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    At its core, George Grote’s History of Greece follows the fortunes of self-governing communities as they craft, test, and remember their political life—exploring how free citizens, confronted by ambition, conflict, and uncertainty, turn institutions, argument, and collective judgment into the terms of a common world.

A landmark work of classical history in twelve volumes published between 1846 and 1856, History of Greece reconstructs the ancient Greek world for readers of the modern era. Grote, a British historian, writes in the context of nineteenth-century scholarship, when rigorous source criticism and large-scale narratives sought to reshape understanding of antiquity. His subject is geographically expansive—from the Aegean heartlands to colonies across the Mediterranean and Black Sea—and chronologically sweeping, moving from legendary origins through the archaic and classical periods and into the era of Macedonian ascendancy. The result is both a comprehensive record and a sustained reflection on how to write history from imperfect evidence.

The work offers a disciplined, chronological narrative interwoven with analytical pauses on institutions, law, myth, and culture. Grote anchors his reconstruction in close readings of ancient authors—prominently Herodotus and Thucydides—carefully weighing conflicting testimonies and noting where conclusions must remain provisional. The voice is formal, exacting, and argumentative, characteristic of nineteenth-century prose that aims to persuade by evidence and reasoning rather than by ornament. Readers encounter extended discussions that test the plausibility of traditions, trace the development of cities and leagues, and observe how public decisions emerge from debate, crisis, and memory. It is scholarship that expects attention, and rewards it with clarity of argument.

Rather than centering only on rulers or battles, the narrative foregrounds the polis as the decisive arena of Greek life. Grote follows colonization and city-foundations, the rise and fall of tyrannies, codifications of law, experiments in constitutional design, and the intricate diplomacy that bound and divided communities. He attends to the encounter with larger powers and the pressures such encounters placed on autonomy, identity, and strategy. Warfare matters in these volumes, but chiefly as a crucible for institutions and ideas—how citizens mobilize, deliberate, and then make sense of triumphs and reversals within a shared civic story.

Grote’s historiographical stance is distinctive. He treats myth with respect for its cultural function while separating legend from recoverable history. He is noted for a sympathetic appraisal of Athenian democracy and a reconsideration of the Sophists, presenting public argument and civic participation as engines of creativity and resilience. Throughout, he insists on tracing political outcomes to institutional incentives and collective choices rather than to fate or exceptional individuals alone. The narrative is thus not merely descriptive; it is an extended demonstration of historical reasoning, showing how claims about the past are built, tested, and limited by the sources that survive.

For today’s readers, the work resonates as an inquiry into the possibilities and strains of democratic life. It raises durable questions: how citizens balance freedom with order, how communities respond to fear and ambition, how public reasoning can sustain or fail a common project, and how empires unsettle local autonomy. It also models intellectual habits still vital now—careful use of evidence, transparency about uncertainty, and the readiness to revise judgments. In an age of abundant yet uneven information, Grote’s methodological patience and insistence on argument offer both caution and encouragement.

Approached sequentially, the twelve volumes trace a broad arc; consulted selectively, they offer deep studies of institutions, episodes, and ideas. The prose is measured and exact; the chapters are often expansive, with notes that point readers back to the ancient sources. This is not hurried reading, but a sustained conversation with a historian who treats his subject and audience with seriousness. Whether one comes for political history, cultural context, or guidance on historical method, History of Greece provides a demanding, engrossing, and durable companion—an invitation to see a celebrated civilization through the disciplined lens of evidence and argument.
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    George Grote’s History of Greece (Vol. 1–12) presents a comprehensive narrative of Greek civilization from its legendary beginnings through the rise of Macedon and the early Hellenistic transition. The work opens with the geographical setting, ethnography of Hellenic tribes, and the linguistic and cultural bonds that shaped collective identity. Grote lays out a critical approach to sources, distinguishing myth from history while explaining how traditions inform political and social development. He surveys early poetry and epic as repositories of custom and belief, setting the stage for the emergence of the polis and the institutions that would define Greek public life and interstate relations.

The early volumes examine the mythical and heroic age as presented in Homer and Hesiod, treating genealogies, heroic cycles, and sacred narratives as reflections of social memory rather than literal chronology. Grote describes the migrations and group formations of Dorians, Ionians, and Aeolians, noting how settlement patterns framed later alliances and rivalries. He outlines the gradual transition from kinship-based organization to more structured civic communities, traces the growth of sanctuaries and common festivals, and follows the first wave of colonization across the Aegean and western Mediterranean, emphasizing its economic motives and its role in disseminating language, law, and ritual practice.

With the archaic period, the focus shifts to the institutional formation of the city-state. Sparta’s dual kingship, gerousia, ephorate, and the discipline of the agoge are presented as a system designed for cohesion and military readiness. In contrast, Athens moves from aristocratic dominance under the Eupatridae toward codified law and wider participation. Drakon’s harsh code and Solon’s reforms address debt bondage, class stratification, and juridical access, laying a constitutional framework based on property classes. Grote describes how these settlements facilitated civic integration, trade expansion, and the growth of public deliberation, establishing patterns that would underpin both cooperation and conflict among poleis.

Athenian politics after Solon are traced through the Peisistratid tyranny, depicted as consolidating authority while patronizing religion, arts, and infrastructure. The subsequent reforms of Cleisthenes reorganize the citizen body into demes and new tribes, create the Council of 500, and institute mechanisms such as ostracism to curb dominance. Grote connects these changes to the mobilization of hoplites and a broader civic identity. He then situates Greek affairs within Persian imperial expansion, recounting the Ionian Revolt and its suppression. The narrative proceeds to Darius’s campaigns against mainland Greece, culminating in the Battle of Marathon and the assertion of Athenian capability.

The Persian Wars form a central turning point. Grote narrates Xerxes’s invasion, the stand at Thermopylae, the naval decision at Salamis, and the land victories at Plataea and Mycale. He tracks the formation of the Delian League under Athenian leadership, intended for continued security and reprisals, and its gradual consolidation into an Athenian maritime empire. The transfer of the league treasury and enforcement of tribute illustrate changing power dynamics. Figures such as Aristides and Cimon appear in the management of allies and campaigns. Tensions with Sparta and its confederacy intensify, leading to early conflicts and truces that preview the systemic rivalry to come.

Under Pericles, Athens expands democratic procedures, including pay for public service, greater use of popular courts, and civic festivals that display communal wealth. Grote summarizes building projects and imperial administration, viewing them as interconnected with naval dominance. The causes of the Peloponnesian War are presented as structural and immediate: competing alliances, disputes over allies, and fears of Athenian growth. The Archidamian War brings Spartan invasions and Athenian reliance on sea power. A devastating plague strikes Athens, altering leadership and resolve. After Pericles’s death, shifting commanders and politics produce mixed outcomes, ending with the temporary Peace of Nicias and unresolved strategic tensions.

The later war years feature renewed hostilities and widening theaters of action. Grote recounts the Sicilian Expedition, its ambitious objectives, internal disagreements, and ultimate ruin at Syracuse. Domestic upheaval follows with the oligarchic coup of 411 and the countervailing role of the Athenian fleet. Persian satraps enter the struggle by financing Sparta’s navy, altering the balance at sea. Alcibiades moves among factions and states, influencing operations without determining final outcomes. The Spartan commander Lysander secures decisive victories, including Aegospotami, leading to Athens’s surrender. The Thirty Tyrants rule briefly before a democratic restoration under an amnesty that enables political stabilization.

Postwar Greece sees Spartan hegemony, campaigns under Agesilaus in Asia, and resistance fueling the Corinthian War. The King’s Peace formalizes Persian influence and recognizes autonomy principles that limit collective action. Athens refashions a maritime coalition without coercive imperial features, while Thebes rises under Epaminondas and Pelopidas, defeating Sparta at Leuctra and reshaping the Peloponnese. Grote then turns to Macedon’s ascent under Philip II, detailing military and diplomatic innovations, culminating at Chaeronea and the League of Corinth. Alexander’s campaigns overthrow the Persian Empire and extend Hellenic influence across Asia, initiating political transformations and cultural diffusion that frame the transition to the Hellenistic world.

Across the twelve volumes, the central themes include the evolution of the polis, the interplay of freedom and order, and the consequences of maritime empire. Grote emphasizes critical engagement with sources, aligning mythical tradition with institutional analysis and using historians such as Herodotus, Thucydides, and Xenophon alongside inscriptions and public records. The work highlights Athens’s democratic development, Sparta’s disciplined system, and the varied trajectories of smaller states. It concludes with Macedonian unification of Greece and the spread of Greek culture under Alexander, presenting Greek history as a sequence of experiments in governance and community whose legacies shaped political thought, art, and inquiry.
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    George Grote’s twelve-volume History of Greece, issued between 1846 and 1856, is set in the Mediterranean world of the Greek poleis from the legendary and archaic eras through the early Hellenistic settlement, broadly from the eighth century BCE to about 301 BCE. The geographical canvas spans mainland Hellas, the Aegean islands, Ionia along the Anatolian coast, and the western colonies in Sicily and southern Italy. Its chronological architecture follows the emergence of the polis, the Persian Wars, the rise and eclipse of Athenian maritime empire, and the Macedonian consolidation. Though composed in Victorian London, the narrative’s setting is the civic and military landscape of Greek city-states, where assemblies, courts, alliances, and wars formed the matrix of public life.

The book charts the formation of the polis in the archaic age (circa 800–500 BCE), the colonizing wave to Sicily and Italy, and the social transformation associated with hoplite warfare. At Sparta, the dual kingship, ephorate, and the Messenian Wars shaped a militarized order; at Athens, landmark reforms included Draco’s homicide code circa 621 BCE and Solon’s seisachtheia and class timocracy in 594/593 BCE, followed by the Peisistratid tyranny (546–510 BCE) and the democratic reorganization under Cleisthenes in 508/507 BCE. Grote emphasizes constitutional causation, arguing that institutional design drives power distributions. His admiration for broad civic participation, visible in his treatment of Solon and Cleisthenes, subtly mirrors nineteenth-century debates about widening the franchise in Britain.

Grote’s account of the Persian Wars situates the Ionian Revolt (499–493 BCE) as the spark that led to Darius I’s expedition and the Athenian victory at Marathon in 490 BCE. Xerxes’ invasion of 480–479 BCE frames the hinge of Greek history: Leonidas at Thermopylae, the naval battle at Artemisium, Themistocles’ strategy at Salamis in 480, and the allied successes at Plataea and Mycale in 479. He underlines the strategic consequence of Athenian sea power and trireme crews drawn from poorer citizens. By foregrounding Themistocles and the naval democracy, the book connects military success to institutional inclusion, countering earlier conservative narratives that credited oligarchic leadership alone.

The Delian League, founded in 478/477 BCE under Athenian leadership, developed into an empire, with tribute lists and the treasury transfer to Athens in 454 BCE. The era of Pericles saw the Parthenon program (447–432 BCE), jury pay, and a political culture that balanced festivals, litigation, and naval commitments. Conflicts with Sparta included the First Peloponnesian War (circa 460–445 BCE) and the Thirty Years’ Peace of 446/445 BCE. Grote analyzes the Athenian imperial system—cleruchies, garrisons, and assessments—as an enabling infrastructure for democracy rather than its moral antithesis. In challenging William Mitford’s anti-democratic History of Greece, he reframes empire as a contingent, governable instrument of civic policy.

The Peloponnesian War (431–404 BCE) receives Grote’s most sustained analysis, as the crucible in which democratic institutions, strategic choices, and social strains intersected. He divides the conflict into phases: the Archidamian War (431–421), marked by Pericles’ defensive strategy and the devastating Athenian plague of 430–426 BCE; the expedition to Pylos and Sphacteria in 425 that brought Spartan prisoners to Athens; and the Peace of Nicias in 421, a brittle truce. The second phase turns on Alcibiades’ ascendancy and the Sicilian Expedition (415–413), dispatched under Nicias, Alcibiades, and Lamachus, ending with the destruction at Syracuse and the loss of Athenian fleets and hoplites. In 411, amid fiscal and military crisis, the oligarchic coup of the Four Hundred installed a narrow regime; the fleet at Samos resisted, and victories at Cynossema and Cyzicus (411–410) briefly restored naval fortunes. The late war saw the controversial trial of the Arginusae generals after the 406 victory, a procedural failure of the democracy that Grote condemns while refusing to indict the system as a whole. With Persian subsidies funneled through Tissaphernes and Pharnabazus to Spartan commanders, Lysander shattered Athenian power at Aegospotami in 405, led the siege that forced surrender in 404, and installed the Thirty Tyrants. Grote’s narrative of 403 stresses Thrasybulus’ restoration, the reconciliation and amnesty, and the reconstitution of democratic law. He uses Thucydides and Xenophon to balance strategic analysis with institutional critique, praising civic resilience, denouncing oligarchic terror, and warning against imperial overreach driven by elite ambition. The war, in his hands, becomes the decisive test case for the capacities and vulnerabilities of participatory politics in a great power.

The intellectual ferment of the late fifth century BCE appears as a social movement with political stakes. Sophists such as Protagoras and Gorgias professionalized rhetoric and inquiry, while Socrates’ elenctic method probed ethical accountability. After the Thirty’s fall, the restored democracy tried Socrates in 399 BCE on charges of impiety and corrupting youth; he was condemned and executed by hemlock. Grote treats the Sophists as educators responding to democratic demand and portrays Socrates as a moral critic, not a conspirator. By reconstructing the legal and civic context of the trial, he defends open debate as the lifeblood of the polis, paralleling his own era’s arguments for free speech and secular public instruction.

The Macedonian ascendancy reshapes the narrative’s terminus. Philip II, king from 359 BCE, forged a professional army with the sarissa phalanx, integrated cavalry and siege craft, and imposed hegemony after the victory at Chaeronea in 338 BCE. The Corinthian League of 337 bound Greek poleis under Macedonian leadership. Alexander launched the Asian campaign in 334, winning at the Granicus, smashing Darius III at Issus in 333 and at Gaugamela in 331, taking Tyre in 332 and entering Egypt the same year, then pushing to the Indus before his death in 323. Grote follows the Successor wars to Ipsus in 301 BCE. He reads these events as the eclipse of polis autonomy and assesses Demosthenes as the last great voice of civic resistance.

As social and political critique, the work vindicates inclusive institutions against aristocratic nostalgia. Grote exposes the violence of oligarchic rule in 411 and 404–403 BCE, the systemic oppression of helots in Sparta, and the hazards of unaccountable elites steering imperial ventures. His measured censure of the Arginusae trial isolates procedural failure without condemning mass participation, arguing for legal safeguards rather than fewer citizens. Written amid Britain’s Reform Act of 1832 and ongoing agitation for the secret ballot and broader suffrage, the history rebuts Mitford’s patrician indictment of democracy. By elevating Athenian legality, civic pay, and public deliberation, the book criticizes contemporary class exclusion and advocates a rational, educated electorate as the foundation of stable liberty.
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The first idea of this History was conceived many years ago, at a time when ancient Hellas was known to the English public chiefly through the pages of Mitford; and my purpose in writing it was to rectify the erroneous statements as to matter of fact which that History contained, as well as to present the general phenomena of the Grecian world under what I thought a juster and more comprehensive point of view. My leisure, however, was not at that time equal to the execution of any large literary undertaking; nor is it until within the last three or four years that I have been able to devote to the work that continuous and exclusive labor, without which, though much may be done to illustrate detached points, no entire or complicated subject can ever be set forth in a manner worthy to meet the public eye.

Meanwhile the state of the English literary world, in reference to ancient Hellas, has been materially changed in more ways than one. If my early friend Dr. Thirlwall’s History of Greece had appeared a few years sooner, I should probably never have conceived the design of the present work at all; I should certainly not have been prompted to the task by any deficiencies, such as those which I felt and regretted in Mitford. The comparison of the two authors affords, indeed, a striking proof of the progress of sound and enlarged views respecting the ancient world during the present generation. Having studied of course the same evidences as Dr. Thirwall, I am better enabled than others to bear testimony to the learning, the sagacity, and the candor which pervade his excellent work: and it is the more incumbent on me to give expression to this sentiment, since the particular points on which I shall have occasion to advert to it will, unavoidably, be points of dissent oftener than of coincidence.

The liberal spirit of criticism, in which Dr. Thirwall stands so much distinguished from Mitford, is his own: there are other features of superiority which belong to him conjointly with his age. For during the generation since Mitford’s work, philological studies have been prosecuted in Germany with remarkable success: the stock of facts and documents, comparatively scanty, handed down from the ancient world, has been combined and illustrated in a thousand different ways: and if our witnesses cannot be multiplied, we at least have numerous interpreters to catch, repeat, amplify, and explain their broken and half-inaudible depositions. Some of the best writers in this department—Boeckh, Niebuhr, O. Müller—have been translated into our language; so that the English public has been enabled to form some idea of the new lights thrown upon many subjects of antiquity by the inestimable aid of German erudition. The poets, historians, orators, and philosophers of Greece, have thus been all rendered both more intelligible and more instructive than they were to a student in the last century; and the general picture of the Grecian world may now be conceived with a degree of fidelity, which, considering our imperfect materials, it is curious to contemplate.

It is that general picture which an historian of Greece is required first to embody in his own mind, and next to lay out before his readers;—a picture not merely such as to delight the imagination by brilliancy of coloring and depth of sentiment, but also suggestive and improving to the reason. Not omitting the points of resemblance as well as of contrast with the better-known forms of modern society, he will especially study to exhibit the spontaneous movement of Grecian intellect, sometimes aided but never borrowed from without, and lighting up a small portion of a world otherwise clouded and stationary. He will develop the action of that social system, which, while insuring to the mass of freemen a degree of protection elsewhere unknown, acted as a stimulus to the creative impulses of genius, and left the superior minds sufficiently unshackled to soar above religious and political routine, to overshoot their own age, and to become the teachers of posterity.

To set forth the history of a people by whom the first spark was set to the dormant intellectual capacities of our nature,—Hellenic phenomena, as illustrative of the Hellenic mind and character,—is the task which I propose to myself in the present work; not without a painful consciousness how much the deed falls short of the will, and a yet more painful conviction, that full success is rendered impossible by an obstacle which no human ability can now remedy,—the insufficiency of original evidence. For, in spite of the valuable expositions of so many able commentators, our stock of information respecting the ancient world still remains lamentably inadequate to the demands of an enlightened curiosity. We possess only what has drifted ashore from the wreck of a stranded vessel; and though this includes some of the most precious articles amongst its once abundant cargo, yet if any man will cast his eyes over the citations in Diogenes Laërtius, Athenæus, or Plutarch, or the list of names in Vossius de Historicis Græcis, he will see with grief and surprise how much larger is the proportion which, through the enslavement of the Greeks themselves, the decline of the Roman Empire, the change of religion, and the irruption of barbarian conquerors, has been irrecoverably submerged. We are thus reduced to judge of he whole Hellenic world, eminently multiform as it was, from a few compositions; excellent, indeed, in themselves, but bearing too exclusively the stamp of Athens. Of Thucydides and Aristotle, indeed, both as inquirers into matter of fact, and as free from narrow local feeling, it is impossible to speak too highly; but, unfortunately, that work of the latter which would have given us the most copious information regarding Grecian political life—his collection and comparison of one hundred and fifty distinct town constitutions—has not been preserved: and the brevity of Thucydides often gives us but a single word where a sentence would not have been too much, and sentences which we should be glad to see expanded into paragraphs.

Such insufficiency of original and trustworthy materials, as compared with those resources which are thought hardly sufficient for the historian of any modern kingdom, is neither to be concealed nor extenuated, however much we may lament it. I advert to the point here on more grounds than one. For it not only limits the amount of information which an historian of Greece can give to his readers,—compelling him to leave much of his picture an absolute blank,—but it also greatly spoils the execution of the remainder. The question of credibility is perpetually obtruding itself, and requiring a decision, which, whether favorable or unfavorable, always introduces more or less of controversy; and gives to those outlines, which the interest of the picture requires to be straight and vigorous, a faint and faltering character. Expressions of qualified and hesitating affirmation are repeated until the reader is sickened; while the writer himself, to whom this restraint is more painful still, is frequently tempted to break loose from the unseen spell by which a conscientious criticism binds him down,—to screw up the possible and probable into certainty, to suppress counterbalancing considerations, and to substitute a pleasing romance in place of half-known and perplexing realities. Desiring, in the present work, to set forth all which can be ascertained, together with such conjectures and inferences as can be reasonably deduced from it, but nothing more,—I notice, at the outset, that faulty state of the original evidence which renders discussions of credibility, and hesitation in the language of the judge, unavoidable. Such discussions, though the reader may be assured that they will become less frequent as we advance into times better known, are tiresome enough, even with the comparatively late period which I adopt as the historical beginning; much more intolerable would they have proved, had I thought it my duty to start from the primitive terminus of Deukaliôn or Inachus, or from the unburied Pelasgi and Leleges, and to subject the heroic ages to a similar scrutiny. I really know nothing so disheartening or unrequited as the elaborate balancing of what is called evidence,—the comparison of infinitesimal probabilities and conjectures all uncertified,—in regard to these shadowy times and persons.

The law respecting sufficiency of evidence ought to be the same for ancient times as for modern; and the reader will find in this History an application, to the former, of criteria analogous to those which have been long recognized in the latter. Approaching, though with a certain measure of indulgence, to this standard, I begin the real history of Greece with the first recorded Olympiad, or 776 B. C. To such as are accustomed to the habits once universal, and still not uncommon, in investigating the ancient world, I may appear to be striking off one thousand years from the scroll of history; but to those whose canon of evidence is derived from Mr. Hallam, M. Sismondi, or any other eminent historian of modern events, I am well assured that I shall appear lax and credulous rather than exigent or sceptical. For the truth is, that historical records, properly so called, do not begin until long after this date: nor will any man, who candidly considers the extreme paucity of attested facts for two centuries after 776 B. C., be astonished to learn that the state of Greece in 900, 1000, 1100, 1200, 1300, 1400 B. C., etc.,—or any earlier century which it may please chronologists to include in their computed genealogies,—cannot be described to him upon anything like decent evidence. I shall hope, when I come to the lives of Socrates and Plato, to illustrate one of the most valuable of their principles,—that conscious and confessed ignorance is a better state of mind, than the fancy, without the reality, of knowledge. Meanwhile, I begin by making that confession, in reference to the real world of Greece anterior to the Olympiads; meaning the disclaimer to apply to anything like a general history,—not to exclude rigorously every individual event.

The times which I thus set apart from the region of history are discernible only through a different atmosphere,—that of epic poetry and legend. To confound together these disparate matters is, in my judgment, essentially unphilosophical. I describe the earlier times by themselves, as conceived by the faith and feeling of the first Greeks, and known only through their legends,—without presuming to measure how much or how little of historical matter these legends may contain. If the reader blame me for not assisting him to determine this,—if he ask me why I do not undraw the curtain and disclose the picture,—I reply in the words of the painter Zeuxis, when the same question was addressed to him on exhibiting his master-piece of imitative art: “The curtain is the picture.” What we now read as poetry and legend was once accredited history, and the only genuine history which the first Greeks could conceive or relish of their past time: the curtain conceals nothing behind, and cannot, by any ingenuity, be withdrawn. I undertake only to show it as it stands,—not to efface, still less to repaint it.

Three-fourths of the two volumes now presented to the public are destined to elucidate this age of historical faith, as distinguished from the later age of historical reason: to exhibit its basis in the human mind,—an omnipresent religious and personal interpretation of nature; to illustrate it by comparison with the like mental habit in early modern Europe; to show its immense abundance and variety of narrative matter, with little care for consistency between one story and another; lastly, to set forth the causes which overgrew and partially supplanted the old epical sentiment, and introduced, in the room of literal faith, a variety of compromises and interpretations.

The legendary age of the Greeks receives its principal charm and dignity from the Homeric poems: to these, therefore, and to the other poems included in the ancient epic, an entire chapter is devoted, the length of which must be justified by the names of the Iliad and Odyssey. I have thought it my duty to take some notice of the Wolfian controversy as it now stands in Germany, and have even hazarded some speculations respecting the structure of the Iliad. The society and manners of the heroic age, considered as known in a general way from Homer’s descriptions and allusions, are also described and criticized.

I next pass to the historical age, beginning at 776 B. C.; prefixing some remarks upon the geographical features of Greece. I try to make out, amidst obscure and scanty indications, what the state of Greece was at this period; and I indulge some cautious conjectures, founded upon the earliest verifiable facts, respecting the steps immediately antecedent by which that condition was brought about. In the present volumes, I have only been able to include the history of Sparta and the Peloponnesian Dorians, down to the age of Peisistratus and Crœsus. I had hoped to have comprised in them the entire history of Greece down to this last-mentioned period, but I find the space insufficient.

The history of Greece falls most naturally into six compartments, of which the first may be looked at as a period of preparation for the five following, which exhaust the free life of collective Hellas.

I. Period from 776 B. C. to 560 B. C., the accession of Peisistratus at Athens and of Crœsus in Lydia.



II. From the accession of Peisistratus and Crœsus to the repulse of Xerxes from Greece.

III. From the repulse of Xerxes to the close of the Peloponnesian war and overthrow of Athens.

IV. From the close of the Peloponnesian war to the battle of Leuktra.

V. From the battle of Leuktra to that of Chæroneia.

VI. From the battle of Chæroneia to the end of the generation of Alexander.

The five periods, from Peisistratus down to the death of Alexander and of his generation, present the acts of an historical drama capable of being recounted in perspicuous succession, and connected by a sensible thread of unity. I shall interweave in their proper places the important but outlying adventures of the Sicilian and Italian Greeks,—introducing such occasional notices of Grecian political constitutions, philosophy, poetry, and oratory, as are requisite to exhibit the many-sided activity of this people during their short but brilliant career.

After the generation of Alexander, the political action of Greece becomes cramped and degraded,—no longer interesting to the reader, or operative on the destinies of the future world. We may, indeed, name one or two incidents, especially the revolutions of Agis and Kleomenês at Sparta, which are both instructive and affecting; but as a whole, the period, between 300 B. C. and the absorption of Greece by the Romans, is of no interest in itself, and is only so far of value as it helps us to understand the preceding centuries. The dignity and value of the Greeks from that time forward belong to them only as individual philosophers, preceptors, astronomers, and mathematicians, literary men and critics, medical practitioners, etc. In all these respective capacities, especially in the great schools of philosophical speculation they still constitute the light of the Roman world; though, as communities, they have lost their own orbit, and have become satellites of more powerful neighbors.

I propose to bring down the history of the Grecian communities to the year 300 B. C., or the close of the generation which takes its name from Alexander the Great, and I hope to accomplish this in eight volumes altogether. For the next two or three volumes I have already large preparations made, and I shall publish my third (perhaps my fourth) in the course of the ensuing winter.

There are great disadvantages in the publication of one portion of a history apart from the remainder; for neither the earlier nor the later phenomena can be fully comprehended without the light which each mutually casts upon the other. But the practice has become habitual, and is indeed more than justified by the well-known inadmissibility of “long hopes” into the short span of human life. Yet I cannot but fear that my first two volumes will suffer in the estimation of many readers by coming out alone,—and that men who value the Greeks for their philosophy, their politics, and their oratory, may treat the early legends as not worth attention. And it must be confessed that the sentimental attributes of the Greek mind—its religious and poetical vein—here appear in disproportionate relief, as compared with its more vigorous and masculine capacities,—with those powers of acting, organizing, judging, and speculating, which will be revealed in the forthcoming volumes. I venture, however, to forewarn the reader, that there will occur numerous circumstances in the after political life of the Greeks, which he will not comprehend unless he be initiated into the course of their legendary associations. He will not understand the frantic terror of the Athenian public during the Peloponnesian war, on the occasion of the mutilation of the statues called Hermæ, unless he enters into the way in which they connected their stability and security with the domiciliation of the gods in the soil: nor will he adequately appreciate the habit of the Spartan king on military expeditions,—when he offered his daily public sacrifices on behalf of his army and his country,—“always to perform this morning service immediately before sunrise, in order that he might be beforehand in obtaining the favor of the gods,”1 if he be not familiar with the Homeric conception of Zeus going to rest at night and awaking to rise at early dawn from the side of the “white-armed Hêrê.” The occasion will, indeed, often occur for remarking how these legends illustrate and vivify the political phenomena of the succeeding times, and I have only now to urge the necessity of considering them as the beginning of a series,—not as an entire work.

London, March 5, 1846.


PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION OF

VOLUMES I. AND II.
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In preparing a Second Edition of the first two volumes of my History, I have profited by the remarks and corrections of various critics, contained in Reviews, both English and foreign. I have suppressed, or rectified, some positions which had been pointed out as erroneous, or as advanced upon inadequate evidence. I have strengthened my argument in some cases where it appeared to have been imperfectly understood,—adding some new notes, partly for the purpose of enlarged illustration, partly to defend certain opinions which had been called in question. The greater number of these alterations have been made in Chapters XVI. and XXI. of Part I., and in Chapter VI. of Part II.

I trust that these three Chapters, more full of speculation, and therefore more open to criticism than any of the others, will thus appear in a more complete and satisfactory form. But I must at the same time add that they remain for the most part unchanged in substance, and that I have seen no sufficient reason to modify my main conclusions even respecting the structure of the Iliad, controverted though they have been by some of my most esteemed critics.

In regard to the character and peculiarity of Grecian legend, as broadly distinguished throughout these volumes from Grecian history, I desire to notice two valuable publications with which I have only become acquainted since the date of my first edition. One of these is, A Short Essay on Primæval History, by John Kenrick, M. A. (London, 1846, published just at the same time as these volumes,) which illustrates with much acute reflection the general features of legend, not only in Greece but throughout the ancient world,—see especially pages 65, 84, 92, et seq. The other work is, Rambles and Recollections of an Indian Official, by Colonel Sleeman,—first made known to me through an excellent notice of my History in the Edinburgh Review for October 1846. The description given by Colonel Sleeman, of the state of mind now actually prevalent among the native population of Hindostan, presents a vivid comparison, helping the modern reader to understand and appreciate the legendary era of Greece. I have embodied in the notes of this Second Edition two or three passages from Colonel Sleeman’s instructive work: but the whole of it richly deserves perusal.

Having now finished six volumes of this History, without attaining a lower point than the peace of Nikias, in the tenth year of the Peloponnesian war,—I find myself compelled to retract the expectation held out in the preface to my First Edition, that the entire work might be completed in eight volumes. Experience proves to me how impossible it is to measure beforehand the space which historical subjects will require. All I can now promise is, that the remainder of the work shall be executed with as much regard to brevity as is consistent with the paramount duty of rendering it fit for public acceptance.

London, April 3, 1849.


NAMES OF GODS, GODDESSES, AND HEROES.
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Following the example of Dr. Thirlwall and other excellent scholars, I call the Greek deities by their real Greek names, and not by the Latin equivalents used among the Romans. For the assistance of those readers to whom the Greek names may be less familiar, I here annex a table of the one and the other.



	Greek.
	
	Latin.



	Zeus,
	
	Jupiter.



	Poseidôn,
	
	Neptune.



	Arês,
	
	Mars.



	Dionysus,
	
	Bacchus.



	Hermês,
	
	Mercury.



	Hêlios,
	
	Sol.



	Hêphæstus,
	
	Vulcan.



	Hadês,
	
	Pluto.



	Hêrê,
	
	Juno.



	Athênê,
	
	Minerva.



	Artemis,
	
	Diana.



	Aphroditê,
	
	Venus.



	Eôs,
	
	Aurora.



	Hestia,
	
	Vesta.



	Lêtô,
	
	Latona.



	Dêmêtêr,
	
	Ceres.



	Hêraklês,
	
	Hercules.



	Asklêpius,
	
	Æsculapius.





A few words are here necessary respecting the orthography of Greek names adopted in the above table and generally throughout this history. I have approximated as nearly as I dared to the Greek letters in preference to the Latin; and on this point I venture upon an innovation which I should have little doubt of vindicating before the reason of any candid English student. For the ordinary practice of substituting, in a Greek name, the English C in place of the Greek K, is, indeed, so obviously incorrect, that it admits of no rational justification. Our own K, precisely and in every point, coincides with the Greek K: we have thus the means of reproducing the Greek name to the eye as well as to the ear, yet we gratuitously take the wrong letter in preference to the right. And the precedent of the Latins is here against us rather than in our favor, for their C really coincided in sound with the Greek K, whereas our C entirely departs from it, and becomes an S, before e, i, æ, œ, and y. Though our C has so far deviated in sound from the Latin C, yet there is some warrant for our continuing to use it in writing Latin names,—because we thus reproduce the name to the eye, though not to the ear. But this is not the case when we employ our C to designate the Greek K, for we depart here not less from the visible than from the audible original; while we mar the unrivalled euphony of the Greek language by that multiplied sibilation which constitutes the least inviting feature in our own. Among German philologists, the K is now universally employed in writing Greek names, and I have adopted it pretty largely in this work, making exception for such names as the English reader has been so accustomed to hear with the C, that they may be considered as being almost Anglicised. I have, farther, marked the long e and the long o (η, ω,) by a circumflex (Hêrê) when they occur in the last syllable or in the penultimate of a name.


PART I.

LEGENDARY GREECE.
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CHAPTER I.

LEGENDS RESPECTING THE GODS.
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The mythical world of the Greeks opens with the gods, anterior as well as superior to man: it gradually descends, first to heroes, and next to the human race. Along with the gods are found various monstrous natures, ultra-human and extra-human, who cannot with propriety be called gods, but who partake with gods and men in the attributes of free-will, conscious agency, and susceptibility of pleasure and pain,—such as the Harpies, the Gorgons, the Grææ, the Sirens, Scylla and Charybdis, Echidna, Sphinx, Chimæra, Chrysaor, Pegasus, the Cyclôpes, the Centaurs, etc. The first acts of what may be termed the great mythical cycle describe the proceedings of these gigantic agents—the crash and collision of certain terrific and overboiling forces, which are ultimately reduced to obedience, or chained up, or extinguished, under the more orderly government of Zeus, who supplants his less capable predecessors, and acquires precedence and supremacy over gods and men—subject, however to certain social restraints from the chief gods and goddesses around him, as well as to the custom of occasionally convoking and consulting the divine agora.

I recount these events briefly, but literally, treating them simply as mythes springing from the same creative imagination, addressing themselves to analogous tastes and feelings, and depending upon the same authority, as the legends of Thebes and Troy. It is the inspired voice of the Muse which reveals and authenticates both, and from which Homer and Hesiod alike derive their knowledge—the one, of the heroic, the other, of the divine, foretime. I maintain, moreover, fully, the character of these great divine agents as Persons, which is the light in which they presented themselves to the Homeric or Hesiodic audience. Uranos, Nyx, Hypnos and Oneiros (Heaven, Night, Sleep and Dream), are Persons, just as much as Zeus and Apollo. To resolve them into mere allegories, is unsafe and unprofitable: we then depart from the point of view of the original hearers, without acquiring any consistent or philosophical point of view of our own.2 For although some of the attributes and actions ascribed to these persons are often explicable by allegory the whole series and system of them never are so: the theorist who adopts this course of explanation finds that, after one or two simple and obvious steps, the path is no longer open, and he is forced to clear a way for himself by gratuitous refinements and conjectures. The allegorical persons and attributes are always found mingled with other persons and attributes not allegorical; but the two classes cannot be severed without breaking up the whole march of the mythical events, nor can any explanation which drives us to such a necessity be considered as admissible. To suppose indeed that these legends could be all traced by means of allegory into a coherent body of physical doctrine, would be inconsistent with all reasonable presumptions respecting the age or society in which they arose. Where the allegorical mark is clearly set upon any particular character, or attribute, or event, to that extent we may recognize it; but we can rarely venture to divine further, still less to alter the legends themselves on the faith of any such surmises. The theogony of the Greeks contains some cosmogonic ideas; but it cannot be considered as a system of cosmogony, or translated into a string of elementary, planetary, or physical changes.

In the order of legendary chronology, Zeus comes after Kronos and Uranos; but in the order of Grecian conception, Zeus is the prominent person, and Kronos and Uranos are inferior and introductory precursors, set up in order to be overthrown and to serve as mementos of the prowess of their conqueror. To Homer and Hesiod, as well as to the Greeks universally, Zeus is the great and predominant god, “the father of gods and men,” whose power none of the other gods can hope to resist, or even deliberately think of questioning. All the other gods have their specific potency and peculiar sphere of action and duty, with which Zeus does not usually interfere; but it is he who maintains the lineaments of a providential superintendence, as well over the phænomena of Olympus as over those of earth. Zeus and his brothers Poseidôn and Hadês have made a division of power: he has reserved the æther and the atmosphere to himself—Poseidôn has obtained the sea—and Hadês the under-world or infernal regions; while earth, and the events which pass upon earth, are common to all of them, together with free access to Olympus.3

Zeus, then, with his brethren and colleagues, constitute the present gods, whom Homer and Hesiod recognize as in full dignity and efficiency. The inmates of this divine world are conceived upon the model, but not upon the scale, of the human. They are actuated by the full play and variety of those appetites, sympathies, passions and affections, which divide the soul of man; invested with a far larger and indeterminate measure of power, and an exemption as well from death as (with some rare exceptions) from suffering and infirmity. The rich and diverse types thus conceived, full of energetic movement and contrast, each in his own province, and soaring confessedly above the limits of experience, were of all themes the most suitable for adventure and narrative, and operated with irresistible force upon the Grecian fancy. All nature was then conceived as moving and working through a number of personal agents, amongst whom the gods of Olympus were the most conspicuous; the reverential belief in Zeus and Apollo being only one branch of this omnipresent personifying faith. The attributes of all these agents had a tendency to expand themselves into illustrative legends—especially those of the gods, who were constantly invoked in the public worship. Out of this same mental source sprang both the divine and heroic mythes—the former being often the more extravagant and abnormous in their incidents, in proportion as the general type of the gods was more vast and awful than that of the heroes.

As the gods have houses and wives like men, so the present dynasty of gods must have a past to repose upon;4 and the curious and imaginative Greek, whenever he does not find a recorded past ready to his hand, is uneasy until he has created one. Thus the Hesiodic theogony explains, with a certain degree of system and coherence, first the antecedent circumstances under which Zeus acquired the divine empire, next the number of his colleagues and descendants.

First in order of time (we are told by Hesiod) came Chaos; next Gæa, the broad, firm, and flat Earth, with deep and dark Tartarus at her base. Erôs (Love), the subduer of gods as well as men, came immediately afterwards.5

From Chaos sprung Erebos and Nyx; from these latter Æthêr and Hêmera. Gæa also gave birth to Uranos, equal in breadth to herself, in order to serve both as an overarching vault to her, and as a residence for the immortal gods; she further produced the mountains, habitations of the divine nymphs, and Pontus, the barren and billowy sea.

Then Gæa intermarried with Uranos, and from this union came a numerous offspring—twelve Titans and Titanides, three Cyclôpes, and three Hekatoncheires or beings with a hundred hands each. The Titans were Oceanus, Kœos, Krios, Hyperiôn, Iapetos, and Kronos: the Titanides, Theia, Rhea, Themis, Mnêmosynê, Phœbê, and Têthys. The Cyclôpes were Brontês, Steropês, and Argês,—formidable persons, equally distinguished for strength and for manual craft, so that they made the thunder which afterwards formed the irresistible artillery of Zeus.6 The Hekatoncheires were Kottos, Briareus, and Gygês, of prodigious bodily force.

Uranos contemplated this powerful brood with fear and horror; as fast as any of them were born, he concealed them in cavities of the earth, and would not permit them to come out. Gæa could find no room for them, and groaned under the pressure: she produced iron, made a sickle, and implored her sons to avenge both her and themselves against the oppressive treatment of their father. But none of them, except Kronos, had courage to undertake the deed: he, the youngest and the most daring, was armed with the sickle and placed in suitable ambush by the contrivance of Gæa. Presently night arrived, and Uranos descended to the embraces of Gæa: Kronos then emerged from his concealment, cut off the genitals of his father, and cast the bleeding member behind him far away into the sea.7 Much of the blood was spilt upon the earth, and Gæa in consequence gave birth to the irresistible Erinnys, the vast and muscular Gigantes, and the Melian nymphs. Out of the genitals themselves, as they swam and foamed upon the sea, emerged the goddess Aphroditê, deriving her name from the foam out of which she had sprung. She first landed at Kythêra, and then went to Cyprus: the island felt her benign influence, and the green herb started up under her soft and delicate tread. Erôs immediately joined her, and partook with her the function of suggesting and directing the amorous impulses both of gods and men.8

Uranos being thus dethroned and disabled, Kronos and the Titans acquired their liberty and became predominant: the Cyclôpes and the Hekatoncheires had been cast by Uranos into Tartarus, and were still allowed to remain there.

Each of the Titans had a numerous offspring: Oceanus, especially, marrying his sister Têthys, begat three thousand daughters, the Oceanic nymphs, and as many sons: the rivers and springs passed for his offspring. Hyperiôn and his sister Theia had for their children Hêlios, Selênê, and Eôs; Kœos with Phœbê begat Lêtô and Asteria; the children of Krios were Astræos, Pallas, and Persês,—from Astræos and Eôs sprang the winds Zephyrus, Boreas, and Notus. Iapetos, marrying the Oceanic nymph Clymenê, counted as his progeny the celebrated Promêtheus, Epimêtheus, Menœtius, and Atlas. But the offspring of Kronos were the most powerful and transcendent of all. He married his sister Rhea, and had by her three daughters—Hestia, Dêmêtêr, and Hêrê—and three sons, Hadês, Poseidôn, and Zeus, the latter at once the youngest and the greatest.

But Kronos foreboded to himself destruction from one of his own children, and accordingly, as soon as any of them were born, he immediately swallowed them and retained them in his own belly. In this manner had the first five been treated, and Rhea was on the point of being delivered of Zeus. Grieved and indignant at the loss of her children, she applied for counsel to her father and mother, Uranos and Gæa, who aided her to conceal the birth of Zeus. They conveyed her by night to Lyktus in Crête, hid the new-born child in a woody cavern on Mount Ida, and gave to Kronos, in place of it, a stone wrapped in swaddling clothes, which he greedily swallowed, believing it to be his child. Thus was the safety of Zeus ensured.9 As he grew up his vast powers fully developed themselves: at the suggestion of Gæa, he induced Kronos by stratagem to vomit up, first the stone which had been given to him,—next, the five children whom he had previously devoured. Hestia, Dêmêtêr, Hêrê, Poseidôn and Hadês, were thus allowed to grow up along with Zeus; and the stone to which the latter owed his preservation was placed near the temple of Delphi, where it ever afterwards stood, as a conspicuous and venerable memorial to the religious Greek.10

We have not yet exhausted the catalogue of beings generated during this early period, anterior to the birth of Zeus. Nyx, alone and without any partner, gave birth to a numerous progeny: Thanatos, Hypnos and Oneiros; Mômus and Oïzys (Grief); Klôthô, Lachesis and Atropos, the three Fates; the retributive and equalizing Nemesis; Apatê and Philotês (Deceit and amorous Propensity), Gêras (Old Age) and Eris (Contention). From Eris proceeded an abundant offspring, all mischievous and maleficent: Ponos (Suffering), Lêthê, Limos (Famine), Phonos and Machê (Slaughter and Battle), Dysnomia and Atê (Lawlessness and reckless Impulse), and Horkos, the ever watchful sanctioner of oaths, as well as the inexorable punisher of voluntary perjury.11

Gæa, too, intermarrying with Pontus, gave birth to Nereus, the just and righteous old man of the sea; to Thaumas, Phorkys and Kêtô. From Nereus, and Doris daughter of Oceanus, proceeded the fifty Nereids or Sea-nymphs. Thaumus also married Elektra daughter of Oceanus, and had by her Iris and the two Harpies, Allô and Okypetê,—winged and swift as the winds. From Phorkys and Kêtô sprung the Dragon of the Hesperides, and the monstrous Grææ and Gorgons: the blood of Medusa, one of the Gorgons, when killed by Perseus, produced Chrysaor and the horse Pegasus: Chrysaor and Kallirrhoê gave birth to Geryôn as well as to Echidna,—a creature half-nymph and half-serpent, unlike both to gods and to men. Other monsters arose from the union of Echidna with Typhaôn,—Orthros, the two-headed dog of Geryôn; Cerberus, the dog of Hadês, with fifty heads, and the Lernæan Hydra. From the latter proceeded the Chimæra, the Sphinx of Thêbes, and the Nemean lion.12

A powerful and important progeny, also, was that of Styx, daughter of Oceanus, by Pallas; she had Zêlos and Nikê (Imperiousness and Victory), and Kratos and Bia (Strength and Force). The hearty and early coöperation of Styx and her four sons with Zeus was one of the main causes which enabled him to achieve his victory over the Titans.

Zeus had grown up not less distinguished for mental capacity than for bodily force. He and his brothers now determined to wrest the power from the hands of Kronos and the Titans, and a long and desperate struggle commenced, in which all the gods and all the goddesses took part. Zeus convoked them to Olympus, and promised to all who would aid him against Kronos, that their functions and privileges should remain undisturbed. The first who responded to the call, came with her four sons, and embraced his cause, was Styx. Zeus took them all four as his constant attendants, and conferred upon Styx the majestic distinction of being the Horkos, or oath-sanctioner of the Gods,—what Horkos was to men, Styx was to the Gods.13

Still further to strengthen himself, Zeus released the other Uranids who had been imprisoned in Tartarus by their father,—the Cyclôpes and the Centimanes,—and prevailed upon them to take part with him against the Titans. The former supplied him with thunder and lightning, and the latter brought into the fight their boundless muscular strength.14 Ten full years did the combat continue; Zeus and the Kronids occupying Olympus, and the Titans being established on the more southerly mountain-chain of Othrys. All nature was convulsed, and the distant Oceanus, though he took no part in the struggle, felt the boiling, the noise, and the shock, not less than Gæa and Pontus. The thunder of Zeus, combined with the crags and mountains torn up and hurled by the Centimanes, at length prevailed, and the Titans were defeated and thrust down into Tartarus. Iapetos, Kronos, and the remaining Titans (Oceanus excepted) were imprisoned, perpetually and irrevocably, in that subterranean dungeon, a wall of brass being built around them by Poseidôn, and the three Centimanes being planted as guards. Of the two sons of Iapetos, Menœtius was made to share this prison, while Atlas was condemned to stand for ever at the extreme west, and to bear upon his shoulders the solid vault of heaven.15

Thus were the Titans subdued, and the Kronids with Zeus at their head placed in possession of power. They were not, however, yet quite secure; for Gæa, intermarrying with Tartarus, gave birth to a new and still more formidable monster called Typhôeus, of such tremendous properties and promise, that, had he been allowed to grow into full development, nothing could have prevented him from vanquishing all rivals and becoming supreme. But Zeus foresaw the danger, smote him at once with a thunderbolt from Olympus, and burnt him up: he was cast along with the rest into Tartarus, and no further enemy remained to question the sovereignty of the Kronids.16

With Zeus begins a new dynasty and a different order of beings. Zeus, Poseidôn, and Hadês agree upon the distribution before noticed, of functions and localities: Zeus retaining the Æthêr and the atmosphere, together with the general presiding function; Poseidôn obtaining the sea, and administering subterranean forces generally; and Hadês ruling the under-world or region in which the half-animated shadows of departed men reside.

It has been already stated, that in Zeus, his brothers and his sisters, and his and their divine progeny, we find the present Gods; that is, those, for the most part, whom the Homeric and Hesiodic Greeks recognized and worshipped. The wives of Zeus were numerous as well as his offspring. First he married Mêtis, the wisest and most sagacious of the goddesses; but Gæa and Uranos forewarned him that if he permitted himself to have children by her, they would be stronger than himself and dethrone him. Accordingly when Mêtis was on the point of being delivered of Athênê, he swallowed her up, and her wisdom and sagacity thus became permanently identified with his own being.17 His head was subsequently cut open, in order to make way for the exit and birth of the goddess Athênê.18 By Themis, Zeus begat the Hôræ, by Eurynomê, the three Charities or Graces; by Mnêmosynê, the Muses; by Lêtô (Latona), Apollo and Artemis; and by Dêmêtêr, Persephonê. Last of all he took for his wife Hêrê, who maintained permanently the dignity of queen of the Gods; by her he had Hêbê, Arês, and Eileithyia. Hermês also was born to him by Maia, the daughter of Atlas: Hêphæstos was born to Hêrê, according to some accounts, by Zeus; according to others, by her own unaided generative force.19 He was born lame, and Hêrê was ashamed of him: she wished to secrete him away, but he made his escape into the sea, and found shelter under the maternal care of the Nereids Thetis and Eurynome.20 Our enumeration of the divine race, under the presidency of Zeus, will thus give us,21—

1. The twelve great gods and goddesses of Olympus,—Zeus, Poseidôn, Apollo, Arês, Hêphæstos, Hermês, Hêrê, Athênê, Artemis, Aphroditê, Hestia, Dêmêtêr.

2. An indefinite number of other deities, not included among the Olympic, seemingly because the number twelve was complete without them, but some of them not inferior in power and dignity to many of the twelve:—Hadês, Hêlios, Hekatê, Dionysos, Lêtô, Diônê, Persephonê, Selênê, Themis, Eôs, Harmonia, the Charities, the Muses, the Eileithyiæ, the Mœræ, the Oceanids and the Nereids, Proteus, Eidothea, the Nymphs, Leukothea, Phorkys, Æolus, Nemesis, etc.

3. Deities who perform special services to the greater gods:—Iris, Hêbê, the Horæ, etc.

4. Deities whose personality is more faintly and unsteadily conceived:—Atê, the Litæ, Eris, Thanatos, Hypnos, Kratos, Bia, Ossa, etc.22 The same name is here employed sometimes to designate the person, sometimes the attribute or event not personified,—an unconscious transition of ideas, which, when consciously performed, is called Allegory.

5. Monsters, offspring of the Gods:—the Harpies, the Gorgons, the Grææ, Pegasus, Chrysaor, Echidna, Chimæra, the Dragon of the Hesperides, Cerberus, Orthros, Geryôn, the Lernæan Hydra, the Nemean lion, Scylla and Charybdis, the Centaurs, the Sphinx, Xanthos and Balios the immortal horses, etc.

From the gods we slide down insensibly, first to heroes, and then to men; but before we proceed to this new mixture, it is necessary to say a few words on the theogony generally. I have given it briefly as it stands in the Hesiodic Theogonia, because that poem—in spite of great incoherence and confusion, arising seemingly from diversity of authorship as well as diversity of age—presents an ancient and genuine attempt to cast the divine foretime into a systematic sequence. Homer and Hesiod were the grand authorities in the pagan world respecting theogony; but in the Iliad and Odyssey nothing is found except passing allusions and implications, and even in the Hymns (which were commonly believed in antiquity to be the productions of the same author as the Iliad and the Odyssey) there are only isolated, unconnected narratives. Accordingly men habitually took their information respecting their theogonic antiquities from the Hesiodic poem, where it was ready laid out before them; and the legends consecrated in that work acquired both an extent of circulation and a firm hold on the national faith, such as independent legends could seldom or never rival. Moreover the scrupulous and sceptical Pagans, as well as the open assailants of Paganism in later times, derived their subjects of attack from the same source; so that it has been absolutely necessary to recount in their naked simplicity the Hesiodic stories, in order to know what it was that Plato deprecated and Xenophanês denounced. The strange proceedings ascribed to Uranos, Kronos and Zeus, have been more frequently alluded to, in the way of ridicule or condemnation, than any other portion of the mythical world.

But though the Hesiodic theogony passed as orthodox among the later Pagans,23 because it stood before them as the only system anciently set forth and easily accessible, it was evidently not the only system received at the date of the poem itself. Homer knows nothing of Uranos, in the sense of an arch-God anterior to Kronos. Uranos and Gæa, like Oceanus, Têthys and Nyx, are with him great and venerable Gods, but neither the one nor the other present the character of predecessors of Kronos and Zeus.24 The Cyclôpes, whom Hesiod ranks as sons of Uranos and fabricators of thunder, are in Homer neither one nor the other; they are not noticed in the Iliad at all, and in the Odyssey they are gross gigantic shepherds and cannibals, having nothing in common with the Hesiodic Cyclops except the one round central eye.25 Of the three Centimanes enumerated by Hesiod, Briareus only is mentioned in Homer, and to all appearance, not as the son of Uranos, but as the son of Poseidôn; not as aiding Zeus in his combat against the Titans, but as rescuing him at a critical moment from a conspiracy formed against him by Hêrê, Poseidôn and Athênê.26 Not only is the Hesiodic Uranos (with the Uranids) omitted in Homer, but the relations between Zeus and Kronos are also presented in a very different light. No mention is made of Kronos swallowing his young children: on the contrary, Zeus is the eldest of the three brothers instead of the youngest, and the children of Kronos live with him and Rhea: there the stolen intercourse between Zeus and Hêrê first takes place without the knowledge of their parents.27 When Zeus puts Kronos down into Tartarus, Rhea consigns her daughter Hêrê to the care of Oceanus: no notice do we find of any terrific battle with the Titans as accompanying that event. Kronos, Iapetos, and the remaining Titans are down in Tartarus, in the lowest depths under the earth, far removed from the genial rays of Hêlios; but they are still powerful and venerable, and Hypnos makes Hêrê swear an oath in their name, as the most inviolable that
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