending of stocks and cross-fertilisation of cultures,
" they could have become all that the Greeks ever were. The
. assertion that when we see ‘ the destruction and degradation
" of human life in the march of material progress, we see what
~ ig alien to the Greek spirit” (¢d. p. 99) will not bear examina-
~ tion. Greek slavery, like every other, was just such a degra-
~ dation of human life. And to speak of a " consciousness of her
" mission ”’ on the part of * Athens” (id. pp. 72, 73) is to set up
~ a pseudo-entity and a moral illusion.

.~ It is remarkable that even among students well abreast of
- evolutionary thought there is still a strong tendency to think
* of Greek civilisation in terms of some occult virtue of ** Hellenic
. 8pirit,” something unique in social phenomena, something not
~ to be accounted for like the process of evolution in other races.
" Thus so accomplished and ecritical a thinker as Prof. Gilbert
- Murray seems to account for every Greek advance beyond
- savagery as a result of “ Hellenism.” H.g.,  Human sacrifice,
~ then, is one of the barbarities which Hellenism successtully
~ overcame ”’ (The Rise of the Greek Epic, 1907, p. 16) : * Solved by
the progressive, or, I may say, by the Hellenic spirit ™ (Tdm525):
- In this way the discrediting and abandonment of the use of
. poisoned arrows in the “Homeric " period (Id. pp. 120-21) seems
- to be ascribed either to the Homeric or to the Hellenic - gpirit.”
~ Now, Mr. Murray himself incidentally notes (p. 121) that
-pqisoned weapons are forbidden in the Laws of Manu; and 1t
- might be pointed out that even among the barbaric and ill-
- advantaged Somali, when visited by Burton fifty years ago, the
- use of poisoned arrows was already restricted to * the servile
~elass” (First Footsteps in East Africa, ed. 1910, p. 45; cp.
' D. 74). The use of poisoned arrows, in short, is common in
- 8avagery, and is transcended by all races alike when they rise
- Some way above that level. The °° Hellenes,” to start with,
- Were savages like the rest, and rose like others in virtue of
- bropitious conditions. So with human sacrifice. According to
-;Eerodotus, the Hgyptians had abandoned it before the Greeks.
;‘;Ehall we describe the Egyptian progress as a matter of
- Hgypticism ” or ““ the Egyptian spirit ”?

K
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Defences of the Greeks, such as that made so ably by
Mr. Murray against the aspersions cast upon ““ Paganism” by
uncritical Christians, are to be sympathetically received in the
light of their purport ; but the true historical method is surely
not to exhibit the historic Greeks as ° antitheses’” to " the
pagan man’’ of modern anthropology, but to show Christiang
how they and their creed have evolved from savagery even as
did the Greeks. (Cp. the author’s Christianity and Mythology,
2nd ed. p. 77 sq., as to the pro-Hellenic handling of Greek
phenomena by other scholars.)

b

Should the general line of causation here set forth be challenged,
it will suffice, by way of test, to turn to the special case of Sparta_;;
If it were ~ Greek character ” that brought forth Greek art, letters,
and science, they ought to have flourished in Greek Sparta as else-
where. It is, however, the notorious historic fact that during all
the centuries of her existence, after the pre-Iiycurgean period, Spe

contributed to the general deed of man virtually nothing, either
art or letters, in science or philosophy.

The grounds for holding that choral poetry flourished
pre-eminently at Sparta (see K. O. Miiller, History of
Dorians, Eng. tr. ii, 383) are not very strong. See Busolt,
Griechische Geschichte, 1885, i, 158, 159, for what can
finally said on this head. Ernst Curtius (Griechische Geschich
1858, 1, 240) writes on this subject as a romantic enthusiast.
Burckhardt (Griechische Culturgeschichte, i, 116-19) examines
the subject with his usual care, but decides only that
Spartans employed music with a special eye to military educa-
bion. And Miller acknowledges that though many Spartar
lyrists are named, "~ there has not been preserved a single
fragment of Spartan lyric poetry, with the exception of

Alkman’s,” the probable reason being  a certain uniformity and

o
|
=i %
=

monotony in their productions, such as is perceived in the early
works of art.” On the whole question cp. K. J. Freeman

fe
Ry
]

Schools of Hellas, chs. i and xi.

In the story of Hellas, Sparta stands almost alone among rs
peoples as yielding no foothold to the life of the mind, bare of JL
all memory of beauty," indigent in all that belongs to the
morally sterile ag steel. Yet ~ the Dorians of Laconia are perhaps
the only people in Greece who can be said to have preserved in an

1 The Spartan women were indeed reputed the most beautiful, doubtless a resul {
their healthier life. As for the works of “art” claimed by Miiller (7'he Dorians, ii, 254
for Sparta, they are simply objects of utility, and were by his own avowal (p.24) the Woxl
of non-Spartan Laconians, aliens, or slaves, “ since no Spartan, before the introduction ¢
the Achzean constitution, was allowed to follow any trade.” No one disputes that Othe

Dorian cities, notably Sikyon, did much for art—another proof that “race” has nothi 1g U
do with the matter.
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the purity of their Greek blood.”' Before such g pheno-
nenon the dogma of race-character instantly collapses, whereas in
.-Z"'._?u of the reaction of conditions the explanation is entirely
Bdequate. As thus :—
1 Sparta was by situation one of the most secluded of the
jreek States. In the words of Euripides, it was “hollow, sur-
‘ded. by mountains, rugged, and difficult of access to an enemy.” *
ompared in particular with Athens, it was not only landward and
puntain-walled, but out of the way of all traffic.?
2 From the first the Spartans were balanced in a peculiar
oroo by the strength of the Achaians, who were in the Pelopon-
ssus before them, the hostilities between the invaders and the older
habitants lasting longer in the valley of the Eurotas than anywhere
The Spartan militarism was thus a special product of circum-
inces, not a result of Doric  character,” Since obther Dorian
munities did not develop it.
1 Being thus so little open to commercial influence, and so
amitted to a life of militarism, Sparta was susceptible of a rigidity

*

' itary constitution that was impossible elsewhere in the Hellenic
bld, save to some extent in the similarly aristocratic and
leveloped communities of Thessaly and Crete, each similarly
3d_for unintellectuality. Whatever be the political origins of
3@ societies, it is clear that that of Sparta could not have been
':'_.up or maintained save wunder conditions of comparative

ation.

» Grote, always somewhat inclined to racial explanations, argues
16d. 1888, ii, 262), as against K. O. Miiller, who had still stronger
ieanings of the kind, that the Spartans were not the ‘‘ true Doric
bype,” in that their institutions were peculiar to themselves,
'Zifinguiahing them " mnot less from Argos, Corinth, Megara,
“pidaurus, Sikyoén, Korkyra, or Knidus, than from Athens or
fiebes.” This is doubtless true as against Miller (cp. Kopstadt,
ied by Grote : Cox, General History of Greece, 1877, p. 28 :
Ménard, Histoire des Grecs, 1884, pp. 218, 221), but the
jggestion that the Spartans varied in respect of being less
Horic” is equally astray. Grote goes on to note that ‘ Kréte
the only other portion of Greece in which there prevailed
| j?_ltutions In many respects analogous, yet still digsimilar in

1086 two attributes which form the real mark and pinch of

¥ History of Greece, od. 1906, p. 59.

2 (v :
Miller, i, 80 Cited in Strabo, bk. viii, ch. v, § 6.

4668 ” in autn. Luller notes that the Corinthians were “ nearly singular among the
Sy h esteeming trade, their experience of its productiveness “having taught
i digher value upon it (work cited, ii, 24).

—SCR, Manual of Greek Antiquities, Eng. tr. § 11; K. O. Miiller, The Dorians,

)
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side developed a spirit of peculiar separateness and arrogance, whi
clinched the geogr&phm&H

were admitted to the Eleusinian festivals, Sparta kept hers for hi
own people.” This would limit her literary mythology, and by w
sequence her art.

more intellectual forms of activity: it develops in the highest d€

1 The native Spartans were positively forbidden o go abroad without special laﬂ
were strangers permitted to settle there (Grote, ii, 306; Wachsmuth, i, 248). ]
2 (rofe, iii, 294, and note.

CULTURE FORCES IN ANTIQUITY

Spartan legislation—viz., the military discipline and rigorousg
private training. There were doubtless Dorians in Kréte, bu
we have no proof that these peculiar institutions balongad to
them more than to the other inhabitants of the 131&11& » RS
argument cuts both ways. If it was not definitely " Dorian ﬁ”;f:
have such institutions, neither was it un-Dorian. As Cox
observes (p. 30), the Spartan constitution in its earlier stages

“ much resembled the constitution of the Achaians as described
in the Iliad.” Equally arbitrary seems Grote’s argument (i, 451 “
that = the low level of taste and intelligence among the Thes-
salians, as well as certain points of their costume, &ssn:nﬂ&tﬂ
them more to Macedonians or Epirots than to Hellenes.” He
notes the equally low level of taste and intelligence among th
Spartans, who as a rule could not read or write (i1, 307), ¢
to whom he might as well have assimilated the Thessalians
to the Macedonians. In all cases alike culture conditions
supply the true explanation. All through Greece, barring
Sparta, stocks were endlessly mixed. M. Ménard well points
out in reply to Miiller that it is 1mposs1ble to associate types
government with any of the special = races’—that as agai
Sparta there were ~~ Ionian aristocracies at Marseilles &nd
Chalkis, and Dorian democracies at Tarentum and Syr&eus
while most of the Greek cities had by turns aristocratie r
democratic constitutions.

i
.i

4. As regards Sparta, the specialisation of all life on the :n:ullt b

uence. Where Greeks of all St&

J:-;

l

:- q:,' i
|

Among the names of Greek sculptors only three belon_g
Sparta, and these are all of the sixth century B.C., the beginning
of the historic period. After that, nothing. See Radfor
Ancrent Sculpture, Chron. Llst at end. Thus Spart& positi 4:{"-
retrogressed into militarism. ° There is evidence in the ch@
acter of Alkman’s poetry that he did not sing to & Sp&ﬂi i
all resemblmg the so-called Sparta of Liycurgus™ (Mﬂh
Problems in Greek History, p. 77 ; ep. Burckhards, Griechise
Cultwrgeschichte, i, 117). :-J

.-_'§
S

5. Not only does military specialism preclude, so far as ib g
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.a s conservative spirit’ when thoroughly rooted in law and custom.
L. is it any more favourable to moral feeling in general.”

"~ As offset to all this it may be urged that the middle unenfran-
shised class (the Perioiko:) in Sparta, the Penestas in Thessaly, and
the ordinary citizens in Crefe, were in some ways superior types to
sart of the similar classes of Aftica; while the slaves, as having
ome military life, were, despite the flavour of the name ° Helot,”
wbove the average.” But even if that were so, it would not affect the
) ..,,blsm as to culture development, and its solution in terms of the
yrimary and secondary conditions of life for the given communities.

1 It is to be noted that in Crete, less isolated by nature and
~ way of life than either Sparta or Thessaly, less rigidly militarised
than they and more democratic in constitution, there were more
stirrings of mind. Epimenides, the author of the famous saying
that the Cretans were always ' liars, evil beasts, idle gluttons,”
was himself a distinguished Cretan. DBut Crete on the whole
counts for very little in Greek culture-history. OCp. K. J.

Hreeman, Schools of Hellas, p. 38.

l,_i
" "

ﬁ S 3

‘Such being, in brief, the process of the building up of culture for
e, it remains to note the causes of the process of retrogression,

-'::T',-"-u expansion of Hellenistic life set up by the emplre-m&klng
Alexander might alone account for a complete change in the
ditions and phases of Greek civilisation. In the new Hellenistic
3- wealth and power were to be won “with ease and with
‘u ity where of old there was only an alien barbarism, or af

f a society which to the cultured Greek was barbaric. When
ch cltles as Alexandria and Antioch beckoned the Greek scholar of

- ; D. Dr. Mahaffy’'s remark on post-Alexandrian Sparta, * where five ignorant old men
qulnted to watch the close adherence of the State to the system of a fabulous
lator " (Greek Life and Thought from the Age of Alexander to the Roman Conquest,
Macanlay, in his youthful review of Mitford (Miscellaneous Writings, ed. 1868, p. T4),
llb & long indictment against the Spartans in the matter of bad faith and meanness.
3 On L ialr to remember that some similar charges can be laid against others of the
es.

'_ xrote, ii, 204. But cp. Aristotle (Politics, ii, 9) and Plutarch (Lyecurgus, c. 27), who
n. free M‘W“as_mosﬁ a ireei &_n.‘nt}fl_ww. And see Schomann,

U . Hume (On Populousness) ¢i nophon, Demosthenes, and Plautus
tha.t sl&ves were exceptionally well treated at Athens, and this is borne out by
Ema.n comedy in general (cp. Maisch, Greek Antiquities, Eng. tr. § 32). But the
dmains that at Athens slaves, male and female, were frequently tortured to make
_ va evidence against their masters, who in turn were free to kill them for doing
ML, Social Life in Greece, pp. 240-41). And Aristotle takes for granted that they
tantially inferior in character to freemen. ,
le&?. History of Greece, Tozer’s ed. i, 15; Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought,

LUt

hich also connects broadly with the course of politics. Indeed, \

Wﬂ‘h the saying of Plato and others (cp, Miiller, Dorians, Eng. tr. ii, 43, note) that in

NB.
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small means, impoverished Athens could hardly retain him. H
extorted revenue in her most powerful period,' as we saw, was th
source of her highest flight of artistic splendour:; and even after the
Peloponnesian War, with greatly lessened power, Athens was th
most desirable dwelling-place in Hellas. After Alexander, all t
was insensibly changed: Athens, though for a time filled wif] h
Greeks enriched by the plunder of Persia, must needs gr&dua.ﬂ
dwindle to the point at which the slight natural advantages of her
soll, industry, and situation would maintain her; and the life 7:_;{
1deas, such as it finally was, passed inevitably to Alexandria, wher
1t was systematically encouraged and protected, in the fashion 'j.
which well-meaning autocrats do such things. But while these new
developments were not inconsiderable, and included some rare f-
felicities, they were on the whole fatally inferior to the old, and
this for reasons which would equally affect what intellectual
was left in Greece proper. |

The forces of hindrance were political and psychological ;2 and
they operated still more powerfully under the Romans than unde: ),
the successors of Alexander. The dominance of the Greeks over the
other races in the eastern provinces did not make them more than a
class of privileged tools of Rome ; and they deteriorated none th
less.” When for the stimulating though stormy life of factious
self-government there was substituted the iron hand of a conquero s}j
governing by military force, there was need of a new and intellige nb
discipline if the mental atmosphere were not to worsen.
civilisation, in so far as it proceeds from and involves a 1913111' d
class,” sebs up a perpetual risk of new morbid phases. Men must
have some normal occupation if their life is to be sound : and Whﬁ_
that occupation is not handicraft it can be kept sound and educative
only by the perpetual free effort of the intelligence towards
truth, new conception, and new presentment." Nor can this effort
conceivably take place on any wide scale, and with any continuity
save In a community kept more or less generally alert by the
agitation of vital issues. For a generation or two after Alexander,

1 Fifth century B.c.

2 Holm (Eng. tr. iv, 595-98) misses half the problem when he argues that the Gree
cities under the Romans were nearly as free and self-governing as are to-day thnﬁa
Switzerland, the United States, or the German Empire. The last-named may perhap A%
&pprﬂxlmate at some points; but in the other cases the moral difference is inexpressib. *_,.f_
The Greek cities under the Romans were provincialised, and their inhabitants deprive

of the powers of State government which they formerly possessed. Their whole outlo h.=
on 11fe was changed.

—3Up. Finlay; 1, 76. | "..
4 In artistic handicraft, of course, such daily renewal of creative intelligent affor‘i
of great importance to mental health ; and the complete lack of it, as in the convenfiona

sculpture of Egypt, tells of utter intellectual stagnation. In the least artistic m'uf
however, it is not so essential a condition of sound work.
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it is true, there is no arrest in the production of good philosophic
1ds among the Greeks; indeed, the sudden forcing back of all the
best remaining minds on philosophy, as the one mental employment
f_t to self-respecting men of leisure,’ raised the standards of the
st dy, and led to the ethical systems of Epicurus and Zeno, certainly
fit in their way to stand beside those of Plato and Aristotle. So,
oo, the thrusting back of the drama (which in the hands of
Aristophanes had meddled audaciously with every public question)
a the study of private life, developed in the highest degree the
domestic and psychological bent of the later comedy,” very much as
the autocracy has developed the novel in contemporary Russia.
But the schools of Epicurus and Zeno, both of which outlasted in
noral credit and in moral efficacy that of Plato,” and the new
somedy of Menander, alike represent the as yet unexhausted storage
f the mental energy generated by the old political life; and the
levelopment is not prolonged in either case. Kvidently something
ital was lost : only a renewal of the freer life could make possible a
sonfinuous advance in intellectual power.

- On this it 13 important to insist, as there are plausible grounds
for contrary inferences, which are often drawn. All supposed
xeeptions to the law, however, will be found on analysis to be
pparent only. A tyranny may indeed give economic encouragement
0 art and culture, and a republic may fail to do so; but the work of
+ tyranny is inevitably undone or kept within a fixed limit by its
wWn character; while, if the free community be but fairly well
uided, its potentialities are unlimited. This is the solution of
nuch modern dispute between the schools of laissez-faire and
rotection. A Velasquez, who might otherwise have been con-
dmned to seek his market with coarser wares, may develop to
orfection at the court of an autocrat of fine taste ; but even he
artly depends for his progress on intelligent communion, which the
tocrat in this case chances to yield him. And from Velasquez
there is no progress. So, in autocratic Assyria, sculpture
daches a certain point and becomes for ever conventionalised. In
n 1t conforms more or less exactly to the general stereotyping
6. We may grant, with some emphatic qualifications, that in
e cases  with the tyrant began the building of large temples,......

.-:3-.-'5 D. Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought, pp. 4, 10, 15, 131-38, 144.
L +4e change was not so immediately dependent on the Alexandrian régime as Droysen
i (Geschichte Alexanders des Grossen, 3te Aufl. p. 367): the New Comedy had been
gy » 0 by the Middle Comedy, which already tended to withdraw from burning
'_.-_'~‘-¥ : Blgfﬂh, E'.Kt. G,éﬁiﬁller, Lit. of Aneient Greece, Eng. tr. pp. 436-41); but the movement
ened.

”’ P Mackintosh, On the Progress of Ethical Philosophy, 4th ed. p. 29; Lecky, History
opean Mﬂ?‘ﬂls, 6th ed. i, 128.
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the patronage of clever handicrafts, the promoting of all the arts,”’*
and that he may have patronised men of letters; but as regards th
temples 1t 1s certain that in Hellas he was not the chief temple-:
builder ; and it is also quite certain that the tyrant never evolved a,
single generation of important writers, thinkers, and artists, a,ny
more than of intelligent, self-respecting, and self-governing citizens, l
The latter constituted, in fact, the necessary nutritive soil for the
former in the communities of antiquity.? It has been said® that a,if f’
the end of the third century of Rome, when its inhabitants had
hardly escaped from the hands of Porsena, Syracuse contained mﬂrq
men of high genius than any other city in the world. These wez -"',
collected at the court of the first Hiero, during his short reign o
ten years, and among them were the greatest poets of the age : Rt
Pindar......Simonides...... Aschylus.” This is true: but Hiero h&
not been the means of evolving the powers of any one of the three,
Pindar is manifestly the product of the diversified life of the fre ,*,'
St&tes Simonides, though much patronised by aristocrats, began t
“ find hlmself "’ as a chorus teacher at Carthea in Ceos, won countles |
prizes at the Greek festivals,’ and spent only the latter part of his ‘
life with Hiero; Alschylus is the product of the Attic theatre. Not r
the tyranny, but democracy, had been the alma mater. It is true .
that Athens after Alschylus played the “despot city” in ﬁna,ma;'
but she so far preserved at home the democratic atmosphere, ':“___"
which, according to Demosthenes, slaves had more freedom :';'7
speech than citizens in many other places.® Lesbos had her
oscillations between oligarchy and despotism: but the group nf,-'.
which Sappho stood was that of Pittakos and Alkaios—the -nﬁ
ten-years dictator who finally laid down his dlctatorshlp, and the f'_
fierce singer who assailed him. Not in the ““ Roman peace’ of &

- -.I’l
ol

fixed despotism did Lesbian song reach its apex.

The old problem of the culture-value of the tyrant has bee
raised afresh by Messrs. Mitchell and Caspari, in their &brldg
ment of Grote’s History of Greece. Grote’'s enthusiasm -;{-
democracy, they contend, undoubtedly prevented him from
doing full justice to much that was good in the non- democra.tl,ﬂ

.I

1 Mahaffy, Problems of Greek History, . 85; Survey of Greek Gtml-asa,tmn. pp. 87, 99, o
117 ; Social Life in Greece, 3rd ed, pp. 83, 137 44{} Cp. the remark of Thirlwall, ch. X1l
(lst ed. ii, 125), that the tyra.nts were the natural patrons of the lyrical PGEﬁE: who ,‘
uheered their banquets, extolled their success,’’ etec. )

2 Holm on this head makes an admission (iii, 168) which countervails the rema.rk_las &
above cited from him. Noting the prosperity of art in Asiatic Greece, he writes: = ArU.
as a rule flourishes—we do not say, reaches its highest point, for that is impossit H
without freedom—where wealth is to be found combined with good taste. And g0C od
tia,ste is a gift which even tyrants may possess, and semi-barbarians acquire.” !

8 Professor Spalding, Italy and the Italian Islands, i, 117, 118.

4 K. O. Miiller, History of Greek Laterature, 1847, pp. 208, 210.

5 Schdmann, Griechische Alterthiimer, ii, 362.
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governments of Greece,” mnotably "“in his estimate of the
so-called ‘tyrants’ of the Greek world and in his attitude
towards the Macedonian Empire”’ (pref. to work cited, p. xv).
Part of their discussion is beside the case, and proves only their
general hostility to Grote as ‘* a rationalist,” to whom ° every
problem was a matter for rational discussion” (p. xiii). They
first assert that Grote’s chapter heading, =~ Age of the Despots,”
is “subtly misleading,” inasmuch as there were despots afb
various periods in Greek history—as has been insisted by
Professor Mahaffy. Then they avow that ° this fact is
"mentioned by Grote himself,”” and that he ° quite properly
distinguishes ” between the early and the late tyrannies.

The counter-claim is first put in the propositions (1) that an
early Greek ** tyranny ”’ was in effect * a union of one powerful
personality with the poorer and hitherto unrepresented classes,”
favourable to individual life among the latter; and (2) that the
tyrants by preserving peace and giving the people individual
freedom of life promoted ~* the accumulation of wealth and the
extension of trade at home and abroad, and enriched the Greek
mind by familiarising it with the natural and artistic produects
of other lands” (p. xvii). There is really nothing here that
Grote denied ; nor do the critics attempt to show that he denies
it. Grote actually said, before them, that °° the demagogue
despots are interesting as the first evidence of the growing
importance of the people in political affairs. The demagogue
stood forward as representing the feelings and interests of the
people against the governing few...... Even the worst of the
despots was more formidable to the rich than to the poor; and
the latter may perhaps have gained by the change...” (History,
pt. i1, ch. ix, ed. 1888, ii, 397). As regards the case of Peisis-
tratos, on which Messrs. Mitchell and Caspari chiefly found
their plea, Grote notes that his * was doubtless practically
milder ”’ than the average despotism, but that  cases of this
character were rare.”” And to thss thesis, which i1s backed by
an overwhelming mass of Greek testimony, from Herodotos to
Aristotle and Plato, the critics offer no kind of answer.

~  They do, however, claim for ~the tyrants” in general that
© In the first place their orderly government provided for the
. Jurst time the conditions which are essential to artistic and
- lferary production. Secondly, it was their policy to foster in
+ all possible ways everything that contributed to the magnificence
- of the States.” If it be meant to include under the head of
- wrannoi the early feudal chieftains before whom the bards
3 chanted, the issue is merely confused. If not, the proposition
- 18 untenable. If again it be argued that the Mausoleum was a
3 finer thing than the Parthenon, or quite as well worth having,
~ the real issue is missed.
] It is significant that Grote’s anti-rationalistic critics make no
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and the United States; or modern Russia in comparison with:

. the century was equally a sequence from that and from the fermen
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attempt to gauge the respective effects of °‘ tyrannie?” &nd
democratic or oligarchic rule on the nner life of men, which is
what Grote chiefly considered. Nelther 1s this, the vital issue,
once faced in the essay of Hegewisch =~ On the Epoch of Roman
History most Fortunate for the Human Race’ (French trans,
by Solvet, 1834), or in the encomiums of Gibbon, Mommsen, -
and Rena.n before cited (p. 89, note). As has been shown above,
there is no instance of a new and great intellectual davelopment
taking its rise or visibly going forward (save as at Alexandria

under the Ptolemies) under the auspices of even a good despot
In antiquity ; though such a despot might at times usefully .
preserve the peace and cherish writers and artists. Here, then;
1S a sociological clue that should be followed. The re&sona,bla
inference seems to be that democratic conditions, other thlngs
being equal, tend most to elicit human faculty.

And where in modern times certain of the less democratic nations
may be said to have developed certain forms of culture more w1del
and energetically than do certain of the more democratic States—as
Germany her learned class, in comparison with France and Engl&n

the States in the matter of the higher fiction—it can easily be show n
(1) that these developments arise not in virtue of but in rea,ctm
against autocracy, and (2) that they were possible only in virtue of
the evocative influence of communities living more freely. Modern n
communities dlﬂ_"gr_ vitally from the ancient in that printing has

created a specles of intercourse which cverle&ps all political an
geogr&phm&l reatrmtmns S0 that a polltloally tyrannised commumt

2 T

R —

can yet receive and r_._espond 0 the ~stimulus of another. But th

R
= —

e e —

stimulus is s still indispensable. Thus the intellectual expansion 0
France after the death of Liouis XIV® drew germinally from th
culture of the England of the day; and that of Germany later in

in France. Given the cluster of independent States, each with its
court and its university, which made up the Germany of the perm&',
the Tevived spirit of free thought bore the more and the better frul
because of the multitude of the reactions involved in the c1rcum
stances. Hor the time, the slackened and lightened petty autocracies
counted for intellectual democracy, though even Kant was made to
feel the pressure of censorship. It was not regal or ducal rule th&
made Lessing or Herder or Schiller or Goethe: and it was not mere

1 The. questions of the previous expansmn under Richelieu and Mazarin, and of ﬂl
decay in the latter part of Liouis's reign, are discussed, apropos of the laissez-faire arg
ment of Buckle, in the author’s Buckle and his C‘ﬂttcs, pp. 324-39, -
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kingly encouragement that bred scholars like Hermann and Wachs-
muth and Buttmann and Bekker and Boeckh and Heeren and
'tfried Miller. The school of Tiibingen was the outcome of a
movement that proximately began in HEnglish Deism ; and even the
personal bias of Frederick counted for much less in the evolution
‘than the general contagion of Huropean debate. In the University
Berlin, organised after Jena, the inspiring principle was that of
intellectual freedom ; and the moving spirits took express pains to
guard against the tyranny of convention which they saw ruling in
;.-9 universities of England. For the rest, the production of a very
Jarge class of scholarly specialists in Germany was made possible
primarily by the number of universities set up in the days of
paratism, and secondarily by the absence of such economic condi-
tions (all resting on possession of coal and maritime situation)
as drew HKnglish energy predominantly to industry and commerce.
[t is true that if a democratic society to-day does not make express
economic provision for a scholarly and cultured class, it is likely to
lack such, because the leisured or idle class in all countries grows
less capable of, and less inclined to, such intellectual production as
__f confributed to the serious literature of England during the
nineteenth century. But such economic provision has been still
more necessary in monarchic communities. Finally, at every stage
Germany has been reacted upon by France and England; and it is
notable that while, in the last generation, under a strengthening

f i' .

nilifarism and imperialism, the number of trained German specialists
Was maintained, the number of Germans able to stir and lead
Suropean thought fell off.’

- In the same way the phenomenon of a group of great novelists
autocratic Russia of our own age i1s no fruit of autocracy,
3ave in the sense that autocratic government checks all other forms

.

riistic forms of writing which offer no disturbing social doctrine.

v P 5

And the artistic development itself is made possible only by the

- r
.
y

* An inferesting corroboration of the above general view was presented in an article
™ W6 state of German art in the Century Magazine for July, 1898. The writer thus
| .tbﬂq the position of German art under the Kaiser’s patronage: “Moved by the best
_ .r._ﬂntmns, the Emperor is not very successful in his efforts tio encourage art. They
°k 600 much of personal tastes and one-man power. Menzel is perhaps a favourite,
S8 because of his great Meissonnier-like skill in illustrations, but because he is the drafts-
an and painter of the period of Frederick the Great. The Emperor is really honouring
4 *'Ilm line rather than the artist when he covers him with rewards...... It is not by making
svschies for the Knackfusses to carry out that the Emperor will raise art in Prussia from
 Present stagnation, but by allowing the dangerous breath of liberty to blow through
ki world. The fine arts are under the drill-sergeant, and produce recruits who have
by ing except art in them. It is too much to say that this is the Emperor’s fault ; but
2 Jrue that so long as he insists upon running things artistic, no one else can, or will—
% Whe artists themselves least of all.”

3

ot eriticism of life, all liberal discussion, and so drives men back on
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culture previously or contemporaneously accumulated in other and *5;'.
freer communities, from whose mental life the cultivated Russian
draws his. It was to some extent a similar restrictive pressure that ﬁ;‘
specially developed the drama in France under the Third Emp:u:e.
Apart from the peculiar case of the Italian cities of the Rena,lssa,nﬁe,
discussed hereinafter, the most that can be said for the * tyrant” i f
modern Europe is that Richelieu and Colbert promoted science
France ; that the German principalities of the eighteenth century-i.
fostered music at their courts; that George III did much for Haﬂ:uflelI
in England ; and that the King of Bavaria did still more for Wagner
On the other hand, the system of national and municipal the&tresp
on the Continent was an essential adjunct even in this regard; a,nd, n ',
the mere comparative freedom accorded to the drama in Ehz:aul:neadshan:;l |
England, at a time when surplus intellectual energy lacked other
stimuli, sufficed to develop that art in one generation fo a deg :.-,Jr'
never so 8peed11y reached elsewhere, save in republican Athens. o
Where the  tyrant ’ is moat useful is in Such a civilisation as tha i

""

anarchy, and where on a basis of derived culture, he can protee
and rapidly further the useful arts and all manner of special studlea.f
But even he cannot command a great intellectual art, or an mwa,rdl
great literature." It will hardly be pretended that the freethinkin 41
which went on in Moslem Persia and Spain in the eighth and later
centuries was evoked by the Caliphs, though some of them for &
time protected it. The Ptolemies for a while fostered science
Alexandria ; but under Roman rule—surely as tyrannous—it died
out. And even under the Ptolemies science was a hothouse pla.n -!
which never throve in the open. i

It is clear, then, that first the rule of Alexander and hl
successors, and later the rule of Rome, over Greece and th
Gracised East, put a check on the intellectual forces there, &gam&
which there was no counteractive in existence. There remained no
other free communities whose culture could fecundate that_of th
Greek and other cities held in tutelage. ;"

SN A .?', .l'..

The city of Rhodes, which recovered its independence at tht -_ ,,
death of Alexander, and maintained its self-government do n;

e e e —

till the Roman per105f was, in point of fact, latterly distinguishe 35

e

for its art (Mahaffy, Greck Life an&%e&ght pp. 334-38), th ~
1,mg afresh the value of free life as an art stimulus ;{bu i
1tsf_p;ﬁ_-ﬁmumtlv commercial activity, as in the case of Connt

T'I

."I:'_ f'l 4

1 Cp. Mill, Liberty, ch. iii, People’s ed, p. 38.
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and as later in the case of Venice, kept it relatively undistin- P - anTealie -
guished in literature. Rich merchants commissioned pictures /s i 1’:_,

a,ntf statues, but not philosophies or books. Holm (Eng. trans. b5 un ~

iv, 492) calls Rhodes a seal of philosophy, etc., naming

Theophrastus and Hudemus. But they both studled and

settled at Athens.

From the whole history there emerges the demonstration of
what might reasonably be put a priori—that for a whole community,
‘once self- -governing, to acquiesce in an all-embracing foralgn
‘despotism meant the settling of lethargy on half of its mental life.'

What the thinkers left in Greece could do was to lend philosophic
1deas and method to the jurists at work on the problem of adapting
." sman law to the needs of a world-empire, and this was done to
“good purpose; but it was the last genuine task that the circum-
sbances permitted of. To discuss vitally the problems of politics
':‘; auld have meant challenging the despotism. There remained, 1t
""" s true, philosophy and the arts; and these were still cultivated ;
a they finally subsisted at the level of the spirit of a community
‘which felt itself degenerate from its past, and so grew soon hope-
lessly imitative. No important work, broadly speaking, can ever be
a lone save by men who, like the most gifted Greeks of the palmy
days (innovating in drama and improving on the science of the
relgner), feel themselves capable of equalling or ftranscending the
ast -"and that feeling seems to have become impossible alike for
7 students and the sculptors of Greece soon after the Macedonian
‘nquest or at least after the Roman. Plato and Pheidias, Aristotle
and Praxiteles, Alschylus and Epicurus, figured as heights of irre-
coverable achievement; and the pupillary generations brooded
_"= reamily over Plato or drew serenity from Epicurus as their bent
.' 3?, and produced statues of alien rulers, or of the deities of alien
)emples, where their ancestors had portrayed heroes for the cities
'- *u Gods for the shrines of Greece. Beneath the decadence of
1 there doubtless lay, not physiological decay, as is sometimes
nﬂely assumed, but a certain arrest of psychological development
i arrest which, as above suggested may be held ta have set In
When the life and culture of the ‘family women’ in the Greek
" _;__’ 1es began decisively to conform to the Asiatic standard, the men

1 ,
D, J E Mill’s analysis of “benevolent despotism” in ch.iii of his Representative

l
. . of. Maha.ﬂ':r (Greek Life and Thought, p.1192) attributes the same sense of superiority
H.I}mn of the period of the earlier successors of Alexander. This could well be, and
eeling would serve to inspire the great art works of the period in question. Cp.

ﬂ-ll (vii, 120) as to the sense of new growth set up by the commercial developments
thﬂ Alexandrian world. 56 e "
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cultivating the mind, while the women were concerned only with
the passive life of the body. In this one matter of the equal
treatment of the sexes Sparta transcended the practice of Athens,
her narrow intellectual life being at least the same for both; and to

this element of equilibrium was probably due her long maintenance
of vigour at the level of her ideal. |

[As, however, the Spartan women, whatever their training,
could not finally live the martial life of the men, the results of
their chiefly animal training were not exemplary. See the
question vivaciously discussed by De Pauw, Recherches philo-
sophiques sur les Grecs, 1787, ptie. iv, sect. x, § 1—a work
which confains many acute observations, as well as a good
many absurdities. The Spartan women, it appears, were in a
special degree carried away by the Bacchic frenzy. Aelian,
Var. Hist. iii, 42. Cp. Aristotle, Politics, 1, 9 (and other
testimonies cited by Hermann, Manual of the Political
Antiquities of Greece, § 27, 12), as to their general licence. ] 4

The arrested psychological development, it need hardly be &dded,f
would tend to mean not merely unoriginal thinking among those
who did think, but finally a, shrinkage of the small number of tho&é‘f
who cared greatly for thinking. Hven in the independent period,
the mental life of Greece drew perforce from a relatively small class
—chiefly the leisured middle class and the exceptional artificers or
slaves who, in a democratic community, could win culture b?
proving their fitness for it. Under the Roman rule the endowed_’;_
scholars (sophists) and artists alike would tend to minister to
Roman taste, and as that deteriorated its ministers would. Rome,
1t 1s easy to see, went the downward intellectual way in the imperia,l;
age with fatal certainty; and her subject States necessarily did =
likewise at their relative distance. Finally, when Christia,nit'jf-;j
became the religion of the Empire, all the sciences and all the
fine arts save architecture and metal-work were rapidly stupefied,
the Emperor vetoing free discussion in the fifth century, and ___,i“
Church laying the dead hand of convention on all such art as it
tolerated, even as the priesthood of Hgypt had done in their day.
It is positively startling to trace the decline of the fine arts after the
second century. On the arch of Constantine, at Rome, all the best -
sculpture is an appropriation from the older arch of Trajan : under the
first Christian emperor there are no artists capable of decently embel-
lishing his monument in the ancient metropolis. All the forms ol
higher faculty seem to have declined together; and as the decay prq"
ceeded the official hostility to all forms of free thought strengthene ,."
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[See Finlay, History of Greece, as cited, i, 284-85, as to the
veto on discussion by Theodosius. In the next century
Justinian suppressed the philosophic schools at Athens. Finlay,
in one passage (i, 221), speaks of them as nearly extinct before
suppression ; but elsewhere (pp. 277-81) he gives an entirely
contrary account. There are too many such contradictions in

his pages. Cp. Hertzberg, Geschichte Griechenlands seit dem
Absterben des antiken Lebens, 1876, i, 78-84.]

By the time of Constantine, even the coinage had come to look
_'.BTBE%: of a semi-barbarian State; and thought, of course, had
already stagnated when Christianity conquered the * educated
classes. But these classes themselves were speedily narrowed
nearly to those of the priests and the bureaucracy, save in so far
as commerce maintained some semi-leisure. Barbarian invasion and
imperial taxation combined in many districts to exterminate the
leisured and property-owning class. It is indeed an exaggera-
fion to say that “the labourer and the artisan alone could find
'-.a,d ...... and, with the extinction of the wealthy and educated
slasses, the local prejudices of the lower orders became the law of
society.”’ But the last clause is broadly true. In this society the
oriest, with his purely pietistic tastes and knowledge, became the
iype and source of culture.

- A cultured modern Greek apologist of the Byzantine Empire® has
anxiously sought to combine with the thesis that Christianity is a
Ising force, the unavoidable admission that Byzantine civilisation
@8 intellectually stationary for a thousand years. It is right that
very possible plea for that ill-famed civilisation should be carefully
itended to, even when it takes the form of reminding us® that after
il the sixth century produced Procopius and Agathias ; the seventh,
gorge of Pisidia; the eighth, John of Damascus ; the ninth,
Aotius ; and so on—one man or two per century who contrived
) e remembered without being annalised as emperor. Of rather
OI6 Importance is the item that Christian Constantinople at one
6, following Hgyptian and Roman precedent, improved on the
actice of heathen Athens, in that the women of the imperial court
id of the upper classes seem to have received a fair share of what

1.

fblire there was.! It ig further a matter of bare justice to note

gl Iﬂw. History of Greece, i,186. Cp. p. 185.
0" ikélas, Seven Hsgsays on Christian Greece, translated by the Marquess of Bute,

2 Work cited, p. 103,

ﬂ‘_.“itﬂds PD. 97-98; Finlay, History of Greece, iv, 851-52. That this was no
e El_nnuvatlon becomes clear when we compare the status of women in Egypt
on toerial Rome, Qp. Mahaffy, Greek Life and Thought, pp. 173-T4. And see his

World undey Roman Sway, p. 328, as to pre-Christian developments.
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that Byzantium had all along to maintain itself against the &ss&ults'}fi |
of Persia, of Islam, of barbarism, heathen and Christian, and afﬁ
Liatin Christendom. But there must all the same be made theﬁ
grieving admission that = We certainly do not find in the Byzantm& g
authors the same depth and originality which mark the anclent
writers whom they copied’”;' and that this imitation wa,s? |
unhappily the essential weakness of Byzantine literature.” Tha,t-.
is to say, the intelligence of the Christian Empire, like that of tha
Greece of the post-Macedonian and the Roman domination, laoked
back to pagan Athens as to an irrecoverable greatness. In tha
case, if we are to assume comparative equality of culture betwee ;,_
the sexes, there is no escape from the conclusion that Christianity
was 1n itself a force of fixation or paralysis, the subsequent counter iy
action of which in Europe was a result of many causes—of a,n 7
cause but the creed and lore itself. The creed, in fact, was a speeci ur
cause of isolation, and so of intellectual impoverishment. As was E
Well said by Gibbon, the mental paralysis of the Byzantines was
“ the natural effect of their solitary and insulated state.”” The 0
civilisation from which Byzantium might latterly have proﬁted—t
Saracen—was made tabu by creed, which was further the eflclen
cause of the sunderance of Byzantine and Italian life.
Had the external conditions, indeed, permitted of the 5’
tenance of the earlier manifold Empire of Constantine, the mere
conditions of social diversity which prepared the countless stmfes J’
speculative sects in Hgypt and Syria might have led to intellectu '_
progress, were it only by arousing in the more rational minds th
aversion to the madness of all the wrangling sects which we -m?v
in Procopius.” The disputes of the Christians were indeed the mosk
absurd that had ever been carried on in the Greek tongue; and *i’-
comparing the competing insanities it is hard to imagine how fro
among themselves they could have evoked any form of ra,tlolnl_!
thought. But as in Northern Europe in a later age, so in the
Byzantine Empire, the insensate strifes of fanatics, after exhaus
and decimating themselves, might have bred in a saner minoriw;
conviction of the futility of all wars of creed—rthis if only extem
peace could have been secured. But the attacks, first of Persia &
later of Islam, both determined religious enemies, with whom, '
Christian principles, there could be no fruitful intercourse, shﬂ
away all the outlying and diversified provinces, leaving to Byzantium

| l'

1 Bikélas, p. 104. y
2 Ch. 53, Bnhn ed. w, 233. Cp. Finlay, ii, 4, 217, as to the internal forces of rnutine i
8 De bello Gothico,i, 3. Cp. Gibbon, ch. 47, note, Bohn ed.v, 243; and Prof. ZB ¥
App. to his ed. of G1bbun iv, 516.
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_a,lly only ifs central and most homogeneous section, where the
‘power of the organised Church, backed by a monarchy bent on
iritua.l as on political unity, could easily withstand the slight forces
of intellectual variation that remained. The very misfortunes of the
Bmpire, connected as they were with so many destructive earth-
quakes and pestilences,’ would, on the familiar principle of Buckle,
deepen the hold of superstition on the general mind. On the other
“ and, the final Christianising of the Bulgarian and Slav populations
the north, while safeguarding the Empire there, yielded it only
the inferior and retarding culture-contact of a new pietistic bar-
barism, more childish in thought than itself. We can see the
fatality of the case when we contemplate the great effort of Leo the
Isaurian in the eighth century to put down image-worship by the
arm of the executive. No such effort could avail against the
nindless superstition of the ignorant mass, rich? and poor, on whom
the clerical majority relied for their existence. A Moslem conqueror,
with outside force to fall back upon, might have succeeded ; but Leo
was only shaking the bough on which he sat® It seems clear that
the Iconoclastic emperors were politically as well as intellectually
progressive in comparison with the orthodox party. The worshipped
images which they sought to suppress were artistically worthless,
ind they aimed at an elevation of the people. " If the Iconoclastic
eformers had had their way, perhaps the history of the agricultural
lasses would have been widely different. The abolition of the
rinciple which the first Christian emperors had adopted, of nailing
nen to the clod, was part of the programme which was carried out
¥ the Iconoclastic emperors and reversed by their successors.”*
hus did it come about that Christian Byzantium found the rigid
atellectual equilibrium in which it outlasted, at a lower level of
ental life, the Caliphate which sought its destruction, but only to

il finally before the more vigorous barbarism of the Turks.

f

r ,;1. : 3

g ainlay, History of Greece, i, 224-25; Gibbon, ch. 43, end.

. The degrading feature of the end of the seventh century......was the ignorant credulity
;_; %ﬂﬁ: érclasses ” (Bury, Hustory of the Later Empire, 11,387). Cp.Gibbon, ch. o4, Bohn

* Cp. Bury, as citeq, ii, 521. * Bury, App. 12 to ed. of Gibbon, v, 531,
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SARACENS

THE

WHILE Byzantine civilisation thus stagnated, the Saracen civi]isa;tid"
for a time actually gained by contact with if, inasmuch as Byzanti u-_:;,_'-
possessed, if it could not employ, the treasures of ald Hellenic scmn 3
and phi osophy. The fact that such a fructification of an .'1.
civilisation could take place while the transmitting community
showed no similar gain, is tolerably decisive as to (@) the constrlctl.
force of religious systems under certain conditions, and (b) the 1111]11
of the theory of race genius. Yet these very circumstances ha.
been made the ground of a preposterous impeachment of w
“ Somitic 7’ character in general, and of the Arab in particular. =
Concerning no race” save the Celtic has there been Ef:
unprofitable theorising than over the Semfsm One continenﬁ
specialist after another' has explained Semitic ~ faculty ” in terms
of Semitic experience, always to the effect that a nation has a geni
for becoming what it becomes, but only when it has become so, sine
what it does not do it has, by implication, no faculty for doing.” P:i
learned Spiegel, for instance, in his work on the antiquities of If
inexpensively accounts for the Jewish opposition to sculpture 4
matter of race taste,” without even asking how a practice to ‘WP
the race was averse had to be forbidden under heavy pea:m;lisw&;1 ol
why the same course was held in Aryan Persia. Connec u?if':..
sculpture with architecture, he pronounces the Semites averse b
that also; and as regards the undeniable buﬂdmg tendencies of r~§?-'
Babylonians, he argues that we know not ~ how far entirely ali
models were imitated by the Semites.” * Only for music '1
admit them to have any independent inclination; and their I&Gk
epos and drama as such is explained, not by the virtual inclusion j"
their epopees and early dramatic writings in their Sacred Books, & n

the later tabu on secular literature, but by primordial lack of ;1

_+.~ g

..a

1 Op. the author's eriticism of Dr. Pulszky, in Buckle and his Oﬂt-ms p. 509. |

2 Thus Milman decides that the Mahommedan civilisation is “the hlghﬂst it &
seem, attainable by the Asiatic type of mind” (Latin Christianity, 4th ed. ii, M)
in the century which was to witness the renascence of J apa.n

8 Erdnische Alterthumskunde, 1871, i, 387. 4 Id. p. 388.
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for epos and drama. The vast development of imaginative fiction in
 the Arabian Nights is credited bodily to the ‘‘ Indo-Germanic
~ aecount, because it has Hindu affinities, and took place in Persia ;
" and, of course, the Semites are denied a mythology, as by M. Renan,
" 10 question being raised as to what is redacted myth in the Sacred
" Books. For the rest, = the Semite ”’ is not fitted to shine in science,
" being in all his branches ‘ almost totally devoid of intellectual
-_ euriosity,”’ so that what philosophy and science he has are not ‘ his
- own ”’; and he is equally ill-fitted for politics, wherein, having no
. political idea save that of the family, he oscillates between *‘ unlimited
', despotlsm and complete anarchy.”® Apart from music, his one
specla,l faculty is for religion. !
Contempomry anti-Semitism may fairly be surmised to underlie

in part such performances in pseudo-sociology, which, taken by
themselves, set up a depressing suspicion that numbers of deeply
Jearned specialists contrive to spend a lifetime over studies in
‘departments of the history of civilisation without learning wherein
the process of civilisation consists. On Spiegel’s method—which is
at of Mommsen in dealing with the early culture-history of Rome
—the Germanic nations must be adjudged to be naturally devoid of
faculty for art, architecture, drama, philosophy, science, law, and 1 ok
;dar, since they had none of those things till they got them in the
_"ddle Ages through the reviving civilisation of the Mediterranean /
and France. And as the Greeks certainly received their first
f'f'fi' to philosophy and science through contact with the
survivals of the old Semitic civilisations in Ionia, they in turn
a be pronounced to have ‘' neither a philosophy nor a science
)t their own ”’; while the Spartans were no less clearly devmd of all
tdty for the epic and the drama. It is the method of Moliére’s
octors, with their virtus dormitivus of opium, applied to sociolagy
tTha method, nevertheless, is steadily popular, and is no less
ely applied to the phenomena of Arab retrogression than to those

lmPerfect development in the Semitic life of antiquity, with some

Ing results as regards consistency. Says a French medical
ter —

" There is no such thing as an original Arab medical science.
Arab medical science was a slavish imitation from the Greek.
~ And the same remark is true of all the sciences. The Arabs ‘
.~ have never heen inventors. They are enthusiasts, possessed |
~ With a passion for a;nythmg new, which renders their enthusiasm
itself evanescent. And in consequence of this incapacity for

1 Erdnische Alterthumskunde, p. 389.
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perseverance, they soon forgot the lessons in medical science
which they had once acquired from the Greeks, and have fallen g
back into a state of the most absolute ignorance.” :

The method by which Arab defects are here demonstrated irom
the arrest of Arab civilisation is a simple extension of that by which =
Spiegel demonstrates the original deficiencies of the ancient Semites,
and Mommsen the incapacity of the Latins to do what they did not._', :
do. A certain race or nation, having at one time attained a =
considerable degree of civilisation, and afterwards lost 1b, 1s held =
to have thus shown a collective incapacity for remembering wha,{-,’ﬁl
“it” or “ they ” had learned. The “ they ” here is the correlative of =
M. Taine’s * we’’—a pseud-entity, entirely self-determining a,nd,;:
strictly homogeneous. The racial misfortune is set down to a fault -l'j_
pervading the whole national character or intellect, and peculiar to it
in comparison with other national characters. Conditions count for:
nothing ; totality of inherited character, acting <nm vacuo, is at onee
the summary and the judgment. Anyone who has followed the
present argument with any assent thus far will at once grant théﬁ
futility of such doctrine. ° The Arabs” had neither more nor less

collective faculty of appreciation and oblivion than any other equally"

they had not an ‘ original medical science.” But neither have
other historical < they ”” ever had such. The Greeks certainly
not. The beginnings of medical knowledge for all mankind lay of
necessity in the primeval lore of the savage; and the nations which
carried it furthest in antiquity were just those who learned what
others had to give, and improved upon it. The Greeks must haﬂz"
learned from Asia, from Egypt,® from Pheenicia; and the Rom__f
learned from the Greeks. The Arabs, coming late into the sphere of
the higher civilisation, and crossing their stock in the Hast
those of Persia, in the West with the already much-mixed stoc
of Spain, passed quite as rapidly as the Greeks had done from the

stage of primitive thought in all things to one of comparative

.
Ll

1 Dr. Daremberg, writing on Cairo, “Impressions médicales,” in the Journal des
Débats, December 13, 1882, quoted by the K. Bikelas, as cited, tr. p. 100. Cp. Renans
language as to “1'esprit sémitique, sauns étendue, sans diversité, sans arts plastiques, sans

philosophis, sans mythologie, sans viée politique, sans “progrés” (Htudes d'histovre

s e

, 1862, D 0T .

2 This has been disputed; cp.Berdoe, Origin of the Healing Art,1893,p.72; Withington,
Medical History from the Earliest Times, 1894, pp. 21-22. Bub the Greeks could hardiy
have resorted to the Egyptians so much as they admittedly did for mathematical and
astronomical teaching in the early period without learning something of their medicine.
Cp. Berdoe, bk. ii, ch. i, and Kenrick, dncient Egypt, 1850, i, 345-48, as to Egyptian
medicine. The-passage in the O&ysse}_g, iv, 227-32, is decisive as to its repute 1n eatsy
%% Certainly it was stationary, like eéverything Hgyptian. “Wheuher the Indian and
gyptian medicine found “neue Bedeutung” in Greek hands, after the fresh contacss

made under Alexander, as is claimed by Droysen (Geschichte Alexanders des Grossen, o8
Aufl. pp. 367-68), is another question. I8

4
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I rationality as regards medicine and the exact sciences; and this not

" in virtue of any special " enthusiasm ”’ for new ideas, but by the
s narmal way of gradual collection of observations and reflection upon

" them, in communities kept alert by variety of intercourse, and
suﬁclently free on the side of the intellectual life. Such was the
gtate “of the Saracens in Persia and Spain in the ninth, tenth, and
eleventh centuries; and their social evolution before and after is all
" matter of natural sequence, not proceeding upon any peculiarity

" of collective character, but representing the normal reactions of
b " character at a given culture-stage in special political circumstances.

- What is peculiar to the Saracen civilisation is its sudden origin
(ta.kmg Islam as a history by itself)’ under conditions reached
eIBeWhere only as climax in a long evolution. The rise of Islam h&s\
the twofold aspect of a barbarian campaign of plunder and a crusade
ef fanaticism ; and though the prospect and the gettmg of plunder
‘were needed to ripen the fanaticism to full bloom,” the latter was /

‘ultimately a part of the cementing force that turned a horde into a
‘community. The great facilitating conditions for both were the
feeble centralised system maintained by the Ohrlstlamsed Empire,

e —

&nd the dlsmtegmtmg force of Christianity as a sectarian ferment.

- = x

-_*_ n BEgypt, for instance, the hatred between rival schools of Christian
eta.physw secured for the Arabs an unresisted entrance into
Alexandria.” It needed only a few generations of contact with
b gher culture in a richer environment to put the Saracens, as
g&rds art and science, very much on a level with the stagnating
yz&ntmes and where the latter, possessed of their scientific and
j;i" osophical classics, but imprisoned by their religion, made no
intellectual progress whatever, the former, on the same stimulus,
ql ogressed to a remarkable degree. There has been much dispute
_:{} to the exact measure of their achievements ; but three things are
'e&r (1) that they carried the mathematics of astronamy beyond
e point at which it had been left by the Greeks; (2) that they ;.% e

=

aid the foundations of chemistry; and (3) that they intelligently — ssiiiccals

2 — =

-,
1

led on surgery and medicine when the Byzantines, having early

e — e e

1 the Christian period destroyed the Asklepions, which were in

I-'.

” ! As to the inferred development of pre-Islamic civilisation in Arabia, see Deutsch,
' tﬁfﬁ_ﬂpﬁgm;gs pp. 91, 123, 124, 313, 314 ; and Noldeke, Sketches from Eastern Hwtﬂ?‘m
Tha first Iﬂlﬂ.mlﬁEH apart from the inner circle, were the least religious. See Renan,
aes d'histoire mhgmeus&, pp. 257-65; and Van Vloten, Recherches sur la domanation
ra » Amsterdam, 1894, pp. 1, 2, 4, 7. Noldeke (p. 15) speaks in the conventional way of
ne wnndarful intellectual outburst” which made possible the early triumphs ot Islam.
*4€ case is really on all fours with that of the French Rmrﬂlutmn— la earriére ouverte
Wi icialena." Cp. Milman, Latin Christianity, 4th ed. ii, 204, as to the readiness with
; the followers of Moseilama turned to Mahommedanism,
€e above, p. 97, note 1.



