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it, but out of this phase they passed by a process of coalescence
into kingdoms and empires.” But to the very end of their inde-
pendent history the Greeks did not coalesce. Commonly, this is
aseribed to the geographical conditions under which they lived.
Greece i8 a country cut up into a multitude of valleys by moun-
tain masses and arms of the sea that render intercommunication
difficult; so difficult that few cities were able to hold many of the : :
others in subjection for any length of time. Moreover, many -

Greek cities were on islands and scattered along remote coasts.
To the end the largest city states of Greece remained smaller
than many English counties; and some had an area of only &
few square miles. Athens, one of the largest of the Greek cities,
at the climax of its power had & population of perhaps a third of
& million. Few other Greek citics exceeded 50,000. Of this

number, half or more were slaves and strangers, and two-thirds
of the free body women and children

: §3 '
Monarchy, Aristocracy, and Democracy in Gréece.

. The government of these city states varied very widely in
ite nature. As they settled down after their conquests the Greeks
retained for a time the rule of their kings, but these kingdoms
drifted back more and more to the rule of the aristocratio class.
In Sparta (Lacedemon) kings were still distinguished in the .
. sixth gentury B.0. The Lacedemonians had & ourious system
- of- & double kingship; two kings, drawn from different royal -

families, ruled together. . TR

But most of the Greek oity states had become aristocratio .
republics lohg before the sixth century. .
tendenoy towards slackness and inefficiency in most families that
rule by hereditary right; sooner or later they decline; and as the

known a8 oligarchy—in opposition to aristocracy—though,
striot,ly, the term oligarchy ( = government by the f{w) ShOIglld
inolil:lle hereditary aristocracy as a special cage,

many cities persons of exce tional energy, taking advan-
tage of some social conflict or lp i . g ad
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informal power are called bosses. In Greece they were .éalled
tyrants. But the tyrent was rather more than a boss; he was
recognized as & monarch, and claimed the authority of 2 monarch.
The modern boss, on the other hand, shelters behind legal forms
which he has “got hold of”” and uses for his own ends. Tyrants
were distinguished from kings, who claimed some sort of right,
'some family priority, for example, to rule. They were supported,
perhaps, by the poorer class with & grievance; Peisistratus, for
example, who was tyrant of Athens, with two intervals of exile,
between 560 and 527 B.0., was supported by the poverty-stricken
Athenian hillmen. Sometimes, as in Greek Sicily, the tyrant
stood for the rich against the poor. When, later on, the Persians
began to subjugate the Greek cities of Asia Minor, they set up
pro-Persian tyrants. :

Aristotle, the great philosophical teacher, who was born
under the hereditary Macedonian monarchy, and who was for
gome years tutor to the king’s son, distinguishes in his Politics
between kings who ruled by an admitted and inherent right;
such as the.king of Macedonia, whom he served, and tyrants
who ruled without the consent of the governed. As a matter
of fact, it is hard to conceive of & tyrant ruling without the con-
gent of many, and the active participation of a substantial
number of his subjects; and the devotion and unselfishness of .
your “true kings” has been known to rouse resentment and
questioning. Aristotle was also able to say that while the king
ruled for the good of the state, the tyrant ruled for his owngdod.

“Upon this point, as in his ability to regard slavery as a natural °
. thing and to consider women unfit for freedom and political
. rights, Aristotle was in harmony with the trend of events about

A third form of government that prevailed increasingly in
" Greece in the sixth, fifth, and fourth centuries B.0. was known
as democracy. As the modern world nowadays is constantly
talking of democracy, and as the modern idea of democracy is
something widely different from the democracy of the Greek
city states, it will be well to be very explicit upon the meaning
of democracy in- Greece. Democracy then was government by
the commonalty, the Demos; it was government by the whole
body ‘of the citizens, by the meny as distinguished from the
few. But let the modern reader mark that word *“citizen.”
The slave was excluded, the freedman was excluded, the stra-ngé;‘-‘ﬁ
even the Greek born in the city, whose father had ,come eighﬁ!'?fbf\
ten miles from the city beyond the headland, was excluded.
The earlier democracies (but not all) demanded a property quali-
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fication from the citizen, and property in those days was land;
this was subsequently relaxed, but the modern reader will grasp
that here was something very different from modern democracy.
At the end of the fifth century B.o. this property qualification had
been abolished in Athens, for example; but Pericles, a greab
Athenian statesman of whom we shall have more to tell later, .
had established & law (451 B.0.) restricting citizenship to those-
who could establish Athenian descent on both sides. Thus,
in the Greek democracies quite as much as in the oligarchies,
the citizens formed a close corporation, ruling sometimes, as in
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the case of Athens in its great days, a big population of slaves
and ““outlanders.” ' ’ '
A modern politician used to the idea, the entirely new and
different idea, that democracy in its perfected form means that
every adult man and woman shell have a voice in the govern- .
ment, would, if suddenly spirited back to the extremist Greek-
democracy, regard it as a kind of oligarchy. The only resl
difference between a Greek “oligarchy” and & Greek democracy
was that in the former the poorer and less important citizens
had'no voice in the government, and in the latter every citizen
had. Aristotle, in his Politics, betrays very clearly the practical
outcome of this difference. Taxation sat lightly on the rich in
the oligarchies; the democracies, on the other hand, taxed the
rich, and generally paid the impecunious citizen g maintenance
allowance and special fees. In Athens fees were paid to citizens
even for attending the general assembly. But the generality
of people outside the happy order of citizeng worked and did
what they were told; and if one desired the protection of the law,
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one sought & citizen to plead for one. For only the citizen hed
any standing in the law courts. The modern idea, that an'\}'one
in the state should be a citizen, would have shocked the privileged
democrats of Athens profoundly. ~

One obvious result of this monopolization of the state by the
class of citizens was that the patriotism of these privileged people
took an intense and narrow form. They would form alliances
but never coalesce with other city states. That would have
obliterated every advantage by which they lived. The narrow
geographical limits of these Greek states added to the intensity
of their feeling. A man’s love for his country was reinforced by
his love for his native town, his religion, and his home; for these
were all one. Of course the slaves did not share in these feelings,
and in the oligarchic states very often the excluded class got
over its dislike of foreigners in its greater dislike of the class at
home which oppressed it. But in the main, patriotism in the
Greek was & personal passion of an inspiring and dangerous
intensity. . Like rejected love, it was apt to turn into something
very like hatred. The Greek exile resembled the French or
Russian émigré in being ready to treat his beloved country pretty
roughly in order to save her from the devils in human form who
had taken possession of her and turned Aiim out.

In the fifth century B.0. Athens formed a system of relation-
ships with a number of other Greek city states which is often -
spoken of by historiens’ as the Athenian Empire. But all the
other city states retained their own governments. One_“new
fact” added by the Athenian Empire was the complete and
effective suppression of piracy; another was the institution of a

- gort of international law. The law, indeed, was Athenian law;

but actions could now be brought and justice administered
between citizens of the different states of the League which,
of course, had not been possible before.

The Athenian Empire bad really developed out of a league
of mutual defence against Persia; its seat had originally been
in the island of Delos, and the allies had contributed to a2 common
treasure at Delos; the treasure of Delos was carried off to Athens
because it was exposed to & possible Persian raid. Then one
city after another offered & monetary contribution instead of
military service, with the result that in the end Athens was
doing almost all the work and receiving almost all the money.
She was supported by one or two of the larger islands. The
“Jeague’ in this way became gradually an “Empire,” but the
citizens of the allied states remained, except where there were
special treaties of intermarriage and the like, practically foreigners
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to one another. And it was chiefly the poorer citizens of Athens

who sustained this empire by their most vigorous and incessant .
personal service. Every citizen was liable to military service

at home or abroad between the ages of eighteen and sixty, some-

times on purely Athenian affairs and sometimes in defence of

the cities of the Empire whose citizens had bought themselves

off. There was probably no single man over twenty-five in the

Athenian Assembly who had not served in several campaigns in'
different parts of the Mediterranean or Black Sea, and who did

not expect to serve again. Modern imperialism is demounced

by ite opponents as the exploitation of the world by the rich;

Athenian imperialism was the exploitation of the world by the

poorer citizens of Athens.

Another difference from modern conditions, due to the
small size of the Greek city states, was that in a democracy every
citizen had the right to attend and speak and vote in the popular
assembly. For most cities this meant a gathering of only &

. few hundred people; the greatest had no more than some thou-
sands of citizens. Nothing of this sort is possible in a modern
“‘democracy” with, perhaps, several million voters. The modern
“oitizen’s” voice in publio affairs is limited to the right to vote
for one or other of the party candidates put before him. He,
or she, is then supposed to have “assented” to the resultant

- government. Aristotle, who would have enjoyed the electoral

~ methods of our modern demooracies keenly, points out very
subtly_how the outlying farmer olass of citizens in a democracy
can be virtually disenfranchised by calling the popular assembly
too frequently for their regular attendance. In the later Greek
democracies (fifth century) the appointment of public officials,
except in the case of officers requiring very special knowledge, wa®
by casting lots. This was supposed to protect the general cor- -

. poration of privileged citizens from the continued predominance ..
of rich, influential, and conspiouously able men.

Some democracies (Athens and Miletus, e.g.) had an institu-
tion called the ostracism—from ostrakon, a tile; the voter wrote .
a name on a tile or shell—by which in times of crisis and con-
flict the decision was made whether some citizen should go into
exile for ten years. This may strike a modern reader as &0
envious institution, but that was not its essential quality It
was, says Gilbert Murray, a way of arriving at a decision in &
case when political feeling was so divided as to threaten a dead-
lock. There were in the Gresk democracies parties and party
leaders, but no regular government in offioe and no regular opposi-
tion. There was no way, therefore, of carrying out a policy,
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although it might be the popular policy, if a strong leader or a
strong group stood out against it. But by the ostracism the
least popular or the least trusted of the chief leaders in the divided
community was made to retire for a period without loss of honour
or property.

This institution of the ostracism has immortalized one obscure
and rather illiterate member of the democracy of Athens. A
certain Aristides had gained o great reputation in the law courts
for his righteous dealing. He fell into a dispute with Themistocles
upon a question of naval policy; Aristides was for the army,
Themistocles was a ‘““strong navy’” man, and a deadlock was
threatened. There was resort to an ostracism to decide between
them. Plutarch relates that as Aristides walked through the
streets while the voting was in progress, he was accosted by a
strange citizen from the agricultural environs unaccustomed to
the art of writing, and requested to write his own name on the
proffered potsherd. ,

“But why?” he asked. “Has Aristides ever injured you?”

“No,” said the citizen. ‘“No.” Never have I set eyes on
him. But, oh! I am so bored by hearing him called Aristides the
Just.”-

Whereupon, says Plutarch, without further parley Aristides
wrote as the man desired. . . .

When one understands the true meaning of these Greek con-
stitutions, and in particular the limitation of all power, whether
in the democracies or the oligarchies, to a locally privileged elass,
one realizes how impossible was any effective union of the hun-

. dreds of Greek cities scattered about the Mediterranean region,

or even of any effective co-operation between them for & common
end. Each city was in the hands of a few or a few hundred men,
to whom its separateness meant everything that was worth
having in life. Only conquest from the outside could unite the

‘Greeks, and until Greece was conquered they had mno political

unity. When at last they were conquered, they were conquered
so completely that their unity ceased to be of any importance

. even to themselves; it was a unity of subjugation.

Yet there was always a certain tradition of unity between -
all the Greeks, based on a common language and script, on the
common possession of the heroic epics, and on the coﬁtinuous
intercourse that the maritime position of the states made possible
And, in addition, there were certain religious bonds of a gmfymg
kind. Certain shrines—the shrines of the god Apollo in the

island of Delos and at Delphi, for example—were sustained

not. by single states, but by leagues of states or Amphictyonies
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(= League of neighbours), which in such instances as the Delphio
amphictyony became very wide-reaching unions. The league
protected the shrine and the safety of pilgrims, kept up the roads
leading thereunto, secured peace at the time of special festivals,
upheld certain rules to mitigate the usages of war among its
members, and—the Delian league especially—suppressed piracy-
A still more important link of Hellenic union was the Olympian
games that were held every four years at Olympia. Foot races,
boxing, wrestling, javelin throwing, quoit throwing, jumping,
and chariot and horse racing were the chief sports, and a record
of victors and distinguished visitors was kept. From the year
776 B.0. onward these games were held regularly for over &
thousand years, and they did much to maintain that sense of &
common Greek life (pan-Hellenic) transcending the narrow politics
of the city states. 778 B.0. is the Year of the First Olympiad;
& valuable starting-point in Greek chronology. ]
Such links of sentiment and association were of little a.yall
againat the intense “separatism” of the Greek political institu-
tions. From the History of Herodotus the student will be able
to gather a sense of the intensity and persistence of the feuds thst
kept the Greek world in a state of chronic warfare. In the .old
days (say, to the sixth century 8.0.) fairly large families prevailed
in Greece, and something of the old Aryan household system
with its strong clan feeling and its capacity for maintaining 89
enduring feud, still remained. The history of Athens circles for
many. years about the feud of two great families, the Alome=onid®
and the Peisistratide; the latter equally an aristooratic family»
but founding its power on the support of the poorer class of th®
populace and the exploitation of their grievances. Later on, if
the sixth and fifth centuries, a limitation of births and a shrinkag®
of families to two or three members—a process Aristotle notes
without perceiving its cause—led to the disappearance of th
old aristooratic clans, and the later wars were due rather %0
trade disputes and grievances caused and stirred up by individus!
adventurers than to family vendettas. - .
It is easy to understand, in view of this intense separstis®
- of the Greeks, how readily the Ionians of Asia and of the island®
fell first under the domination of the kingdom of Lydia, and then
under that of the Persians when Cyrus overthrew Creosus, the
king of Lydia. They rebelled only to be reconquered. Thed
came the turn of European Greece. It is a matter of astonish”
ment, the Greeks themselves were astonished, to find that Greec®
itself did not fall under the dominion of the Persians, those bar
baric Aryan masters of the ancient civilizations of Western: Asiss
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But before we tell of this struggle we must give some attention
to these Asiatios against whom the Greeks were pitted; and
particularly to these Medes and Persians who, by 538 ».0., were
already in possession of the ancient civilizations of Assyria,
Babylonia, and about to subjugate Egypt.

§4
The Kingdom of Lydia.

We have had occesion to mention the kingdom of Lydia,
and it may be well to give & short note here upon the Lydians
before proceeding with our story. The original population of
the larger part of Asia Minor may perhaps have been akin to the
original population of Greece and Crete. If so, it was of “Medi-
terranean” race. Or it may have been another branch of those
still more generalized and fundemental darkish people from whom
arose the Mediterranean race to the west and the Dravidians
to the east. Remains of the same sort of art that distinguishes
Cnossos and Mycenz are to be found scattered over Asia Minor.
But just as the Nordic Grecks poured southward into Greece to
conquer and mix with the aborigines, so did other and kindred
Nordic tribes pour over the Bosphorus into Asia Minor, Over
some areas these Aryan peoples prevailed altogether, and became
the bulk of the inhabitants and retained their Aryan speech.
Such were the Phrygians, & people whose language was almost
a8 close to that of the Greeks as the Macedonian. But over
other areas the Aryans did not so prevail. In Lydia the original
race and their language held their own. The Lydians were a
non-Aryan people speaking a non-Aryan speech, of which at the
present time only & few words are known. Their capital city
was Sardis. .

Their religion was also non-Aryan, They worshipped a
Great Mother goddess. The Phrygians also, though retaining
their Greek-like language, became infected with mysterious
religion, and much of the mystical religion and secret ceremonial
that pervaded Athens at & later date was Phrygian (when not
Thracian) in origin.

At first the Lydians held the western sea-coast of Asia Minor
but they were driven back from it by the establishment of Ionian
Greeks coming by the sea and founding cities. Later on, how-
ever, these Jonian Greek cities were brought into subjecti;m b
the Lydion Kings, o of Lydia y

The history of this country of Lydia is still not clearly
. and were it known it would scarcely be of sufficient, im;im:m
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be related in this historical outline, but in the eighth century.

B.0. one monarch, named Gyges, becomes noteworthy. The
country under his rule was subjected to another Aryan invasion;
certain nomadic tribes called the Cimmerians came pouring
across Asia Minor, and they were driven back with difficulty
by Gyges and his son and grandson. Serdis was twice taken and
burnt by these barbarians. And it is on record that Gyges
paid tribute to Sardanapalus, which serves to link him up with
our general ideas of the history of Assyria, Israel, and Egypt-
Later, Gyges rebelled against Assyria, and sent troops to help
Psammetichus I to liberate Egypt from its brief servitude to the
Assyrians, .

It was Alyattes, the grandson of Gyges, who made Lydie
into a considerable power. He reigned for seven years, and be
reduced most of the Ionian cities of Asia Minor to subjection.
The country became the centre of a great trade between Asid
and Europe; it had always been productive and rich in gold, and
now the Lydian monarch was reputed the richest in Asia, There
was & great coming and going between the Black and Medi-
terranean Seas, and between the East and West. Lydia was
reputed to be the first country in the world to produce coined
money and to provide the convenience of inns for travellers and
traders. The Lydian dynasty seems to have been o trading
dynasty of the type of Minos in Crete, with a banking and
finencial development. . . . So much we may note of Lydis by
way of preface to the next section.

§5
The Rise of the Persians in the East.

Now, while one series of Aryan-spea.king invaders had
developed along the lines we have described in Greece, Magn®
Gracia, and around the shores of the Black Sea, another series
of Aryan-speaking peoples, whose originally Nordic blood was
. perhaps already mixzed with a Mongolian element, were settling

and spreading to the north and east of the Assyrian and Baby-
lonian empires. .

We have already spoken of the arc-like dispersion of the
Nordic Aryan peoples to the north of the Black and Caspian
Seas; it was probably by this route that the Indo-Persian
Aryan-speeking races gradually came down into what is now

the Persian country, and spread, on the one hand, eastward t0

India (? 2,000 to 1,000 B.c.), and, on the other, increased’ snd
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multiplied in the Persian uplands until they were strong enough
to assail first Assyria (650 B.c.) and then Babylon (638 B.0).
There is much that is not yet clear about the changes of
climate that have been going on in Europe and Asia during the
last 10,000 years. The ice of the last glacial age receded gradually
and gave way to a long period of steppe or prairie-like conditions
over the great plain of Europe. About 12,000 or 10,000 years
ago, a8 it is reckoned now, this state of affairs was giving place -
to forest conditions. .We have already noted how, as a con-
sequence of these changes, the Solutrean horse hunters gave place
to Magdalenian fishers and forest deer hunters; and these, again,
to the Neolithic herdsmen and agriculturists. For some thou-
sands of years the European climate seems to have been warmer
then it is to-day. A great sea spread from the coast of the Balkan
peninsula far into Central Asia and extended northward into
Central Russia, and the shrinkage of that sea and the consequent
hardening of the climate of South Russia and Central Asia were
going on contemporaneously with the development of the first
civilizations in the river valleys. Many facts seem to point to
a more genial climate in Europe and Western Asia, and still more
strongly to a greater luxuriance of plant and vegetable life,

- 4,000 to 3,000 years ago, than we find to-day. There were forests

then in South Russia and in the country which is now Western
Turkestan, where now steppes and deserts prevail. On the
other hand, between 1,500 and 2,000 years ago the Aral-Caspian
region was probably drier and those seas smaller than they are
at the present time.

We may note in this connection that Thothmes III (say,
the fifteenth century B.0.), in his expedition beyond the Euphrates,
hunted a herd of 120 elephants in that region. Again, an Zgean
dagger from Mycenw, dating about 2,000 B.0., shows & lion-hunt
in progress. The hunters carry big shields and spears, and stand
in rows one behind the other. The ﬁrs't man spears the lion,
and when the wounded beast leaps at him drops flat under th
protection of his big shield, leaving the next man to repeat his
stroke, and so on, until the lion is speared to death. This method
of hunting is practised by the Masai to-day, and could only have
been worked out by a people in a land where lions were abundant.
But abundant lions imply abundant game, and that again means
abundant vegetation. About 2,000 B.0. the hardening of the
climate in the central parts of the Old World, to which we have
already referred, was turning the faces of the nomadic Aryan
peoples southward towards the fields and forests of the more _
settled and civilized nations, ‘
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Lions we may note lingered in the Balkan peninsula till about
the fourth century B.0., if not later. Elephants had perhaps
disappeared from Western Asia by the eighth century .0. The
lion (much bigger than the existing form) stayed on in Southern
Germany till the Neolithic period. The panther inhabited Greece,
Southern Ttaly, and Southern Spain till the beginning of the
historical period (say 1,000 B.0.). . .

The Aryan peoples come down from the East Caspian regions
into history about the time that Mycens and Troy and Cnossos

Faal e
e RN
i Illlluun» !’ d N .
[leyri1/g ‘

Map shovning the relabion
e AR ]
Sceond BABYLONIAN
(Chaldxan)EMPIRES
JMOUNTAIN
Nebuchadnerzar the Greatr wertieally

sre falling to the Greeks. It is difficult to disentangle h°
different tribes and races that appear under a multitude of
. names in the records and inscriptions that record their first appes*”
. ance, but, fortunately, these distinctions are not needed in 88

elementary outline such as this present history. A people called
the Cimmerians appear in the districts of Lakes Urnmiys and
Van, and shortly after Aryans have spread from Armenis ¥
Eloro. In the ninth century ».0, & people called the Medes:
very closely related to the Persians to the east of them, appes®
 in the Assyrian inscriptions. Tiglath Pileser III and Sargon Il
" names already familiar in this story, profess to have made them

] + SRS AN M——— .
|'y' i ‘Wh_.?‘@v, N—



THE GREEKS AND THE PERSIANS', 301

pay tribute. They are spoken of in the inscriptions as the
“dangerous Medes.” They are as yet a tribal people, not united
under one king.

Aboutthe seventh century B.0., '
Elam and the Elamites, whose
capital was Susa, a people which
possessed & tradition and civiliza-
tion at least as old asthe Sumerian,
suddenly vanish from history. We
do not know what happened. They
seem to have been overrun and
the population absorbed by the
conquerors. Susa is in the hands
of the Persiana.

A fourth people, related to these
Aryan tribes, who appear at this
time in the narrative of Hero-
dotus, are the “Scythians.” For
a while the monarchs of Assyria
play off these various kindred
peoples, the Cimmerians, the
Medes, the Persians, and the
Scythians, against each other.
Assyrian princesses (a daughter of
Esarhaddon, e.g.) are married to
Soythian chiefs. Nebuchadnezzar
the Great, on the other hand,
marries & daughter of Cyaxares,
who has become king of_a.ll the
Medes: The Aryan Scythians are
for the Semitic Assyrians; the
Aryan Wedes for the Semitio
Babylonians. It was this Cyaxares
who took Nineveh, the Assyrian
capital, in 606 B.0., and so released
Babylon from the Assyrian yoke,
to establish, under Chaldean rule,
the Second Babylonian Empire.
The Seythian allies of Assyria drop
out of the story after this. They
go on living their own life away to the north without much interfer-
ence with the peoples to the south. A glance at the map of this
period shows how, for two-thirds of a century, the Second Babylon-
jan Empire lay like a lamb within the embrace of the Median lion-

From a Greek Blectrum Vase.
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Into the internal struggles of the Medes-and Persians, that
ended at last in the accession of Cyrus “‘the Persian” to the throne
of Cyaxares in 550 B.0., we will not enter. In that year Cyrus
was ruling over an empire that reached from the boundaries of
Lydia to Persia and perhaps to India. Nabonidus, the last of
the Babylonian rulers, was, as we have already told, digging up
old records and building temples in Babylonia.

§eé
The Story of Creesus.

But one monarch in the world was alive to the threat of the
new power that lay in the hands of Cyrus. This was Croesus,
the Lydian king. His son had been killed in a very tragic manner,
which Herodotus relates, but which we will not describe here.
Says Herodotus:

“For two years, then, Creesus remained quiet in great mouwrn-
ing, because he was deprived of his son; but after this Pel'md
of time, the overthrowing of the rule of the son of Cyaxares by
Cyrus, and the growing greatness of the Persians, caused Croes
to cease from his mourning, and led him to a care of cutting
short the power of the Persians if by any means he might, while
yet it was in growth and before they should have become great.

He then made trial of the various oracles:

“To the Lydians who were to carry these gifts to the temples
Croesus gave charge that they should ask the Oracles this question:
whether Creesus should march against the Persians, and, if 5
whether he should join with himself any army of men as hi®
friends. And when the Lydians had arrived at the places t0
which they had been sent and had dedicated the votive offering®
they inquired of the Oracles, and said: ‘Creesus, king of the
Lydians and of other nations, considering that these are the
only true Oracles among men, presents to you gifts such as yout
revelations deserve, and asks you again now whether he sh
march against the Persians, and, if so, whether he shall join
with himself any army of ‘men as allies.” They inquired thus:
--and the answers of both the Oracles agreed in one, declaring

to Croesus that if he should march against the Persiang he should
destroy a great empire. . . . So when the answers were brought
back and Creesus heard them, he waa delighted with the Oraeles,
and expecting that he would certainly destroy the kingdom of
Cyrus, he sent again to Pytho, and presented to the men of Delphl
‘having ascertained the number of them, two staters of gold for
each man: and in return for this the Delphians gave to Croesus
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and to the Lydians precedence in consulting the Oracle

and freedom from all payments, and the right to front seats

at the games, with this privilege also for all time, that any one

:('))f ]thhe;m who wished should be allowed to become a citizen of
elphi.”

So Creesus made a defensive alliance both with the Lace-
demonians and the Egyptians. “And,” Herodotus continues,
““while Croesus was preparing to march against the Persians, one
of the Lydians, who even before this time was thought to be a
wise man, but in consequence of this opinion got a very great
name for wisdom among the Lydians, advised Croesus as follows:
‘O king, thou art preparing to march against men who wear
breeches of leather, and the rest of their clothing is of leather
also; and they eat food not such as they desire, but such as they
can obtain, dwelling in a land which is rugged; and, moreover,
they make no use of wine but drink water; and no figs have they
for dessert, nor any other good thing. On the one hand, if thou
shalt overcome them, what wilt thou take away from them,
seeing they have nothing? and, on the other hand, if thou shalt
be overcome, consider how many good things thou wilt lose;
for once having tasted our good things, they will cling tothem
fast, and it will not be possible to drive them away. I, for my
own part, feel gratitude to the gods that they do not put it into
the minds of the Persians to march against the Lydians.” Thus
he spoke, not persuading Creesus; for it is true indeed that the
Persians before they subdued the Lydians had no luxury nor

any good thing.”
Croesus and Cyrus fought an indecisive battle at Pteria, from

which Creesus retreated. Cyrus followed him up, and he gave
battle outside his capital town of Sardis. The chief strength
of the Lydians lay in their cavalry; they were excellent, if undis-
ciplined, horsemen, and fought with long spears.

“Cyrus, when he saw the Lydians being arrayed for battle,
fearing their horsemen, did on the sqggestion of Harpagos, a
Mede, as follows: All the camels which were in the train of
his army carrying provisions and baggage he gathered together,
and he took off their burdens and set men upon them provided ..
with the equipment of cavalry; and, having thus furnished them
forth he appointed them to go in front of the rest of the arm:y;
towards the horsemen of Creesus; and after the camel-troop he
ordered the infantry to follow; and behind the infantry he placed
his whole force of cavalry. Then, when all his men had been
placed in their sqveral positions, he charged them to spare none
of the other Liydians, slaying all who might come in their way,
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but Creesus himself they were not to slay, not even if he should
make resistance when he was being captured. Such was his
charge: and he set the camels opposite the horsemen for this
reason—because the horse has a fear of the camel and cannot
endure either to see his form or to scenft his smell: for this reason
then the trick had been devised, in order that the cavalry of Creesus
might be useless, that very force wherewith the Lydian king wes
expecting most to shine. And as they were coming together to
the battle, so scon as the horses scented the camels and saw
them, they turned away back, and the hopes of Creesus were &b
once brought to nought.”
In fourteen days Sardis was stormed and Creesus taken
prisoner. . . . S
“So the Persians having taken him brought him into the
presence of Cyrus; and he piled up a great pyre and caused Creesus
to go up upon it bound in fetters, and along with him twice seven
sons of Lydians, whether it was that he meant to dedicate this
offering as first-fruits of his victory to some god, or whether he
desired to fulfil & vow, or else had heard that Croesus was & god-
fearing man, and so caused him to go up on the pyre because he
wished to know if any one of the divine powers would save hin,
8o that he should not be burnt alive. He, they say, did this;
but to Creesus as he stood upon the pyre there came, although
he was in such evil case, & memory of the saying of Solon, ho¥
he had said with divine inspiration that no one of the living
might be called happy. And when this thought came into his
mind, they say that he sighed deeply and groaned aloud, having
been for long silent, and three times he uttered the name of
Solon. Hearing this, Cyrus bade the interpreters ask Croesus
who was this person on whom he called; and they came near and
asked. And Croesus for a time, it is said, kept silence when he
was asked this, but afterwards, being pressed, he said: ‘ One whom
more than much wealth I should have desired to have speec
with ell monarchs.” Then, since his words were of doubtf
import, they asked again of that which he said; and as they were
urgent with him and gave him no peace, he told how once Solon,
.an Athenian, had come and having inspected all his wealth had
made light of it, with such and such words; and how all had turn
out for him according as Solon had said, not speaking at
especielly with a view to Creesus himself, but with a view 0
the whole human race, and especially those who seem to them- -
selves to be happy men. And while Croesus related these things:
already the pyre was lighted and the edges of it round about were
burning. Then they say that Cyrus, hearing from the inter-
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preters what Croesus had said, changed his purpose and considered
that he himself also was but & man, and that he was delivering
another man, who had been not inferior to himself in felicity,
alive to' the fire; and, moreover, he feared the requital, and re-
flected that there was nothing of that which men possessed which
was secure; therefore, they say, he ordered them to extinguish
as quickly as possible the fire that was burning, and to bring
. about Crcesus and those who were with him from the pyre;
and they, using endeavours, were not able now to get the mastery
of the flames. Then it is related by the Lydians that Creesus,
having learned how Cyrus had changed his mind, and seeing that
everyone was trying to pub out the fire, but that they were no
longer able to check it, cried aloud, entreating Apollo that if
any gift had ever been given by him which was acceptable to the
god, he would come to his aid and rescue him from the evil
which was now upon him. So he with tears entreated the god,
and suddenly, they say, after clear sky and calm weather, clouds
gathered and a storm burst, and it rained with a very violent
ghower, and the pyre was extinguished.

“Then Cyrus, having perceived that Croesus was a lover of
the gods and a good man, caused him to be brought down from
the pyre and asked him as follows: ‘Creesus, tell me who of all
men was it who persuaded thee to march upon my land and so
to become an enemy to me instead of a friend?’ And he said:
‘O king, I did this to thy felicity and to my own misfortune,
and the causer of this was the god of the Hellenes, who incited
me to march with my army. I'or no one is so senseless as to
choose of his own will war rather than peace, since in peace the
sons bury their fathers, but in war the fathers bury their sons.
But it was pleasing, I suppose, to the divine powers that these
things should come to pass thus."”

But Herodotus is too alluring & companion for one who
would write an Qutline of History; and the rest of the life of
Croesus, and how he gave wise counsels to Cyrus, must be read
in his ampler page.

When Lydia was subdued, Cyrus turned his atvention to
Nabonidus in Babylon. He defeated the Babylonian army,
under Belshazzar, outside Babylon, and then laid siege to
the town. He entered the town (538 B.0.), prebably, as

:vfe ]?eal,ve already suggested, with the connivance of the priests
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§7
Darius Invades Russia.

Cyrus was succeeded by his son Cambyses, who took an
army into Egypt (525 8.0.). There was a battle in the delta, in
which Greek mercenaries fought on both sides. Herodotus
declares that he saw the bones of the slain still lying on the field
fitty or sixty years later, and comments on the comparative
thinness of the Persian skulls. Herodotus never relaxed from
anti-Persian propaganda. After this battle Cambyses took
Memphis and most of Egypt.

In Egypt, we are told, Cambyses went mad. He took great
liberties with the Egyptian temples, and remained at Memphis
‘“‘opening ancient tombs and examining the dead bodies.” He
had already murdered both Croesus, ex-king of Lydia, and his
own brother Smerdis before coming to Egypt, and he died in
Syris, on the way back to Susa, of an accidental wound, leaving
no heirs to succeed him. He was presently succeeded by Darius
the Mede (521 B.0.), the son of Hystaspes, one of the chief coun-
cillors of Cyrus.

The empire of Darius I was larger than any one of the
preceding empires whose growth we have traced. It included
all Asia, Minor and Syria, that is to say the ancient Lydian and
Hittite empires, all the old Assyrian and Babylonian empires,
Egypt, the Caucasus and Caspian regions, Media, Persia, and it
extended, perhaps, into India to the Indus. The nomadic
Arabians, alone of all the peoples of what is nowadays called
the Near Kast, did not pay tribute to the satraps (provincial
governors) of Darius. The organization of this great empire
seems to have been on a much higher level of efficiency than
any of its precursors. Great arterial roads joined province
to province, and there was a system of royal posts; at stated
intervals post-horses stood always ready to carry the govern-
ment messenger, or the traveller if he had a government pemmit,
on to the next stage of his journey. The Hittites seem to have
bad paved high roads running across their country much
earlier than this, but this is the first organization of posts we
know of. Apart from the imperial right-of-way and the
payment of tribute, the local governments possessed g very
considerable amount of local freedom. They were restrajned
from internecine conflict, which was all to their own good. And
at first the Greek cities of the mainland of Asia paid the tribute
and shared in this Persian Peace. :

Darius was first incited to attack the Greeks in Europe by
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a homesick Greek physician at his court, who wanted at any
cost to be back in Greece. Darius had already made plans for
an expedition into Europe, aiming not at Greece, but to the
porthward of Greece, across the Bosphorus and Danube. He
wanted to strike at South Russia, which he believed to be the
home country of the Scythian nomads who threatened him on
his northern and north-eastern frontiers. But he lent an
attentive ear to the tempter, and sent agents into Greece.

This great expedition of Darius opens out our view in this
history. It lifts & curtain upon the Balkan country behind
Greece about which we have said nothing hitherto; it carries
us to and over the Danube. The nucleus of his army marched
from Susa, gathering up contingents as they made their way
to the Bosphorus. Here Greek allies (Ionian Greeks from
Asia) had made a bridge of boats, and the army crossed over
while the Greek allies sailed on in their ships to the Danube,
and, two days’ sail up from its mouth, landed to make another
floating bridge. Meanwhile, Darius and his host advanced along
the coast of what is now Bulgaria, but which was then called
Thrace. They crossed the Danube, and prepored to give battle
to the Scythian army and take the cities of the Scythians.

But the Scythians had no cities, and they evaded a battle,
and the war degenerated into a tedious and hopeless pursuit
of more mobile enemies. Wells were stopped up and pastures
destroyed by the nomads. The Scythian horsemen hung upon
the skirts of the great army, which consisted mostly of foot
goldiers, picking off stragglers and preventing foraging; and
they did their best to persuade the Ionian Greeks, who had
made and were guarding the bridge across the Danube, to
break up the bridge, and so ensure the destruction of Darius.
So long as Darius continued to advance, however, the loyalty
of his Greek allies remained unshaken.

But privation, fatigue, and sickness hindered and crippled
the Persian army; Darius lost many stragglers and consumed
his supplies, and at last the melancholy conviction dewned
upon him that a retreat across the Danube was necessary.to
save him from complete exhaustion and defeat.

In order to get & start in his retreat he sacrificed his sick
and wounded. He had these men informed that he was aboub
to attack the Scythians at nightfall, and under this pretence
stole out of the camp with the pick of his troops and made off
southward, leaving the camp fires burning and the usual noises
and movements of the camp behind him. Next day the men
left in the camp realized the trick their monarch had played
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upon them, and surrendered themselves to the mercy of the
Scythians; but Darius had got his start, and was able to reach
the bridge of boats before his pursuers came upon him. They
were more mobile than his troops, but they missed their quarry
in the darkness. At the river the retreating Persians “ were
brought to an extremity of fear,” for they found the bridge
partially broken down and its northern ‘end destroyed.

At this point a voice echoes down the centuries to us. We

see a group of dismayed Persians standing about the Great
King upon the bank of the streaming river; we see the masses
of halted troops, hungry and war-worn; a trail of battered
transport stretches away towards the horizon, upon which at
any time the advance guards of the pursuers may appear.
There is not much noise in spite of the multitude, but rather
an inquiring silence. Standing out like a pier from the further
side of the great stream are the remains of the bridge of boats,
an enigma. . . . We cannot discern whether there are men
over there or not. The shipping of the Ionian Greeks seems
still to be drawn up on the further shore, but it is all very far
away.
‘yNow there was with Darius an Egyptian who had a voice
louder than that of any other man on earth, and this man
Darius ordered to take his stand upon the bank of the Ister
(Danube) and to call Histizus of Miletus.”

This worthy—a day is to come, as we shall presently tell,
when his decapitated head will be sent to Darius at Susa—
appears approaching slowly across the waters in a boat.

There is a parley, and we gather that it is “all righ A

The explanation Histizeus has to make is a complicated
ope. Some Scythians have been and have gone again. Scouts,
perhaps, these were. It would seem there had been a discussion
between the Scythians and the Greeks. The Scythians wanted
the bridge broken down; they would then, they said, undertake
to finish up the Persian army and make an end of Darius and
his empire, and the Ionian Greeks of Asia could then free their
cities again. Miltiades, the Athenian, was for accepting this
proposal But Histizus had been more subtle. He would
prefer, he said, to see the Persians completely destroyed before
definitely abandoning their cause. Would the Scythians go
back and destroy the Persians to make sure of them while the
Greeks on their part. destroyed the bridge? Anyhow, which-
ever side the Greeks took finally, it was clear to him that it
would be wise to destroy the northern end of the bridge, because
otherwise the Scythians might rush it. Indeed] even s they
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parleyed the Greeks set to work to demolish the end that linked
them to the Scythians as quickly as possible. The Scythians
rode off in search of the Persians, and so left the Greeks safe
in either event. If Darius escaped, they could be on his side;
if he were destroyed, there was nothing of which the Scythians
could complain.

Histizeus did not put it quite in that fashion to Darius. He
had at least kept the shipping and most of the bridge. He
represented himself as the loyal friend of Persia, and Darius
was not disposed to be too critical. The Ionian ships came
over. With a sense of immense relief the remnant of the wasted
Persians were presently looking back at the steely flood of the
Danube streaming wide between themselves and their pur-
BUers. . . .

The pleasure and interest had gone out of the European
expedition for Darius. He returned to Susa, leaving an army
in Thrace, under a trusted general Megabazus, This Megabazus
set himself to the subjugation of Thrace, and among other
states which submitted reluctantly to Darius was a kingdom
which thus comes into our history for the first time, the kingdom
of Macedonia, & country inhabited by a people so closely allied
to the Greeks that one of its princes had already been allowed
to compete and take a prize in the Olympian games.

Darius was disposed to reward Histizeus by allowing him
to build a city for himself in Thrace, but Megabazus had a
different opinion of the trustworthiness of Histizmus, and pre-
vailed upon the king to take him to Susa, and, under the title
of councillor, to keep him a prisoner there. Histisous was at
first flattered by this court position, and then realized its true
meaning. The Persian court bored him, and he grew homesick
for Miletus. He set hintself to make mischief, and was able to
stir up & revolt against the Persians among the Ionian Greeks
on the mainland.” The twistings and turnings of the story,
which included the burning of Sardis by the Ionians and the
defeat of a Greek fleet at the battle of Ladé (495 B.C.),.are too
complicated to follow here. It is a dark and intricate story of
treacheries, cruelties, and hate, in which the death of the wily
Histizeus shines almost cheerfully. The Persian governor of
Sardis, through which town he was being taken on hig way
back to Susa as a prisoner, having much the same opinion of
him as Megabazus had, and knowing his ability to humbug
Darius, killed him there and then, and sent on the head only

i sters , i
to %;p‘?:s and the Greek islands were dragged into this contest
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that Histizeus had stirred up, and at last Athens, Darius
realized the error he had made in turning to the right and not
to the left when he had crossed the Bosphorus, and he now set
himself to the conquest of all Greece. He began with the
islands.

Tyre and Sidon, those great Semitic trading cities, were
subject to Persia, and ships of the Pheenician and of tire Ionian
Greeks provided the Persians with a fleet by means of which
~one Greek island after another was subjugated.

§8
The Batile of Marathon.

The first attack upon Greece proper was made in 490 B.C.
It was a sea attack upon Athens, with a force long and carefully
prepared for the task, the fleet being provided with specially
built transports for the conveyance of horses. This expedition
made & landing neer Marathon in Attica. The Persians were
guided into Marathon by a renegade Greek, Hippias, the son of
Peisistratus who had been tyrant of Athens. If Athens fell,
then Hippias was to be its tyrant, under the protection of the
Persians. Meanwhile, so urgent was the sense of & crisis in the
affairs of Hellas, that a man, a herald and runner, went from
Athens to Sparta, forgetful of all feuds, to say: “Lacedemonians,
the Athenians make request of you to come to their help, and
not to allow a city most anciently established among the
Hellenes to fall into slavery by the means of Barbarians; for
even now Eretria has been enslaved and Hellas has become
the weaker by a city of renown.”

This man, Pheidippides, did the distance from Athens to
Sparte, nearly a hundred miles as the crow flies, and much
more if we allow for the contours and the windings of the way,
in something under eight-and-forty hours.

But before the Spartans could arrive on the scene the battle
was joined. The Athenians charged the enemy. They: fought
—*“in a memorable fashion: for they were the first of all the
Hellenes about whom we know who went to attack the enemy
at & run, and they were the first also who endured to face the
Median garments and the men who wore them, whereas up to
this time the very name of the Medes was to the Hellenes &°
terror to hear.” :

The Persian wings gave before this impetuous attack, bu
the centre held. The Agthenja,ns, however, gme cool as well a8

vigorous; they let the wings run and closed in on the flanks of





