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activities that wenp on within the temple precincts in ancient
times. There is a curious disposition among many modern
writers to deprecate priesthoods and to speak of priests as
though they had always been impostors and tricksters, preying
upon the simplicity of mankind. But, indeed, they were for
long the only writing class, the only reading public, the only .
learned and the only thinkers; they were all the professionail
‘classes of the time. You could have no intellectual life at all,
you could not get access to literature or any knowledge, except
through the priesthood. The temples were not only observa-
tories and libraries and clinics, they were museums and treasure-
houses. The original Periplus of Hanno hung in one temple
in Carthage, skins of his “gorillas” were hung and treasured in
another. Whatever there was of abiding worth in the life of
the community sheltered there.

Herodotus, the early Greek historian (485-425 1.0.), collected
most of his material from the priests of the countries in which
he travelled, and it is evident they met him generously and put
their very considerable resources completely at his disposal
Outside the temples the world was still & world of blankly
illiterate and unspeculative human beings, living from day to
day entirely for themselves. Moreover, there is little evidence
that the commonalty felt cheated by the priests, or had any-
thing but trust and affection for the early priesthoods. Even
the great conquerors of later times were anxious to keep them-
selves upon the right side of the priests of the nations and cities
whose obedience they desired, because of the immense popular
influence of these priests.

No doubt there were great differences between temple and
temple, and cult and cult, in the spirit and quality of the priest-
hood. Some probably were cruel, some vicious and greedy, .
many dull and doctrinaire, stupid with tradition, but it has to
be kept in mind that there were distinct limits to the degeneracy
or inefficiency of a priesthood. It had to keep its grip upon
the general mind. It could not go beyond what people would
stend—either towards the darkness or towards the light. Its
authority rested, in the end, on the persuasion that its activities
were propitious.

§4
King against Priest,

The earliest civilized governments were thus priestly govern-
ments. It was not kings and captains who first set men to the
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plough and & settled life. It was the ideas of the gods and
plenty, working with the acquiescence of common men. The
early rulers of Sumer we know were all priests, kings only because
they were chief priests. And priestly government had its own
weaknesses as well as its peculiar deep-rooted strength. The
. power of a priesthood is a power over their own people alone.
It is & subjugation through mysterious fears and hopes. The
priesthood can gather its people together for war, but its -
traditionalism and all its methods unfit it for military control
Against the enemy without, a priest-led people is feeble.
Moreover, & priest is & man vowed, trained, and consecrated,
" a man belonging to a special corps, and necessarily with an
intense esprit de corps. He has given up his life to his temple
and his god. This is a very excellent thing for the internal
vigour of his own priesthood, his own temple. He lives and dies
for the honour of his partioular god. But in the next town
or village is another temple with another god. It is his con-
stant preoccupation to keep his people from that god. Religious
cults and priesthoods are sectarian by nature; they will convert,
they will overcome, but they will never coalesce. Our first
perceptions of events in Sumer, in the dim uncertain light before
history began, is of priests and gods in conflict; until the Sumer-
jans were conquered by the Semites they were never united.
And the same incurable conflict of priesthoods scars all the
templé ruins of Egypt. It was impossible that it could have
been otherwise, having -regard to the elements out of which
religion arose.

In all the old world this state of affairs in which the priest
was entirely dominant had passed away twenty-five centuries
ago, but in America a primitive eacrificial priesthood was still

_to be found ruling an entire civilization as late as a thousand
years ago. This was in Central America and in Yucatan. In
Mexico the priestly people were under a monarchy very much
on the lines of the Babylonian monarchy, the temple and the
palace were side by side, so to speak; and in Peru there was &
divine monarch like the Pharaoh. But in the now vanished
Maya civilization which has left such wonderful ruins in the
forest jungles of South Mexico and the Isthmus states, the
priestly caste sustained a bloody and pedantio predominance.
Everywhere else in the world priesthoods passed their zenith
in due season and made room for other powers beside them,
but the Maya priesthood became at last an extreme development,
a last exaggerated caricature of the priestly system. They
elnborated and complicated their calendar until it became &
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maze of concealed observations, and they carried the ritual of
sacrifice to the very highest degree of sensuous excitement.
Their sculpture, very skilful and elaborate sculpture, is a record
of strange frustrations, with a touch of delirium in its decoration.

It was out of the two main weaknesses of all priesthoods
—namely, the incapacity for efficient military leadership and
their inevitable jealousy of all other religious cults—that the
power of secular kingship arose. The foreign ememy either
prevailed and set up a king over the people, or the priesthoods,
who would not give way to each other, set up a common fighting
captain, who retained more or less power in peace time. This
secular king developed a group of officials about him and began,
in relation to military organization, to take a share in the
administration of the people’s affairs. So, growing out of
priesteraft and beside the priest, the king, the protagonist of
the priest, appears upon the stage of human history, and a very .
large amount of the subsequent experiences of mankind is only
to be understood as an elaboration, complication, and distortion
of the struggle, unconscious or deliberate, between these two
systems of human control, the temple and the palace.

It was in the original centres of civilization that this an-
tagonism was most completely developed. The barbaric Aryan
peoples, who became ultimately the masters of all the ancient
civilizations of the Orient and of the western world, may never
have passed through a phase of temple rule on their way to
civilization; they came to civilization late; they found that
drama already half-played. They took over the ideas of both
temple and kingship, when those ideas were already elaborately
developed, from the more civilized Hamitic or Semitic peoples
they conquered. . .

The greater importance of the gods and the priests in thé
earlier history of the Mesopotamian civilization is very apparent,
but graduslly the palace won its way until it was at last in o
position to struggle definitely for the supreme power. At first,
in the story, the palace is ignorant and friendless in the face of
the temple; the priests alone read, the priests alone know, the
people are afraid of them. But in the dissensions of the various
cults comes the opportunity of the palace. From other cities,
from among captives, from defeated or suppressed religious
cults, the palace gets men who also can read and who can do
magic things. It can pit the stranger Moges against the native

icians The cgurt a.lso. becomes a centre of writing and
record; the king thinks for himself and becomes politic. Traders
and foreigners drift to the court, and if the king has not the full
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records and the finished scholarship of the priests, he has a wider
and fresher first-hand knowledge of many things, he is closer
to reality.

The priest comes into the temple when he is very young;

P e RLOOEN
et norn

he passes many years as a neophyte; the path of learning the
clumsy letters of primitive times is slow and toilsome; he becomes
erudite and prejudiced rather than & man of the world. Some
of the more a,?tive-mmt‘led young priests may even cast envious
eyes at the ku_lg’s service. There are many complications and
variations in this ages-long drama of the struggle going on beneath
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the outward conflicts of priest and king, between the made man
and the born man, between learning and originality, between
established knowledge and settled usage on the one hand, and
creative will and imagination on the other.

It is not always, as we shall find later, the priest who is the
conservative and unimaginative antagonist. Sometimes a king
struggles against narrow and obstructive priesthoods; some-
times priesthoods uphold the standards of civilization against
savage, egotistical, or reactionary kings.

One or two outstanding facts and incidents of the early
stages of this fundamental struggle in political affairs are all .
that we can note here between 4,000 B.0. and the days of
Alexander.

§5
How Bel-Mardulk Struggled against the Kings.

In the early days of Sumer and Akkadia the city-kings were
priests and medicine-men rather than kings, and it was only
when foreign conquerors sought to establish their hold in
relation to existing institutions that the distinction of priest
and king became definite. But the god of the priests remained
as the real overlord of the land and of priest and king alike.
He was the universal landlord; the wealth and authority of
his temples and establishments outshone those of the king.
Especially was this the case within the city walls. Hammurabi,
the founder of the first Babylonian empire, is one of the earlier
monarchs whom we find taking a firm grip upon the affairs of
the community. He does it with the utmost politeness to the
gods. In an inscription recording his irrigation work in Sumer
and Akkadia, he begins: “When Anu and Bel entrusted me.
with the rule of Sumer and Akkad——" We possess a code of
laws made by this same Hammurabi—it is the earliest known
code of law—and at the head of this code we see the figure of
Hammurabi receiving the law from its nominal Promuligator,
the god Shamash. .

Of an earlier date than this figure of Hammurabi is the
recently excavated stele from Ur which shows the Moon God
directing King Ur-Engur to build him a temple and assisting.
him in the operations. The king is the servant.

An act of great political importance in the conquest of any”
city was the carrying off of its god to become a subordinate in
the temple of its conqueror. This was far more important
than the subjugation of king by king. Merodach, the Baby- -
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lonian Jupiter, was carried off by the Elamites, and Babylon
did not feel independent until its return.

But sometimes a conqueror was afraid of the god he had con-
quered. 1In the collection of letters addressed to Amenophis III
and IV at Tell-el-Amarna in Egypt, to which allusion has already
been made, is one from a certain king, Tushratta, King of Mitani,
who has conquered Assyria and taken the statue of the goddess
Ishtar. Apparently he has sent this statue into Egypt, partly.
to acknowledge the overlordship of Amenophis, but partly
because he fears her anger. (Winckler.) In the Bible is related
: (I Sam. v, 1) how the Ark of the Covenant of the God of the
" Hebrews was carried off by the Philistines, as a token of con-
quest into the temple of the fish-god Dagon at Ashdod, and
how Dagon fell down and was broken, and how the people of
. Ashdod were smitten with disease. In the latter story par-

ticularly, the gods and priests fill the scene; there is no king
. in evidence at all. '
' Right through the history of the Babylonian and Assyrian
empires no monarch seems to have felt his tenure of power
seocure in Babylon until he had “taken the hand of Bel”—that
is to say, that he had been adopted by the priesthood of “Bel”
as the god’s son and representutive. As our knowledge of
Assyrian and Babylonian history grows clearer, it becomes
plainer that the politics of that world, the revolutions, usurpa-
tions, changes of dynasty, intrigues with foreign powers, turned
largely upon issues between the great wealthy priesthoods and
the growing but still inadequate power of the monarchy. The
king relied on his army, and this was usually a mercenary army
of foreigners, speedily mutinous if there was no pay or plunder,
and easily bribed. We have already noted the name of
.. Sennacherib, the son of Sargon II, among the monarchs of the
Assyrian Empire. Sennacherib was involved in a violent quarrel
with the priesthood of Babylon; he never “took the hand of
Bel”; and finally struck at that power by destroying altogether
the holy part of the city of Babylon (691 B.0.) and removing
the statue of Bel-Marduk to Assyria, He was assassinated by
one of his sons, and his successor, Esar-haddon (his son, but not
the son who was his assassin), found it expedient to restore
. Bel-Marduk and rebuild his temple, and make his peace with
the god.

Assurbanipal (Greek, Sardanapalus), the son of this Esar-
haddon, is & particularly interesting figure from this point of
view of the relq.tlonshxp (_)f priesthood and king. His father's
reconciliation with the priests of Bel-Marduk went so far thet
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Sardanapalus was given a Babylonian instead of a military
Assyrian education. He became a great collector of the clay
documents of the past, and his library, which has been unearthed,
. is now the most precious source of historical material in the
world. But for all his learning he kept his grip on the Assyrian
army; he made & temporary conquest of Xgypt; suppressed s
rebellion in Babylon, and carried out & number of successful
- expeditions. He was almost the last of the Assyrian monarchs.
. The Aryan tribes, who knew more of war than of priestcraft,
and particularly the Scythians, the Medes and Persians, had
long been pressing upon Assyrie from the north and north-east.
The Medes and Persians formed an alliance with the nomadic
Semitic Chaldeans of the south for the joint undoing of Assyria.
Nineveh, the Assyrian capital, fell to these Aryans in 606 B.C.
Sixty-seven years after the taking of Nineveh by the Aryans,.
which left Babylonia to the Semitic Chaldeans, the last monarch
of the Chaldean Empire (the Second Babylonian Empire),
Nabonidus, the father of Belshazzar, was overthrown by Cyrus, -
the Persian. This Nabonidus, again, was a highly educated
monarch, who brought far too much intelligence and imagination
and not enough of the short-range wisdom of this world to
affairs of state. He conducted antiquarian researches, and
to his researches it is that we owe the date of 3,750 B.0. assigned
to Sargon I and still accepted by many authorities. He was
proud of this determination, and left inscriptions to record it.
It is clear he was a religious innovator; he built and rearranged
temples and attempted to centralize religion in Babylon by
bringing & number of local gods to the temple of Bel-Mardulk,
No doubt he realized the weakness and disunion of his empire
due to these conflicting cults, and had some conception of
unification in his mind. _ .
Events were marching too rapidly for any such development.
His innovation had manifestly raised the suspicion and hostility
of the priesthood of Bel. They sided with the Persians. ““The
eoldiers of Cyrus entered Babylon without fighting.” Nabo-
nidus was taken prisoner, and Persien sentinels were set at the
gates of the temple of Bel, “where the services continued
without intermission.” the Persian o
Cyrus did, in fact, set up the Persian Empire in Babylon with
the blessing of Bel-Marduk. He gratified the con{semtive
instincts of the priests by packing off the local gods back to
their ancestral temples. He also restored the Jews to Jerusalem.
These were merely matters of immediate policy to him. But
in bringing in the irreligious Aryans, the ancient priesthood was
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ing too highly for the continuation of its temple services.
i): ﬁtgﬂd havegbe)e'n wiser to have dealt with the innovations of
Nabonidus, that earnest heretic, to have listened to his ideas,
and to have met the needs of a changing world. Cyrus entered .
Babylon 539 B.0.; by 521 B.0. Babylon was in insqrrectlon
again, and in 520 B.0. another Persian monarch, Danqs, was
pulling down her walls. Within two hundred years the life had
altogether gone out of those venerable rituals of Bel-Marduk,
and the temple of Bel-Marduk was being used by builders .
a8 & quarry. ' '

§6
The God-Kings of Egypt,

The story of priest and king in Egypt is similar to, but by
- no means parallel with, that of Babylonia. The kings of Sumer
and Assyria were priests who had become kings; they were
secularized priests. The Pharaoh of Egypt does not appear to
~ have followed precisely that line. Already in the very oldest
. records the Pharach has & power and an importance exceeding
that of any priest. He is, in fact, & god, And more than either
priest or king, .

We do not know how he got to that position. No monarch
i)f Sumer or Bal‘;{é

S onia or Assyria co
T have induoed his
Fu I people to do for him
what the great
pyramid-building
Pharaohs of the IVth
Dynasty made their
people do in those
vast erections. The
earlier Pharaohs were
not improbably
regarded as incarna-
tions of the dominant
god. The falcon god
Horussits behind the
head of the great
statue of Chephren.
So late a monarch
{ a8 Ramoeses I11
(XXth Dynasty) is
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represented” upon his sarcophagus (now at Cambridge) bearing
the distinctive symbols of the three great gods of the Egyptian
system. He carries the two sceptres of Osiris, the god of Day
. and Resurrection ; upon his head are the horns of the cow goddess
Hathor, and also the sun ball and feathers of Ammon Ra. He
is not merely wearing the symbols of these gods as a devout
Babylonian might wear the symbols of Bel-Marduk; he ¢s these
three gods in one.
The student will find much more in Sir J. G. Frazer’s Golder
Bough about the ancient use of human beings as well as statues
to represent gods. Here we have merely to point to an apparent

—

’Rcll'd’m' the s 71.1.51.:.: at
Cambridge). % &Large.

INSCRIPTION (ROUND THE EDGES OF COVER) AS PAR AS

DECIPHERABLE;
**Osiris, King of Upper and Lower Egypt, lord of tLe two
countries . , , son of the Sun, beloved of the gods, lord of

diadems, Rameses, prince of Heliopolis, trig

in the condition of a god, thou shalt arise f:;’){?:rtlth‘grl;o; a::
enemy to thee, I give to thee triumph among ‘them. . . .
BupaE, Catalogue, Egyptian Collection, Pitzwilliam Museum,
Cambridge.
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difference of idea between.the Asiatio and African ‘monarchies
in this respect. -

We find also & number of sculptures and Ppaintings to enforce
the idea that the Pharaohs were the actual sons of gods. The,
divine fathering and birth of Amenophis III, for instance (of
the XVIITth Dynasty), is displayed in extraordinary detail
in & series of sculptures at Luxor, Moreover, it was held that
the Pharaohs, being of so divine a strain, could not marry
common clay, and consequently they were acoustomed to marry -
blood relations within the degrees of consanguinity now pro- -
hibited, even~marrying their sisters. '

The struggle between palace and temple came into Egyptian
- bistory, therefore, at a different angle from that at which it
-.-came into Babylonia. Nevertheless, it came in. Professor

"Maspero (in his New Light on Ancient Egypt) gives a very
interesting account of the struggle of Amenophis IV with the
[priesthoods, and partioularly with priests of the great god,
“Ammon Ra, Lord of Karnajs, :

~ . The mother of Amenophis IV was not of the racs of Pharaoh:
it would seem that his father, Amenophis IIT, made a Jove match
- with a subject, a beautiful Syrian named Tii, and Professor
Maspero finds in the possible opposition to and annoyance of
this queen by the priests of Ammon Ra the beginnings of the
quarrel. She may, he thinks, have inspired her son with &
fanatical hatred of Ammon Ra. But Amenophis IV may have
had a wider view. Like the Babylonian Nebonidus, who lived
& thousand years later, he may have had in mind the problem
. “of moral unity in his empire. We have already noted that

Amenophis III ruled from Ethiopia to the Euphrates, and
that the store of le_tters to himself and his son found at Tell-el-
terest and influence. At any
rate, Amenophis IV set himself to close all the Egyptian and
Syrian temples, to put an end to all sectarian worship throughout
his dominions, and to establish everywhere the worship of one
god, Aton, the solar disk. He left his capital, Thebes, which
was even more the city of Ammon Ra than later Babylon was
the city of Bel-Marduk, and set up his capital at Tell-el-Amarna;
he altered his name from “Amenophis,” which congecrated
him to Ammon (Amen), to “Akhnaton,” the Sun’s Glory; and
he held his own agninst all the priesthoods of his empi
eighteen years and died a Pharaoh.

Opinions upon Amenophis IV, op Akhnaton, differ very
widely. There are those who regard him ag the creature of his
mother’s hatred of Ammon and the uxorious spouse of a beautiful
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[basedmthzcastfatrmn ; & f}l.eJcmmFs in the

wife. Certainly he loved his wife very passionately; he showed
her great honour—Egypt honoured women, and was ruled at
different times by scveral queens—and he was sculptured in
once instance with his wife seated upon his knees, and in another
in the act of kissing her in a chariot; but men who live under
the sway of their womenkind do not sustain great empires in
the face of the bitter hostility of the most influential organized
bodies in their realm. Others write of him as a “gloomy fanatic.”
Matrimonial bliss is rare in the cases of gloomy fanatics. I
is much more reasonable to regard hlm. as the Pharaoh who
refused to be a god. It is not simply his religious policy and
his frank display of natural affection that seem to mark a strong
and very original personality. His ®sthetic ideas were his own.
He refused to have his portrait conventionalized into the cus-
tomary smooth beauty of the Pharaoh god, and his face looks
out at us across an interval of thirty-three centuries, & man
amidst ranks of divine insipidities,
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A reign of eighteen years was not long enough for the revo-
lution he contemplated, and his son-in-law who succeeded him
went back to Thebes and made his peace with Ammon Ra.
He was one of the last three monarchs of the XVIIIth Dynasty,.
8 trio which included the Pharach Tut-ankh-amen about whom
so much fuss has been made in recent years. He was an in-
conspicuous youth who was married to Akhnaton’s daughter,
and heiress, and he seems to have been entirely in the hands
of the priests of Ammon. Either he died young or he was pub
out of the way. But it Lappens that his fomb was almost the
only tomb of a Pharaoh that was not subsequently broken into
and plundered. It survived intact until our own time, Then
it was opened and explored, with a journalistic uproar quite
out of proportion to its historical importance. The XVIIIth

. Dynasty ended soon after the passing of Tut-ankh-amen, and
“the X1Xth, founded by Haremhab, became one of the most
brilliant and glorious of all the Egyptian Dynasties.

To the very end of the story the divinity of kings haunted
the Egyptian mind, and infected the thoughts of other races.
When Alexander the Great reached Babylon, the prestige of
Bel-Marduk was already far gone in decay, but in Egypt Ammon
Ra was still god enough to make a snob of the conquering
Grecian. The priests of Ammon Ra, about the time of the
XVIIIth or XIXth Dynasty (circa 1,400 B.0.), had set up in an
ovasis of the desert a temple and oracle, Here was an image o
the god which could speak, move its head, and accept or reject
scrolls of inquiry. This oracle was still flourishing in 332 B.0.
The young master of the world, it is related, made a special -
journey to visit it; he came into the sanctuary, and the image
advanced out of the darkness at the back to meet him,

There was an impressive exchenge of salutations, Some
such formuls as this must have been used (says Professor
Maspero):

“Come, son of my loins, who loves me so that, I give thee
the royalty of Ra and the royalty of Horus! I give thee valiance,
I give thee to hold all countries and all religions under thy fest;

I give thee to strike all the peoples united together with thy
arm!”
So it was that the priests of Egypt conquered thelr

¢ TOr
and an Aryan monarch first became a god, onquerch
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< . §7
- Shi Hwang-ti Destroys the Books.

The struggle of the priest and king in China cannot be dis-

cussed here at any length. It was different again, as in Egypt
it was different from Babylonia, but we find the same effort on
the part of the ruler to break up tradition because it divides
up the people. The Chinese Emperor, the “Son of Heaven,”
was himself a high priest, and his chief duty was sacrificial;
in the more disorderly phases of Chinese history he ceases to
rule and continues only to sacrifice. This survived down to
recent times. It is only a few years ago that the custom fell
into disuse by which it was the duty of the emperor to begin
the ploughing of the soil with his own hand every spring. The
literary class was detached from the priestly class at an early
date. It became a bureaucratic body serving the local kings and
rulers. That is a fundamental difference between the history
of China and any Western history. '
. While Alexander was overrunning Western Asia, China,
under the last priest-emperors of the Chow Dynasty, was sinking
into a state of great disorder. Eaeh province clung to its
separate nationality and traditions, and the Huns spread from
province to province. The King of T’sin (who lived about
elghty years after Alexander the Great), impressed by the
nischief tradition was doing in the land, resolved to destroy’
the entire Chinese literature; and his son, Shi Hwang-ti, the
“first universal Emperor,” made a strenuous attempt to seek
out and destroy all the existing classics. They vanished while
he ruled, and he ruled without tradition, and welded China
into a unity that endured for some centuries; but when he had
passed, the hidden books crept out again.

China remained united, though not under his descendants.
After a civil war a fresh dynasty, the Han Dynasty (206 B.c.),
came into power. The first Han monarch did not sustain the
campaign of Shi Hwang-ti against the literati, and his successor
made his peace with them and restored the text of the classics.
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WE have been sketching in the last four chapters the growth of
civilized states out of the primitive Neolithio agriculture that
- bégan somewhere in or about the Eastern Mediterranean perhaps

15,000 years ago.

It was at first horticulture rather than

agrioulture; it was done with the hoe before the plough, and
at first it was quite supplementary to the hunting and the sheep,
goat and cattle tending that made the “living™ of the family

tribe.

We have traced the broad outlines of the development in
regions of exceptional fruitfulness of the first settled village
communities into more populous towns and cities, and the
growth of the village shrine and the village medicine-man into
the city temple and the city priesthood. We have noticed the
beginnings of organized war, first as a bickering between villages,

and then as a more disciplined struggle between ¢
king and god of one city and those of another,

he priest-
Our story

has passed on with a gathering repidity from the first indicatijons
of conquest and empire in Sumer, 5,000 or 6,000 B.0., to the
spectacle of great empires growing up, with roads and armies,
with inseriptions and written documents, with educated priest-

hoods and kings and rulers sustained
We have seen Egypt following the same course. We

ancient.

by a tradition already
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have traced in broad outl.irz_e the appearance and conflicts and
replacements of these empires of the great rivers. 1We have
directed attention, in particular, to the evidences of still wider
political ideas betrayed in the actions and utterances of such
men as Nabonidus and Amenophis IV. It has been an outline
of the accumulations of human experience for ten or fifteen
thousand years, a vast space of time in comparison with all
subsequent history, but a brief period when we measure it
against the succession of endless generations that intervenes
between us and the first flint-using human creatures of the
Pleistocene dawn. But for these last four chapters we have
been writing almost entirely not about mankind generally,
but only about the men who thought, the men who could draw
and read and write, the men who were altering their world. -
Beneath their activities what was the life of the mute multitude?

The life of the common man was, of course, affected and
changed by these things, just as the lives of the domestic animals
and the face of the cultivated country were changed; but for
the most part it was a change suffered, and not & change in which
the common man upon the land had any voice or will. Reading
and writing were not yet for the likes of him. He went on
cultivating his patch, loving his wife and children, beating his
dog and tending his beasts, grumbling at hard times, fearing
the increasing magio of the priests and the growing power of
the gods, desiring little more except to be left alone by the
powers above him,

So he was in 10,000 B.C.; so he was, unchanged in nature
and outlook, in the time of Alexander the Great; so over the -
greater part of the world he remains to-day. He got rather
better tools, better seeds, better methods, & slightly sounder
shelter, he bartered his produce in a more organized market
a8 civilization progressed. But a certain freedom and a certain
equality passed out of human life when men ceased to wander.
Men paid in liberty and they paid in toil, for safety, shelter,
and regular meals. By imperceptible degrees the common man
found the patch he cultivated was not his own; it belonged
to the god; and he had to pay a fraction of his produce to the
God. Or the god had given it to the king, who exacted his rent
and tax. Or the king had given it to an official, who was the
lord of the common man. - And sometimes the god or the king
or the noble had work to be done, and then the common man
had to leave his patch and work for his master.

How far the patch he cultivated was his own was never very
clear to him. In ancient Assyrias the land seems to have beea
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held as a sort of freehold, and the ogcupier paid taxes; in Baby-
lonia the land was the god’s, and he permitted the cultivator
to work thereon. In Egypt the temples or Pharaoh-the-god or
the nobles under Pharaoh were the owners and rent receivers.
But the cultivator was not a slave; he was a peasant, and only
bound to the land in so far that there was nothing else for him
to do but cultivate, and nowhere else for him to go. He lived
in & village or town, and went out to his work. The village,
to begin with, was often merely a big household of related people
under @ patrinrch headman, the early town a group of house-
holders under its elders.

There was & process of enslavement as civilization grew; the
headmen and leaderly men grew in power and authority, and
the common man did not keep pace with them; he fell by
imp>reeptible degrees into a tradition of dependence and
subordination.

On the whole, the common men were fairly content to live
under lord or king or god and obey their bidding. It was safer.
1t was easier. All animals—and man is no exception—begin
life as dependants. Mest men never shake themselves loose
from the desire for leading and protection. Most men accept
guch conditions as they are born to, without further question.

In Breasted's Religion and Thought in Ancient Egypt, he
gives various stories and passages to show that before 2,000 B.0.
there was social discontent, but it was & naive unrevolutionary
discontent. There are complaints that men are treacherous
and that judges are unjust. Rich men are capricious and
* -exaoting and do not pity and help the poor. There are quarrels

about the scale of payment, and strikes against bad food and
harsh conditions. But there is mo question of the right of
Pharaoh to rule nor of .the righteousness of riches. There is
no challenge to the social order; never do the complaints
materialize in action.

§2
The Earliest Slaves.

The earlier wars did not involve remote or prolonged cam-
peigus, and they were waged by levies of the common people.
‘But war brought in a new source of possessions, plunder, and &
new social factor, the captive. In the earlier, nomadic times,
the captive man was kept only to be tortured or sacrificed t0
the victorious god; the captive women and children were
assimilated into the tribe. Nomads have little use for slaves-
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But later many captives were spared to be slaves because they
had exceptional gifts or peculiar arts. It would be the kings
snd captains who would take these slaves at first—and it would
speedily become apparent to them that these men were much
more their own than were the peasant cultivators and common
mon of their own race. The slave could be commanded to do
sll sorts of things for his master that the quasi-free common
man would not do so willingly because of his attachment to
his own patch of cultivation. The slave could be used for mass
labour, for making embankments or working mines.

From a very early period the artificer was often a household
elave, 'The manufacture of trade goods, pottery, textiles, metal
ware, and so forth, such as went on vigorously in the housshold

Sgyptian peasants scized for non-payment of taxes... (Pyramid Age)

city of the Minos of Cnossos, was probably a slave industry
from the beginning. Sayce, in his Babylonians and Assyrians, .
quotes Babylonian agrecments for the teaching of trades to’
slaves, and dealing with the exploitation of slave products.
Slaves produced slave children, enslavement in discharge of
debts added to the slave population; it is probable that as the
cities grew larger, a larger part of the new popuiation consisted
of these slave artificers and slave servants in the large house-
holds. They were by no means abject slaves; in later Babylon
their lives and property were protected by elaborate laws, Nor
were they all war captives. FParents might sell their children
into slavery, and brothers their orphan sisters, Free men who
kad no means of livelihood would even sell themselves into
slavery. And slavery was the fate of the insolvent debtor.,
Craft apprenticeship, again, Was a sort of fixed-term slavery.
Out of the slave population, by a converse process, arose
the freed-man and fl.‘eed:WO.m‘a,n’ who worked for wages and
bad still more definite individual rights. Since in Babylon
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slaves could themselves own property, many slaves saved up
and bought their freedom. Probably the town slave was often
better off and practically as free as the cultivator of the soil,
and as the rural population increased, its sons and daughters
came to mix with and swell the growing ranks of artificers,
gome bond, some free.

. As the extent and complexity of government increased,
the number of households multiplied. Under the king’s house-
hold grew up the households of his great ministers and officials,
under the temple grew up the personal households of temple
functionaries; it is not difficult to realize how houses and patches
of land would become more and more distinctly the property
of the occupiers, and more and more definitely alienated from
the original owner-god. The earlier empires in Egypt and China
both passed into a feudal stage, in which families, originally
official, became for a time independent noble families. In the
later stages of Babylonian civilization we find an incressing
propertied class of people appearing in the social structure,
neither slaves nor peasants nor priests nor officials, but widows .
end descendants of such people, or successful traders and the
like, and all masterless folk.

Traders came in from the outside. Babylon was full of
Aramean traders, who had great establishments, with slaves,
freedmen, employees of all sorts. (Their bookkeeping was 8
gerious undertaking in e civilization without paper. It in-
volved storing a great multitude of earthenware tablets in huge
earthenware jars.) Upon this gathering mixture of more of
" less free and detached people would live other people, traders,

merchants, small dealers, catering for their needs. Sayce gives
the particulars of an agreement for the setting up and stocking
of & tavern and beerhouse, for example. The passer-by, the
wan who happened to be about, had come into existence,

The least kindly aspect of slavery has always been gang
elavery. If it did not figure very largely in the ancient cities,
it was very much in evidence elscwhere. The king was, to
begin with, the chief entrepreneur. He made the capals and
organized the irrigation (e.g. Hammurabi’s enterprises noted in
the previous chapter). He exploited mines. He seems (ab
Cnossos, e.g.) to have organized manufactures for export. The
Pharaohs of the Ist Dynasty were alrcady working the copper
end turquoise mines in the peninsuls of Sinai. For many suo
purposes gangs of natives were cheaper and far more controlleble
than levies of the king’s own people.

From an ecarly period, too, captives have tugged the oar8
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of the galleys, though Torr (dncient Ships) notes that up to
the age of Pericles (450 B.0.) the free Athenians were not above
this task. And the monarch also found slaves convenient for
his military expeditions. They were uprooted men; they did
not fret to go home, becpuse they had no homes to go to. The
. Pharaohs hunted slaves in Nubia, in order to have black troops
for their Syrian expeditions. Closely allied to such slaves-were
the mercenary barbaric troops the monarchs caught into their
service, not by positive compulsion, but by the bribes of food
and plunder and under the pressure of need. As the old civiliza-
tion developed, these mercenary armies replaced the national
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Brawl among boatmen...(From tomb of Ptah-hetep —~Pyramid gz ).

lovies of the old order more and more, and servile gang labour
became a more and more important and significant factor in
the economic system. From mines and canal and wall-buildin 4,
the servile gang spread into cultivation. Nobles and temples

sdopted the gang-slave system for their estates. Plantation

angs began to oust the patoh ocultivation of the labourer serf
ign tie case of some staple products.

§3 | .
The First “ Independent” Persons,

So we trace the development of the simple social structure
of the early Sumerian cities to the multitude of individuals
varying in race, tradition, education, and function, varying in
wealth, freedom, authority, and usefulness, in the great cities
of the last thousand years B.0. The most notable thing of all
is the gradual incrense amidst this heterogeneous multitude of
what we may oall free éndividuals, detached persons who are
neither priests, nor kings, nor officials, nor gerfs, nor slaves,
who are under no great pressure to work, who have timo to
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