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ABSTRACT

ARISTOTLE'S ATHENIAN CONSTITUTION REVISITED:

TRIBAL ORIGINS OF ANCIENT DEMOCRACY
Özbay Süleyman Kenan
M.S. in Political Science

Supervisor: Prof. Raþit Kaya

September, 1994

In this thesis, the changes archaic Attica went through up to emergence of Classical Democracy are considered in the context of the dissolution of tribal society and the continuation of  its world view in transformed forms. This process of transition, in which a consanguine society turns into a state society is in Aristotle's Athenian Constitution best narrated. This ancient work is taken as a basis for this study and some of the issues raised by Aristotle are discussed. Consequently, two factors in the social and economical transformation of Attica have been discerned: On the one hand, the pressure of the tension between the priestly nobility of Attica and heroic nobility of other surrounding mainland poleis; on the other hand, the tension between the merchant faction of Noble houses of Attica and those who were still predominantly agrarian. Illustration of roles of these two historical factors substantiates the thesis.
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Bu tezde Arkaik Attika toplumunda meydana gelen ve klasik demokrasiyle sonuçlanan deðiþimler, kabile toplumunun daðýlmasý ve kabile dünya görüþünün dönüþen sürekliliði baðlamýnda incelenmiþtir. Kan toplumundan devletli topluma geçiþte kendine özgü bir geliþme çizgisi izleyen Attika'daki bu süreci en geniþ biçimiyle dile getiren Aristo'nun Atina Anayasasý adlý eseri temel alýnmýþ ve bunun etrafýndaki tartýþmalara katký ereði güdülmüþtür. Bu çalýþmanýn temel amacý, Attika'nýn, toplumlarýn genel evriminde ana çizgileriyle izlenebilen, yerini tespittir. Sonuç olarak, Attika'nýn hýzlý ekonomik ve sosyal dönüþümünde iki etmen vardýr: bir yanda rahipliðe dayalý katmanlaþma ile tarih sahnesine çýkmýþ bulunan Attika ile çevresindeki kahramanlýða dayalý katmanlaþmanýn etkileþiminden ortaya çýkan gerilimin baskýsý; diðer yandan da ticarete atýlan Atina'nýn soylu aileleriyle topraða baðlý kalanlar  arasýndaki çeliþkiler. Ýþte bu iki etkenin tarihsel dönüþümün çeþitli aþamalarda oynadýðý rollerin gösterilmesi bu tezin içeriðini oluþturmaktadýr.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Atina, Attika, Arkaik Çað, Demokrasi, Kabile toplumu, Boy, Soy, Barbarlýk, Drakon, Solon, Tiranlýk, Aristokrasi, Hüküm meþruiyeti, Arkon, Polemark, Basilevs, Savaþ þefi.
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AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 1    

 INTRODUCTION

Mankind all over the world seems to have been organised by two associations one of which precedes the other historically. These two associations can be distinguished by various sorts of conceptualisations but can not be reduced to one another on a theoretical basis. These associations are kinship and territory and correspond to respective types of societies which can be called "tribal" and "political", by two non mutually exclusive terms. Since some aspects of the former type of society give way to those of the latter and then, damp or survive in their transformed disguise among them. In other words despite the fact that tribal societies can be and in our times are increasingly poetical, the essential conception of tribe rejects 'political' 

The subject of this thesis is a re-evaluation of the political history of archaic Attica as the story of the best known example of Ancient democracy which was certainly the strongest and survived longest in antiquity. My purpose is to suggest the relevance of tendencies and traditions inherited from the earliest times of tribal society in understanding this era in which not only the democracy but the Athenian state itself emerged. I purport to do this by showing how this aspect was ignored in the existing major studies on this era and suggesting a set of alternative views to make sense of the Classical texts on these times.

In organising this type of study on re-evaluation of ancient texts, to take one of the ancient narrations as base seemed all the more appealing, since such a comprehensive text exists and comes down from Aristotle who is regarded as the founder of many sciences including the systematic study of politics. This text is the Athenaion Politeia which was recovered in 1880 but not published until 1886. Therefore it was not available to most of the eminent theoreticians of nineteenth century when the relation between social theory and world views were more obvious and more legitimate.

Athenaion Politeia is one of the collection of 168 constitutions of Aristotelian school. It comprises 69 chapters and the first 42 are restricted to the narration of political history of Attica until when it was written (332 BC). Among these the initial 22 (some of which have not been recovered) give the most coherent account of developments that led to democracy since earliest times which constitutes our subject.

Though less systematic there were other indispensable ancient accounts that enhances our knowledge of developments in pre-historic and archaic Athens. Among these Heredotus is vital because Kleisthenic reforms were still the affair of previous generation when he wrote about them. Thukydides' observations on early Greece and formation of Athens as a town are brief but of very valuable as well as his additional information on Kylonian affair. Likewise Plutarch's lives is imperative for who anyone wants to focus on any personality in antiquity.

Now, there seems to have been two main tendencies prevalent to the existing evaluations of these developments:

On the one hand, some scholars tended to adopt a paradigm that was formed under the influences of the advent of democracies in Western Europe in the context of development of capitalism in which there were clearly almost mutually exclusive two antagonistic classes. In that context modern European democracies represent an institutionalised process based on balance between classes which emerged when the bourgeois class appealed to the masses for ridding the feudal class out of the state. Accordingly, those scholars who were unable to free themselves completely from this dominating perspective seem to set out to identify a revolutionary entrepreneurial-merchant class in archaic Greek society.

On the other hand, the other tendency appears as to take the scattered evidence as unrelated facts and refuses to relate emergence of democracy with social and economic changes that Attica underwent in the archaic age. Yet, this tendency is also inevitably unfree from making generalisations or inferences which obviously presupposes working with some preconceptions related to the state and society.

However, although the political society has sprung out of tribal society and replaced it with its peculiar institutions, residues of thought and behaviour from various phases of tribal experience persisted and the ancient men continued to perceive all the reality, political and social in particular, through these residual conceptions. This is the most striking truth about the ancient world and more so about the Athenian democracy. This reality has been overlooked primarily, through igroring tribal society as a universal aspect in the past of mankind, in which development of Greece and Athens in particular was merely a variation due to historical - geographical peculiarities of Greece both a well connected and an isolated corner of Mediterranean.

On the other hand, most Marxist literature on the subject recognised this universal reality but was usually impatient to identify the class struggle which undoubtedly exists every political society, so most of the time concentrated efforts on that aspect. Even authors who seem to have thoroughly mastered the tribal aspect of antiquity since its earliest times, seem to have disregarded the following point about tribal society (or to the extent of which a society can be considered tribal): what appears to us as 'political' in most cases is but a process which progresses through obtaining the legitimacy in the eyes of the whole of society; that is, to seem to be doing what is correct and right according to old customs. This elusive point will be indicated in discussing the relevant instances.

These tendencies appear best in the period between fifties and the eighties since the dialogue of the deaf, since the work of Morgan reached its acme during the times of cold war. Therefore my references may appear rather old in this thesis. I am aware that recent works on ancient Greek politics have taken up more of anthropological wisdom, though admittedly I could not obtain a sound access as a student in Ankara, but I doubt if these recent publications have paid much attention to the situation in fifties.

Nevertheless, the objective of this thesis is not only to prove the existence of tribal aspect in Greek political experience but to analyse the specificity of archaic society of Attica in the context of a theory of passages towards civilisations. It is essential to underline the peculiarities of Attic prehistory in accounting for the emergence of the unique democracy on that peninsula. Therefore, an extensive portion towards the end of the introductory chapter is reserved for speculative generalisations which provide us with the terms of analysis of passage to civilisation from relative stages of barbarism, as well as modes of differentiation within the egalitarian tribal societies along these paths to civilisation. Persistence of either of these modes of differentiation make up the character of nobility in advanced tribal society and its regard to the 'people'.

The second chapter deals with tribes in antiquity in general and those of some Greek peoples: Dorians and Ionians and tries to differentiate these two in terms of passages to civilisation: Dorians through middle barbarism, Ionians through higher barbarism stage. The rest of this chapter is reserved for discussion of earliest times of Attica, in the context of higher barbarism, with respect to the usual debates around the fragments from early chapters of AP .

Chapter three discusses the relative character of Attic nobility along the lines of previous chapter and tries to develop an insight into the rise of the Eupatrids by economic and religious aspects. Then the importance of tyranny is considered all over Greece as a phenomenon which will affect Attica also later as a prolonged process. 

The core chapter is the fourth one where the evaluation of the AP as an unbroken text becomes possible. Previously drawn conclusions about Attica as well as some additional features of tribal society are employed to account for the highly condensed account of Aristotle of distress in seventh century society and the reforms of Draco and Solon.

The fifth chapter is a quick narration of the coming of democracy through tyranny. Again the basic concern here is to keep trace of tribal aspects as they left their place for political institutions of classical times.

AUTONUMLGL Method:

The essence of this study is to re-understand the already known and almost unchangeable evidence with a proposed outlook. In this sense it basically comprises a re arrangement of what is already 'known' and  its re-presentation rather than disclosing a new piece of 'information' on the subject. On the other hand the proposed outlook provides an additional factor which has either long been neglected despite its prominence or has not been exhausted or has been offered only limited place as subordinate to the other factors that are deemed major.

It is inevitable that historiography involves working with generalisations. Conscious or unconscious, these generalisations are derived from the contemplation of general trends in history. The unconscious will remain only as hidden preconceptions realised only through criticism and often not admitted. Conscious generalisations, however, have more chance of survival since they have a dynamism and flexibility, and are therefore liable to change. Moreover, this consciousness may help to grasp the qualitative discontinuities in the past. Likewise, the method employed here is simply to apply generalisations derived from general anthropological theory summarised below, to the concrete bits of evidence for the social development in Attica in the archaic age and earlier times. In this sense, certain historical aspects can only be seen only through historical epochal comparisons or through an etiologic perspective which also comprises proto- and pre- history. In other words, some characteristic behaviour or situations may have prehistoric antecedents. However vague they may be, these antecedents help account for a great variety of developments in the historical times which in turn improves our regard for the past. Therefore various arguments that appear to be separate in the thesis are interrelated and necessary to make up the whole. 

Obviously, in such a study, to expect proof that will change the existing way of thinking -as if it was initiated on such proof - is vain and leads to agnosticism. Or at best, as Bernal has suggested, would be to 'see an analogy between scholarly debate and criminal law, which is misleading'. Therefore what counts here is internal coherence of the theses. 'All we can hope for is more plausibility' (Bernal, 1985:8) I believe that I have achieved this, since I reached more points of agreement with Aristotle and Plutarch. 

AUTONUMLGL Theoretical Assumptions.

In this part of the thesis I will advance the theoretical assumptions which I shall employ in evaluating the AP. A great deal of this framework is widely known but I find it useful to emphasise some of the cornerstones of these discourses, not in the form of arguments but as a sketch of interrelated ideas. I am aware that indispensable complementary parts of this theoretical attitude are such issues as totemism and matriarchy. I have not been able to offer space for them in this limited introductory chapter, However, I made some mention of and references to these subjects and tried to limit my inquiry to political-organisational and later "legal" aspects of tribal life, only to the extent that they are relevant to past Greek society in general, Athens in particular, in her advancement towards the practice of democracy. On the other hand, I ventured to extend a theory of differentiation which accounts for the early politicisation in tribal societies. By this I aimed to elucidate the relative retardation of Attica in the context of its specificity.

It is true that a great deal more could have been said or debated on theoretical aspects which rather would be the subject of Anthropological contemplation. Yet again, I have deliberately tried to avoid some detailed discussions of theory. In that I evaded the debate of Asiatic made of production and even modes of production altogether. I think I am justified in doing so, since seemingly purely theoretical amendment does not contribute much towards my perspective. 

AUTONUMLGL The universality of Tribal organisation

The primary assumption of my thesis is the universality of Tribal order in the entire past of mankind. There are many resemblances among pre civilised societies scattered in all the fringes of the civilised world, in terms of structure and principles of organisation which, in turn, constitutes a contrast between those societies and civilised ones. The most prominent distinction being, pre-civilised societies lack the state as a ruling apparatus which holds the monopoly of violence above and apart from society.  Instead, those primordial societies were organised in such ways that carried through the elementary functions of the state of civilised and differentiated societies on rudimentary level. This organisation can generally be called tribal. In civilised societies, however its residues are with us in many social institutions.

There is no need to go to the depths of human history. No serious observer of the contemporary pre-modernised world or one that studies the pre-modern times of capitalist societies cannot help but notice the existence of residues of  units social or​ganisations that seem to have existed in the unrecorded ages of the peoples all over the world. These traces seem to be ex​tinct now, among societies that went through and completed the process of modernisation. However, with the exception of the US, whose nationhood is relatively recent, the ideals and motives employed in the process of creation of modern nations indicate an assumption of unity of blood at least in core of the body of people. (e.g. Franks, Danes etc.) The later recognition of ethnic identities are con​cessions from a uniformity of such an assumption, otherwise claims to separate ethnic identity are made on the same grounds as the ones that embraced the nation. (i.e. Basque, the Alans; Brittany, the Britons in France or the strife for Celtic identities in the UK.)

In the case of pre-modernised societies, the units of kinship organisation are preserved, usually in order to keep the iden​tity among the subgroups in the society. For instance  the group in power as in some African countries, or those of the ruling families and their retinue in some Middle eastern countries, in order to explain and regulate the relationship among the wider circle of nobility; this is the particularising as​pect of kinship organisation. On the other hand, in modern nations, this aspect is deliberately pruned by the rising bourgeoisie and its ideologues. Instead the long neglected universal egalitarian aspect is emphasised but in a highly mystified manner. Therefore in the schoolbooks of modern Europe the most one can encounter are the very general names for tribal organisations (confederacies) of ancient Europe: The Celts; The Franks; The Normans; The Alemanni; the  Visigoths ; the Ostrogoths; the Burgundians; the Angli; the Saxons; the Lombards etc. Modern history has recorded the instances of rising tide of this mystic sentimentality in which the early 'roots' of a nationhood are praised by its heroic character to mask an aggression (e.g. Nazi Europe). So the residues of units in relatively retarded parts of the world, or references to a blood relation in modern nations are but different emphases on various elements of the collec​tive formation, common to the remote past of entire mankind. 

The early civilisations of the Old World like Islam, China and India had tribal elements in their rituals, social or​ganisations, religion, however they had gone through some very long process of evolution, therefore, these elements were so much mystified that they could hardly be recognisable in terms of their origin. In other words, it was difficult for the thinkers in the old world to draw parallelisms between their mode of living and that of  the surrounding barbarians by whom these civilisations are overwhelmed throughout the entire medieval ages. For that reason, they could not and would not have possibly recognised their very past social organisation in that of the latter. Outside the mainstream lines of scholarship, there were some who pondered the question of the rise and fall of civilisations in the context of societies' barbaric nature at the commencement of their civilising experience. The most interesting and the best known among those was Ibn Khaldoun.

AUTONUMLGL Tribes, Phratries, Clans:

European explorations in the fifteenth and sixteenth cen​turies revealed completely uncivilised peoples in newly divcovered parts of the world. Despite the vast diversification, certain fea​tures in the custom and behaviour of  those aborigines and a gradation of units in the kinship organisation was ubiquitous. The first general reaction to this was to take these vast peo​ples as another sort. It is a widely known fact that Church went through lengthy discussions in order to decide whether native Americans had souls and were therefore worth baptising or not. 

Early scientific studies of these peoples appeared in the early nineteenth century in the form of such issues such as the evolution of family or that these peoples in general did not recognise private property as such.

Morgan

A comparative study came from an American lawyer who disap​proved of the massacre of American Indians as a young man and devel​oped an interest towards them.  In the end, he devoted his thirty years to study these people who, he believed, consti​tuted a living specimen of primitive societies. In this way he not only carried through detailed field researches among the native North Americans but investigated the documentation on Aztecs as well as the classical civilisations of Europe and worked out a comparative evolutionary scheme of social organi​sation and social institutions for  all of humanity. Accord​ingly, as the human species completed its biological evolu​tion, began the evolution of society which was definitely distinct from the former. In this, between the primitive hoard and civilised society, mankind in his societal organisation, went through three stages of savagery and then three stages of bar​barism
. He contrasted the consanguine society, based on blood kinship with the civi​lised society whose organisation is based on locality. This distinction is his greatest achievement. 

Unregulated sexual relation​ships in the lower stages of savagery was  prominently implication in his theory and constituted a drawback for his acknowledgement. However, it was appreciated by Marx, who could not take time to elaborate upon it. It was introduced to wider scientific circles by Engels
 who declared that it 'has the same importance for anthropology as Darwin's theory of evolution for biology and Marx's theory of surplus value for political economy. 'That is of course why, like them, it has been condemned. The opposition to Darwin eventually collapsed, because his theory was indispensable for industrial develop​ment.' (Thomson, 1955; 85)

In his famous book, "Ancient Society :or Researches in the Lines of Human Progress From Savagery Through Barbarism to Civilisation," Morgan states in brief:

'The plan of government of the American aborigines com​menced with the gens [clan] and ended with the confeder​acy, the latter being the highest point to which their governmental institutions attained. It gave for the or​ganic series, first the gens, a body of consanguinei hav​ing a common gentile name; secondly, the phratry, an as​semblage of related gentes united in a higher association for certain common objects, the tribe, an assemblage of gentes, usually organised in phratries, all the members of which spoke the same dialect, and fourth, a confederacy of tribes, the members of which respectively spoke dialects of the same  stock language. It resulted in a gentile so​ciety (societas) as distinguished from a political society or state (civitas). The difference between the two is wide and fundamental. There was neither a political society, nor a citizen nor a state, nor any civilisation in America when it was discovered.' (Morgan,1877; 65)

Morgan's description of units of social organisations of league of Iroquois is extensive. He observed most of the ways of these people who had founded  a confederacy of six tribes. The fair conduct of affairs within this confederacy and the equalitarian relations among the tribes and lesser units, he called Military Democracy.  I find it useful to recall some of the general characteristics and some details of Iroquois Confederacy that are not only relevant to any kinship organisation, in the height of development before the advent of civilisation but also necessary for our un​derstanding and analysing the primordial social formations in early Greece and their developments. In the following chapters, I will try to show how and to what extent some of these characteristics are relevant and why some are not to the specific conditions of Attica since early times.

clan

Clan is the smallest unit of gentile society and it was the only one in the stage of lower savagery. The larger units have been derived out of its division. Clan, as an exogamous unit,  was universal, unlike the monogamous patriarchal family which it precedes, and which the civilisation recognises as the only basis of society. Members of a Clan are entitled to bear the names exclusive to the clan, to admit strangers to the clan,
 to inherit collectively the properties of a de​ceased member. They are also the natural members of clan as​sembly who elects a chief, Sachem and a war chief. Chief is a position that takes care of the clan's affairs in phratry and the tribal council. He is only responsible during the times of peace. The war chief on the other hand, is chosen as a person of superior character if not authority. He is also a natu​ral member of tribal council. Both of the positions are life​long, otherwise they are liable to removal by the clan or the council. There are also protectors of creed in every clan who are elected by the elders and the wise men of the clan among the female members of the clan as well as men. The increase ceremonies of clan consist of thanksgiving to the Great soul and the minor soul.

phratry

Phratry, refers to a group of clans. As the name associates, it is a brotherhood association among the clans and in all probability its origin was the division of larger clans. Un​like the society of archaic Attica, Iroquois phratries do not bear much administrative significance. For instance, instead of phratry, clan is the legitimate pursuer in homicide cases. There is no headman in the Iriquoi phratry.

tribe

The distinctive features of a tribe are a common name and a terri​tory. A distinct language or a dialect is also essential. Among the common values in a tribe is apparently the belief, therefore a tribe can also be considered as a unity of creed. An important remark here is that tribal religion, totemism
 was essentially different from the equivalent institution of the civilisation. It was not only a system of explana​tions but a collective perception of entire life and behaviour in accordance that perception. (i.e. every member of a clan identified his/her being with that of a totem species and of other clans with their totem species respectively.)

There is a tribal council of chiefs. This council convenes among the people on those occasions that concern every​one. The non-members are welcome to speak. But the deci​sion belongs only to the council and its final and binding over the entire tribe. Among its jurisdiction is to approve or dismiss an elected chief.

Unless otherwise is stated in a bilateral understanding, there would be a continual state of warfare among the tribes. There​fore unless there is a binding decision of the council every​one was free to arrange war bands and organise raids to the neighbouring tribes. There was no necessity to take permission from the council. Those with such intention would come up and make war dances inviting the volunteers to join. When such war bands joined together the most 'famed' chief would take over the charge. 

confederacy.

In a confederacy, several tribes unite under a joint admini​stration. 

Every tribe is independent in its local affairs. A general council of confederacy is instituted which holds final decision on every matter regarding to the confederacy. It com​prises a limited number of sachems, equal in standing and authority. These Sachems are the chiefs in their own tribes. There are fifty memberships in the general council some of which are reserved for definite clans forever. Its dis​tribution is uneven among the tribes. So whenever there are vacancies, these agreed clans hold the right to fill them. But this situation does not create an imbalance at this stage since the tribes have the right to veto each other. Each tribe's own council is entitled to call the general council for meeting. But it can not convene by itself. 

The confederacy does not have a chief or any position of ex​ecutive sort. However as the need arises, the  function of com​mander in chief is instituted. These are two in number and have equal authority.

On the formation of the last and largest circle of tribal organisation, the confederacies, Morgan makes the following observations.

'The conditions under which confederacies spring into be​ing and the principles on which they are formed are re​markably simple. They grew naturally with time and out of pre-existing elements: the common gentes they possessed and of the affiliated dialects they spoke. The sentiment of kin embodied in the gens the common lineage of the gentes, and their dialects mutually intelligible, yielded the material elements for confederation. The confederacy therefore had the gentes for its basis and the centre and the stock language for its circumference. (Morgan, 1877: 125)

AUTONUMLGL The Stages of Evolution.

The ultimate discovery of Morgan is the cognisance of the contrast between the civilisation and the consanguine society that preceded it. In fact his problematique is to account for relative retardation of the peoples of Americas. One of Morgan's fundamental assumptions is that advance​ment of societies into higher stages closely depended on the physical environment of the society. Accordingly, most Native American societies were arrested in the lower or middle stages of barbarism and could not come to the 'higher' stage that preceded civilisation due to the lack of some of the elements of physical environment, mainly the lack of animals to domesti​cate like horses or the lack of abundance of metals
. He observed: 'One entire ethnical period intervened be​tween the highest American Indian tribes and beginning of civ​ilisation as that term is commonly understood.' (Morgan, 1877: 69)

In my opinion, the assumption that the material circumstances and technical forces of production in a given society determined the level of complexity of its organisation is too crude a  sort of materialism. The point is that the in the very low level of technology, the quality of organisation itself in a society is a material factor in the process of subsistence (i.e. production and reproduction). Therefore the character of organisation in a society should be of direct concern rather than a phenomenon to be explained.

Morgan regarded confederacy as a natural consequence of the development of tribal organisation. Later reinvestigations have shown that Iroquois confederacy (i.e. their highly sophisticated military organisation) was prompted by the European colonists. That confederacy of a range of tribes as an important step towards the state can be prompted is a very crucial aspect of tribal society and bears far reaching implications. 

In this context, two main paths to civilisation can be discerned. Hence, some societies happened to have had only limited contact with the contingent societies geographically (Not only physical geography but human aspects such as population density). Therefore these societies developed their technical productive forces, on their own gradually. They grew out of pastoral middle barbarism as they become involved in systematic agriculture. Depending on the extent of a limited contact with a remote civilisation, these societies tended to advance towards a city life. and worked out an original civilisation.
 This is a long process in which an extended and final confederation of tribes came about around the city. Since the process is lengthy and isolated the early stages of tribal past is either highly mystified or denied altogether. The isolated nature of a city life contained among the walls seemed in sheer contrast with the rest of the world which is responsible for the allegedly distinct ethos.

Some other societies, on the other hand, had ample interaction with the neighbouring societies in the first place at various stages(i.e. middle or higher barbarism or civilisation). Owing to these interactions these ones developed their skills of warfare, Instead of assuming a sedentary life and making agriculture their primary means of livelihood They basically remained pastoralist and even preserved their nomadic character which are the typical traits of the middle barbarism
. Remaining at that stage is certainly not an arrest but intensification. Because the technical forces of production will continue to develop. Accordingly, the level of interaction among societies, their disposition towards each other accelerated development of their productive forces relative to their societal evolution. Therefore, these societies advanced within the trait of their present level rapidly and become civilised as soon as or before they assumed settled conditions and systematic agriculture. For such a transformation into becoming a State, their tribal organisation was ripe enough. In other words these societies formed a confederacy in middle barbarism stage which constituted an early step towards the state. 

Consequently, some societies passed middle barbarism stage insignificantly whereas some of them were intensified at that stage. The two key points in my above statements are: firstly, the interaction here is different from influence or direct borrowing, in that a negative result is even more likely; Secondly, the term intensified is more applicable than 'arrested', since owing to this intensification some societies may and indeed, through the middle ages, increasingly seems to have 'skipped' the last stage of barbarism towards civilisation in the conventional scheme of evolution.

Middle and Higher Barbarism

Therefore, the essential relative characters of the last of two stages, -or 'Ethnical Periods' as Morgan himself calls then- of bar​barism can be schematised for our purposes as follows. Middle barbarism which predominantly rests on domestication of animals as an extension of hunting in the higher savagery are normally associated with pastoralism and nomadism. Despite the lack of animals domesticate in their original surroundings originally, the ability of Indians in taming horses that escaped from the of European settlers is extremely relevant here. To give another example, Curious people of Mohenja-Daro who thrived in relative isolation had managed to tame even rhinos perhaps even before they took to settlements on the bank of Indus but they did not know the horses. Therefore, I suggest that we need to distinguish the subjective tendency from objective possibilities. The interaction of these two factors will make up the technical forces of production who combines with Geographical  factors to yield the prehistory of men. The higher barbarism, by contrast reflects a post stage of this tendency. It presupposes permanently settled conditions and it is predominantly agricultural and once it is established may yield a refined urban culture. Therefore sedentary life with systematic agriculture is decisive and it should be considered as the demarcation line between these two.

The societies at different stages of  evolution, with their respective characters came to form contrasts which has increasingly sharpened between the nomadic-pastoralist societies of middle barbarism and sedentary-agriculturist societies, at the stage of higher barbarism, and further on between these and the civilisations. Finally, this yielded the pastoralist societies against civilisations of un​doubtedly agrarian type, this become the regular mode of ad​vancement since the close of classical ages
.

It is also true that some societies in their actual proto-history, straddled between civilising alto​gether or lingering as an advanced barbarism, owing to a dynamic tension between the relative traits of pastoral and warlike middle barbarism and those of mainly agrarian higher barbarism. In other words, so​cieties of higher barbarism were economically under the pressure of re-organising themselves into  civilisations, but on the other hand under the heavy influences of their past that came through radiated by encircling and relatively more pastoral societies.

These are the lines in abstract along which I will try to analyse and evaluate the specificity of early Attica. I believe that this is the context in which one can make sense of the elusive expressions in AP as well as some other ancient narration of events by others.

AUTONUMLGL The Origins of Differentiation

As a matter of fact, the tendencies I mentioned above were felt as modes of differentiation in the egalitarian character tribal society. In an abstract sense, corresponding to two modes of passages to civilisation, were two modes legitimising for differentiation in the egalitarian society. Moving along this direction, a theoretical framework that purports to explain the rise of aristocracies among the tribal peoples in history can be worked out. Such an approach is particularly helpful in making sense of beginnings of offices in Athens particularly as narrated  in the AP. In this, two main processes of justification can be discerned. As a result of these processes differentiation was legitimised in egalitarian tribal societies.  They are mere abstractions which, on their own, do not obviously apply to any particular society in any particular era of the history. Therefore they serve only as analytical tools. In that, they are little more than terms that distinguish and denote two tendencies that coexisted and worked together in the actual course of history. The justification for these modes of differentiation were found as germs in the earlier organisational functions of a tribe.

Those societies where the extrusive mode of  living was agrarian and therefore sedentary, the prevalent differentiation rested on the sacraments of the society. In that the functionaries in charge of the collectively owned surplus of the society tended to administer and then rule not only the surplus dedicated to sacraments but the society itself. Here should be found the rise of theocratic aristocracies or, to extend it to plane of civilisation: the priestly aspect of nobility and further on that of the king.

In this context, the earliest germ of the king was most probably the clan chief, equivalent to sachem of Iroquois, who was merely an or​ganiser. His authority if there was any, would be to co-ordi​nate the totemic festivities on which the surplus of the mem​bers were consumed collectively. This ought also be the ba​sis of 'surplus appropriation in the name of sacraments'. In the further stages, the sacraments based on totem and thanks​giving to the minor and major (ancestral) sprits, turned into cults. This in turn, was the tendency that led to priestly aristocrats in the charge of the cults. In the least milita​rised confederacies it may have yielded with a post like priest-king singled out among the equal aristocrats, as in Summer or Egypt. This was the earliest form of legitimising of differentiation in the tribal society. If it did at all, it survived faintly, only as a motif, in the aristocratic ideol​ogy of the other civilisations that went through higher barbarism. Of course the actual situation is far more complex as I have noticed in the example of Athens.

The alternative mode of legitimacy for ascent rested on military distinguishment. Deeds for the benefit of the whole community are merited in various ways. Those societies who made up a confederacy in the middle barbarism stage tend to develop a military aristocracy. The continual wars with other tribes and the neighbouring civilisations will produce distinguished heroes as lords kings and noble clans who have perpetual supremacy in the military democratic society.

Accordingly, the other focus of power, so to speak, in tribal society was the war chief who could not have risen before the lower stages of barbarism. However, the war chief, as seen among Iroquois, was elected for his distinguished character and abil​ity to take command during war. He had a genuine legiti​macy to command, but this was effective only during times of war. This legitimacy was normally made operational by the assembly of the clan. But Morgan reports that this could be prompted by the persons who themselves organise war bands for raids. Ar​guably, this created an area of challenge within the community to accomplish heroic deeds for the benefit of the whole of community which was usually appreciated by the remaining members. In large confederacies, there was a council and two war chiefs to bal​ance each other's authority. However, it can be concluded that under the continual state of war,  one warlord was singled out. This aspect, alongside the variance in the modes of legitimising was noticed by Thomson (1941: 29) and reflected in the following words. "Warfare requires unity of leadership, and consequently these tribes develop a type of kingship which is primarily not magical but military. In regard for  their successful leadership, the kings receive the lion's share of the spoils thus amassed promotes social inequalities which shake the whole fabric of tribal society, beginning at the top". I refer to this mode of differentiation as secondary and the other primary for the sake of analysis.

These conflicting modes of assent must have played their parts in the course of  proto-history in any historical society. They must have clashed in the attempts of people or persons even in a civilised society. One got the upper hand but was toppled later by the other. Moreover the respective sorts of legitimacy in them can be translated into each other.

Thus, the emergence of these respective modes of ascent were in real​ity intertwined, but taken as separate tendencies, needed dif​ferent circumstances to occur and develop. In the primary mode, the emergence of aristocracy and particularly a king among them seems to have taken quite a long span of time and involved a complete break with the barbaric past. The secondary process however was likely to occur anytime among the societies in the stage of middle barbarism, its institutionalisation logically took prolonged state of war and an equally relentless rivalry between the heroes
. We should not expect that conflict be​tween these two tendencies, was experienced in the way class struggles take place in civilised class societies.

One essential point about the tribal society is that the groups who made their attempts for 'power' did not employ these legitimising processes as if  they were propaganda discourse of modern politics or as if offering new ideas to public. They appealed to these deep rooted feelings of social action by their behaviour. In other words, they did not , at least in the beginning, appeal to different sections of society with different interests but to the values (with different emphases) that belonged to virtually all and every member of  the society. Normally this was a long process which took generations to stabilise and involved many external, involuntary factors (as I have been trying to make). In that individuals could not even notice their objective interests in the positions they hope to attain.

In fact there are reasons to think that it occurred more on the ideo​logical level and in that, by means of ever growing explana​tions that encompassed the previous one and embraced the en​tire community rather than conflicting class ideologies. In tribal society where 'everything is sacred nothing is pro​fane', The shift of legitimacy to be on the top can be per​ceived in corresponding imaginative enhancement  in the myth. In this respect, Greek mythology which grew through several consecutive epochs and therefore comprised diverse traditions and world views. This in fact, attests a long process of crisis, which points to a conflict between the two stages of bar​barism. The respective two modes of differentiation and their clashes was the most visible theme in it.  Especially in the Bronze Age in which technology restricted the spread of metal weapons. Conse​quently, there emerged rather more individual heroes than the commanders who fought in front of the rest of the stock. therefore the process was prolonged.

However speaking in more concrete terms, the priest blessed the hero when he came out, made him into a sacrament. This is illustrated very well in the Iliad when Sarpedon is crying out to encourage another king from Lycia who came to join in defence of Troy ' Why have  the people of Lycia conferred on us the highest honours - pride of place and precedence in food and drink? They regard us as gods, and bestowed on us a te​menos of rich plough land. Therefore we must be foremost in the fray, that people may say, these kings of ours, who fed on fat herds and quaff choicest wine, can fight.'(Il; XV 310-322) However when the heroism was over, the priest would replace him in the capacity of guardian of the sacrament. Thomson's attention also must have drawn to this puzzling unity: 'The temenos was primarily a reward for military service, but it might also be dedicated to the service of a god. Indeed the chief is also commonly a priest the two types were not strictly distinguish​able.' (Thomson, 1941: 38)

This is the main theoretical framework by which I will handle the subject, in the following chapters of this study.

AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 2   

THE TRIBAL NATURE OF ATTIC SOCIETY IN PREHISTORY

The opening chapters of AP are lost, however some fragments are preserved in the form of quotations and para​phrased in treatises, mainly in the excerpts from the col​lection of constitutions,  by Heracleides of Lembos. Evi​dently, these isolated fragments raised debates on some of the major issues  related to the prehistory of Attica. I deem it nec​essary and helpful to revise these fragments in the context of those debates and elaborate upon them. 

Furthermore, this elaboration is particularly important because one of the essential propositions in this thesis is that the a certain array of practices in the tribal Greek society of pre-historic times are of extreme relevance to the developments towards classical democ​racy. Nevertheless, the prehistory of Greece comprises  societies advanced through diverse paths of evolution. Therefore it offers data for comparative analyses yet this situation also has complexities of its own, since a dark age interferes between Mycenaean Greece and Ar​chaic period. However, in the Mycenaen period records of so​cial conditions, especially social status of the common people is scarce. Moreover, Attica which is the focus of interest for me, did not have a significant Mycenaean past. Therefore I hold the entire period preceding the archaic as a continuity from 'pre-' and 'proto-' historical times of the people in Attica. 

AUTONUMLGL  Tribes in antiquity

The classical world was perfectly civilised with the full meaning of the word. However, on the whole, they stood closer then us, to the consanguine societies by their beliefs and way of life. Though a great deal of what we know of antiquity came from the urban centres that dominated the vast country​side whose nature and way of life is dark to us, but which might be still closer to uncivilised style of life
. De​spite the general outlook towards barbarians as 'of different nature', as a consequence of the institution of slavery, there are enough clues to think that the essential nature of things was also recognised. Thucydides remarks, that 'many evidences can be shown to re​mind that the Greeks once lived in the way contemporary bar​barians live' (Peloponnesian Wars, 8).
'

In oth Greek and in Latin there were the corresponding words for the units of tribal organisation. Accordingly, the Latin words for tribe, phratry and clan are: Curia, Tribu and Gens. The Greek words, in Attic, phyle, phratria, and genos. 'The phyle is properly a 'growth' or 'stock'. The phratria, like the Iroquois term for the same unit is a 'brotherhood' imply​ing a collateral relationship between its constituent clans. The genos, corresponding to Latin gens goes back to a root deeply imbedded in the Indo-European languages.' (Thomson, 1955: 104)

AUTONUMLGL Doric tribes

Dorians were the latest stock of Greeks that appeared at the stage of civilisation. They entered Pelopon​nese as three tribes: Dymanes, Hylleis and Pamphyloi. Among those the latest literally means all-the-tribes, which seems to be a typical invented name for confederated pastoral tribes who did not have a name for this enlarged kinship organisation. That it was an artificial construct is apparent in its meaning 'all tribes'

It has been suggested that (Thomson 1955: 103-4) it was formed in Central Greece under the influence of the prehistoric cultures of Delphi and Boeo​tia. 'When they settled in the Peloponnese and overseas in the southern Aegean they took their tribal organisation with them. This need not mean that all three tribes actually participated in each movement. It is more likely that the system was thrown into confusion by the migrations and reconstituted in their new homes on the traditional pattern.' 

The word in the Doric dialect for genos was patria, meaning fa​therhood which denotes that the Indo-European root was altered together with the shift of lineage to male. Another striking point about the Doric tribes is that in the same manner as with the Iroquois, the phratry was insignificant in the actual adminis​trative organisation
.

AUTONUMLGL that it is better preserved.

A very general outline of earliest times of Doric people can be inferred from this. Thus, Doric Greeks who lived on the highlands of central Greece were separated from the rest of the stock that were spread over the coastal areas of the country. Therefore they were secluded from the process of in​teraction that others went through among themselves and with the outer cultures at the various stages of their social evo​lution. Nevertheless they received the influence of the sur​rounding matriarchal cultures relatively late - towards the end of middle barbarism where the patriarchy and other conse​quences of pastoralism were firmly established. This resulted in a uniformity as opposed to the diversified and loosely united rest of Greeco-Mycenaean world. They organ​ised into a league in which military democracy was highly prevalent. They left their homeland to seek conquest and plun​der. There was no central command of the league but the idea was intact. Depending on the local political situation they encountered, they mixed with the native tribes or subjugated them. A later simulation of this result is Sparta where the military democracy of pastoral tribes is pretended among the ruling caste
.

Therefore, if we may speak of a passage to civilisation at all, that of Dorians was certainly one from middle barbarism, however before the full ripening of a confederacy under a central command, certainly before adopting agriculture as primary means of subsistence.

AUTONUMLGL Attic tribal system

An indispensable mention of the ancient tribal system in At​tica is made in the AP. (Fr. 5) It is among the fragments that have survived in the extracts of Heracleitos Lembos. It must have appeared in the AP after a long process of transmission in the oral tradi​tion. This is evident from the curious symmetry and in some ele​ments that seem purely mystical to modern eyes. But the more curious point is that it seems to have been accommodated by Aristotle as attributable to 'ancients'. In my view, it only makes sense under the comparative perspective Morgan of​fers
. 

<... As Aristotle narrates in his Athenian Constitution, where he says : `And they were grouped in four tribal di​visions in imitation of the seasons in the year, and each of the tribes was divided into three parts, in order that there might be twelve parts in all, like the months of the year, and they were called Thirds and Brotherhoods; and the arrangement of clans was in groups of thirty to the arrangement of clans was in groups of thirty to the broth​erhood, as the days to the month, and the clan consisted of thirty men'>(AP Fr. 5)

The above passage is notoriously difficult to make out. Therefore, it raised controversies of interpretation and es​pecially around the theme of universality of origin of Greek institutions versus uniqueness. Apart from certain peculiari​ties which I will venture to account for later, the portrayal in AP seems quite suitable to a tribal so​ciety. 

AUTONUMLGL supremacy of Phratry in Attica

In Attica, in historical times at least, unlike the Iroquois, phratry rather than the clan appears to have been the assertive organisa​tional unit. For the reasons I shall attempt to show, clan lost its identity as the fabric of society
 and become confined exclusively to the nobility.  Nevertheless, phratry reveals the essential characteristics of a kinship unit. Each phratry had its own priest and its own head, phratriarchos (both annual in classical times and also its own place of meet​ing. Also in classical times every phratry was empowered to make its own statues provided that they did not conflict in any way with the laws of the state. There was the festival called Apatouria -the gathering of fathers, in which the mem​bers of each phratry met together to offer solemn worship to their protecting deities and vote on the admission of their member's children. Also, in the law of Dracon they were fully empowered to prosecute the murderer of their members
. 

AUTONUMLGL The ignorance

Thus even in historical times the Phratry was evidently a unit of kinship organisation which is universal in tribal society both in the past and present. In spite of the glaring evi​dences that have been accumulating since the days of Morgan, an unfortunately wider group of historians of Greece most of who are the of the origin known as Classical Scholarship, have been consistently ignorant towards the comparative method in the field of Anthropology and hence towards the origin of these curious organisations which is universal since the be​ginnings of human species. The following words of famous scholar Andrewes (1974: 13) is a startling example.

"It is clear that this organisation was of the greatest importance to early Greeks-though we must not carry too far down in their history in analogies with the tribal organisation of primitive communities among the North American Indians or the Australian aborigines: the interesting thing about the Greeks is not that they begun thus organised but that they largely freed themselves from the system. But it is important to realise that at the beginning it pervaded everything."

Again, the inquiry of Hignett, the author of His​tory of Athenian Constitution, into the origin of phratry verges on absurdity.

'The origin of phratry and of its component parts... are no less disputed than the origin of the four tribes...It was once the fashionable view that the ancient state de​veloped from the family through the village, that it was due to a fusion of originally independent atoms, but it is more probable that the phratry and its subdivisions arose within a previously existing whole which pro​vided the con​di​tions necessary for their de​velopment.' (Hignett, 1952: 57)

He identifies an analogy between phratry of Attica and   (hetaireia) of Crete, based on similarity in the rules of adoption. 'We also find at Grotyn a class of  (aphrtairoi) free men but not full citizens, who were probably so called because they were not qualified for citizenship.' However, unless they are evaluated in their full historical context, equating some glaring external features of the phenomena does not take him anywhere near its origin. Instead he gets back to the point where he began, perhaps where he wanted to be in the beginning:

'The origin of the groups of hetai is to be found in vol​untary associations of neigh​bours for self-help in a pe​riod when the primitive state left to its individual mem​bers the task of protecting their lives and property. Those groups may have been fluid and impermanent at first, but grad​ually become more rigid with the develop​ment of settled conditions, so that mem​bership in them was finally made her​e​ditary.'(Hignett, 1952: 58-9)

The standpoint of Hignett's conclusion is nonetheless new, It is not only an over simplistic view but one that is naive and proportionally stale. This is the reason why he can not afford to offer it at once. It is the state of nature of eighteenth century contractarianism whose a priori assumption is Homo Homini Lupus
.

the cold war times

Hignett was a serious researcher with some quite realistic and intelligent observations from which I have benefited in the later sections. On the nature of kinship organisations in early Greece he is notoriously out of place. However, though ex​treme, he is only one example of the general stance of classi​cal scholarship towards the comparative method.  Ignoring  as an immediate ideological reflex which brings about an obsti​nate reactionary attitude that ends up in ignorance and lack of insight. Here it is time to remark that famous Marxist scholar of Britain, G. Thomson 1941 and 1949 do not appear in the bibliography even with a dagger. And vice versa. (Thomson, 1955) I believe that we owe this to the harsh ideological climate of the cold war times.

If we return to peculiar symmetry of tribal units and the calendar parallelism in the passage of AP (Fr. 5) quoted earlier. Generally speaking, it can be suggested that these peculiarities belonged to a level of at​tainment by tribal society: higher barbarism that has not been observed by any serious modern field researcher like Morgan. Apparently, as has been suggested above, higher barbarism, as a stage evolution of human society preceded only  classical or original civilisations. In this sense it  had certainly ceased to emerge before the middle ages. However, parallelism of tribal order with the annual calendar in early Athens can be grasped in the following lines of thought:

Tribal cosmology was not merely an explanation of ongoing natural events, but a collective perception of the world. This perception developed proportionately with the power of transformation of the men on the nature as a species being
. In other words the tribe recognised the nature only as much objectively as the they could appropriate it. In relatively more primitive societies there might be an amazing variety of names for different species and these species can be totems of related clans and yet the language may lack an abstract word for a general name for a group of those species. For instance, Tasmanians had names for different species of trees but no name for 'tree', likewise natives of Victoria had no name for plant or animal whereas they had names for different species who were totems of various clans.

Tribal cosmology perceived the universe in parallel with tribal structure. In the beginning this association of order was only as ab​stract as primitive thought allowed. Therefore, the paral​lelism between the orders begun on the level of concrete asso​ciations such as the assignment of equal amounts of pieces of land for each clan in the tribal camp
.  The situation became more complicated with respect to the level of abstraction in the consciousness of the clansmen. In more sedentary modes of life the explanation of placement reflects a more objective outlook. Such tribes are divided into groups, phratries and finally into clans. And these higher units received group names corresponding to the level of abstraction in the thought such as ideas of quantity, space and time
.

The Aztecs had overrun the agrarian culture of the Mayas some years before the Hispanic conquest. Ac​cording to  Morgan, they were about to outgrow the middle stage of barbarism. They had a pictographic script and a solar calendar. It was a military kingdom whose capital was Tenochtitlan.

"The city was divided into four wards, corre​sponding to the four phratries, each of which contained twenty clans. Each clan elected its own chief, an the clan chiefs constituted the tribal council, from which the officers of the state were appointed. 

.  .  . the year was divided into eighteen months of twenty days each, making total of 360 days, with five additional days inserted annually ... the month was divided into five pentads, that is, five day weeks. The first days of the four pentads were named after rabbit, house, flint and cane
' (Thomson, 1955: 57)

Somehow, idea might have been associated with rotation of certain duties among the phratries and among their clans respectively. It is the sharing of time by the units of a tribe just as  the very units had been sharing the space in the earlier stages. Later it might have been adjusted to solar calendar when the knowledge on the agriculture were concentrated in the fewer hands, by than the equaliteran aspect of tribal organisation had been undermined. The conquering Aztecs only adopted their tribal order with the external features of the town they conquered.

In this sense, the calendar parallelism did not only pertain to any given stage but the culmination of entire development that yields to that stage, the entire evolution towards higher bar​barism in which the certain memories of the earliest stages were preserved relatively clearly through long periods, given that they did not digress from military democracy into a central authority as they went through the stage of middle barbarism. In other words, it was crystallised.

Thus, the narration of the earlier Athenian confederacy in the AP has to be understood in terms of parallelism between the abstract con​cepts and the tribal order. Once this order is transmitted, the numerical symmetry that did not as such matter in the process of tribal democracy
, and therefore was probably not precise then, is translated into the concep​tion of equity of civilised man.

In its entirety the description in the AP with its enormous incli​nation to symmetry, is the oral transmission of a vision of a past practice through the prism of highly abstract thought of upper barbarism
. On the other hand, some additional duties that did not ex​ist in the League of Iroquois can be expected in the earlier Attic confederacy. A rotation of such duties among the tribes can be predicted. There might be a pre-historical antecedent of rotational standing committee of council which is largely believed by, modern scholars to have been devised by Cleisthenes
.

AUTONUMLGL Homer

historical place of homer

Phratry in Homer A. Andewes p. 80

AUTONUMLGL  Unification of Athens:

 On the vast territory of Attica peninsula Athens was of an unusual magnitude as a polis in the Classical Greek world. The Spartan state (Lakedemion), together with its pecu​liarly obtained and run Messenian territory aside, Athens comprised the largest territory and population in the south of the mainland Greece and curiously enough, it had always been so. How Athens emerged from the prehis​tory as a relatively large territory and a sizeable mul​titude and in what ways it was related with other Ionians is quite a puzzle, answer to which will greatly effect the link sought with this unique feature of Athens and its further de​velopments that gave way to Democracy. In this context, a vast question of Unification of Athens occupied the scholars who studied early political history of Athens However, the question is rather taken in terms of when and why rather than how.

AUTONUMLGL Continuity of Attica

In the dark ages - the aftermath of Doric invasion - Attica was relatively well-to-do. Archaeological evidence attests that
. That Attica did not receive Dorian influx is certain yet in what ways it was affected is another matter of debate. On the other hand, Attica was remarkably retarded in the eight century revival. Thus, social development of Attica had started relatively early and it was uninterrupted but perhaps for the very reason it was slow and consequently lagged behind rest of Greece by the archaic age. In this linear development were hidden the aspects which left their imprint on character of Attic society as distinct from others. Some scholars have noticed this as a phenomena without much regard to the underlying mechanism: 'In Attica the first steps in the formation of the state were associated with the reign of Theseus, and the process was continued without interruption during and after the Dorian invasion of the Peloponesse'. (Thomson, 1955: 211) However, 'the political development of the isthmus states had been accelerated and that of Athens retarded by local conditions'(Hignett, 1952:45). 

In the next section I will endeavour to review the corner stones of developments in Attica through Mycenaean and dark ages. In this the running argument will be to show how Attica remained closer to developments in the lines of higher barbarism that marked character of her stratification and hence ethos of her nobility which was decisive in subsequent developments.

AUTONUMLGL The Legends and the History

It will be right firstly, to exemplify the tradi​tional historian's method of seeing proto-history and how they lay the foundation their discussion in the confines of narrow concepts. Next I will discuss some of these issues within conceptualisations of proto-history, in the context of tribal society I have so far remarked. In this, I will make my own sense of Theseus in AP.  In order to fit the isolated frag​ments into their context an examination of Mythical elements is necessary. Therefore, secondly, I will make a rather long deviation through the Myth of Theseus and try to interpret it in terms of some earliest developments in the beginning of the evolution of Attic society. I believe that identifying this beginning is far more essential than the much debated unifica​tion. The latter may only be a consequence of the very evolu​tion that continued relatively uninterruptedly.

AUTONUMLGL Theseus

Theseus is the person who is regarded to have affected unification of Attica. This basis for this inference is found in the AP as well as the some other ancient sources:

A. P Fr. 3 - 4

Theseus made a proclamation and brought them together on equal and like footing. <He sum​moned all on equal terms, and it is said that the phrase `Come hither ye folks' was the proclamation of Theseus made when he was ins​tituting an assembly of the whole people.>

<And that Theseus first leant towards the mob, as Aris​totle says, and relin​quished monarchi​cal government, even Homer seems to testify when he applies the term people in the catalogue of ships to the Athenians only.
>(A. P Fr. 3 - 4)

when did it happen

The reading of such texts by historians have usually had an anxiety to locate the events chronologically. One of the opinions on the subject is that 'This would make it earlier than the Trojan war and a fortifori earlier than the colonisa​tion of Ionia.'(Hignett, 1952: 35) Therefore, Attica was the only region in Greece when the large state characteristic of Mycenaean period 'had survived the centrifugal tendencies of the post Mycenaean age in to historic times. This contention seems to drive sup​port from the Homeric Poems.' (Hignett, 1952: 35) This seems to be an easy way of underlin​ing the specificity of the Athe​nian state by shading its origins as much in the remote past as possible. 

Yet, not all historians are content with that. Andrewes(C.A.H. Ch. 43, Andrewes, 1982:  363) is sceptical : 'If there was ever a unified Mycenaean king​dom of Attica  ...the Athenian entry in the Homeric Ca​talogue, dis​cussed above, cannot decide that question'. Because 'it is hard to believe that this survived the collapse' and therefore 'we must look to the Dark Age for the historical union of At​tica. The lit​erary evidence gives no clue to its date, ...The archaeological evidence cannot date the event either.' conse​quently 'we cannot see the political process by which the iso​lated settlements in Attica were induced to join together in a unified state.

How it happened.

Once the problem is thus defined how it happened remains merely a trivial issue. The questions on this issue are, on the one hand, whether, as the name of the festival  (synoikia) associates, in the form of transfer of population that ended up with living to​gether, or by means of a centralised government. On the other hand if 'it was accomplished in the main by peaceful methods', or if its was a result of a gradual process. (Hignett, 1952: 37)

my attitude

However, the basic failure of the classical historiographical approach is trying to under​stand early  society in Athens through some inapplicable con​cepts. It is impossible to explain a non-political society in terms of political process or a large state, Nor is it pos​sible to find literary evidence to attest these. But the my​thology, if interpreted as the history of proto-historical times, gives important clues which together with some other evidence may be helpful in the analysis of the earliest times of Attic Society.

Athenians considered Theseus as an historical personal​ity rather than a mythical character and safely attributed synoecism to him. There are however diverse elements in the composition of this character that belong to various periods of history. These I refer to as layers and deem significant because they point to different milestones in the progression of the people of Attica unbroken from pre-history to history through proto-history 

A general comment on ion and Theseus based on mythology. of Hamilton NTC.

Despite the order in A.P which places Theseus a few generations after Ion, a layer in the story of Theseus seems to be related to a much earlier period. The next layer is contemporary with Atreids which should be the actual times where the bulk of legend belongs, since that is where the genealogy ascribes him. This I call the core. Another part, the outer layer, is mod​elled on the Doric hero Hercules and can be discerned in the embellishments that are inserted in his trip to his father's coun​try, Attica from Troizen where he was born as well as his later adventures
.

Now, the earliest layer of Theseus story attests to an early encounter with the civilised men from Crete. This is narrated in detail by Plutarch.

Plutarch Theseus, Athens & Crete

..arrived ...from Crete the collectors of the tribute which the Athenians paid them upon  ...Androgeus having been treacherously murdered in the confines of Attica, not only Minos, his father, put the Athenians to extreme dis​tress by a perpetual war, but the gods also laid waste their country; both famine and pestilence lay heavy upon them, and their rivers were dried up... much supplication were at last reconciled, entering into an agreement to send to Crete every nine years a tribute of seven young men and as many virgins, ...and as the most poetical story adds, ...wandering in the labyrinth, and finding no possi​ble means of getting out, they miserably ended their lives there... (Plutarch, Theseus: 17)

The above story, belongs to the memory of  times of Athens when she was a mere trade post of the Minoian kingdom, not a dependency. Accordingly there must have been a clash between the native people of Attica and the Cretan Merchant - Colo​nists
, who upon a defeat were made into a slave source of Crete, the Palaces of which they described as the Laby​rinth, a very good interpretation of a palace in the eyes of the uncivilised people
. The Cretan objection to this, we also find in Plutarch: 'that labyrinth was an ordinary prison, hav​ing no other bad quality but that it secured the prisoners from escaping. Prison and a palace would hardly have mattered to an enslaved tribesmen.

An interesting clue for Athenian's maritime situation  at the time as being still at odds with the sea is as follows: Philocorus says ..the Athenians having as yet not applied themselves to navigation...
'

A brief but to the point account of the earliest development of seafaring is found in Thukydides: The earliest ruler known to have possessed a fleet was Minos. He made himself master of the Greek waters and ...naturally, for the safe conveyance of his revenues, he did all he could to suppress piracy. The ear​liest Greeks, like the barbarians of the island and coasts, had taken to piracy as soon as they learnt to sail the seas.

Thalassocracy.

Peculiarity of Theseus' Cretan affair attracted the attention of M. I. Finley.  (1970: 40) In his Early Greece he observes: 'many Greek legends about prehistoric Crete have different emphases, mostly purely religious in character. The notable exception to this is the story of Theseus and The Minatour, which deserves special consideration.' Thalassocracy of Minos was not a maritime empire as conceived by Heredotes' It was more like a centre of a barter network between the civi​lised Southern and Eastern Mediterranean and mainland Greece. This point is essential in understanding the Story of Theseus in the way I do.

'...that [story of Theseus] is a concealed account of a foreign overlord strains the imagination. History knows enough examples of traditional tales in which a people re​count how it once won independence and they never disguise so heavily as to conceal the fundamental point they are making. It may also be relevant that in the middle Minoian Period,
 Athens shows less trace of Cretan connexions, apart from artistic influences, than a number of other mainland centres.' (Finley, 1970: 40)

The situation to which Finley refers to as 'over concealment' is arises partly because there was never a continuous domination of 'a foreign overlord' as such and partly because on the other hand, the cultural impact of Cretans was so heavy upon Attica that it was impossible look upon this early memory negatively. Both religion and the lan​guage firmly attests that.

In fact, Finley's examination gives another slight clue that it might be dated to Middle Minoan period. This points to the important fact that Attica not only received an early strong influ​ence from Crete like Mycenae and Argos but left it at that. In other words it continued to evolve on her own.

The linguistic evidence

Another evidence for my claim that Attica is one of the first receivers of the effect that is radiated by the southern civi​lisation is Linguistic. It not only testifies the influence but shows to what extent it was effective.

G Thomson  1941 p56

Looking at the distribution of dialects in historical Greece  it has been suggested that have been formed by three succes​sive movements. The fist of these, according to Thomson, is  the parent dialect of Attic and Ionic and the northern Peloponesse. 'this is the period, in which the political in​fluence of  Crete was at its height - a fact which is re​flected by the absorption into Greek of a large and important alien element, including the words for "brother" and for "king". (Thomson, 1941: 56) Yet, Thomson believes that these movements were those of the speakers who carried the language into the Aegean basin. 

Black Athena.

According to an extensive recent study by British sinologist Martin Bernal who purports to reveal the long neglected Afroasiatic roots of the Greek civilisation, the earliest strata of the Greeks are Pelasgians who otherwise in mod​ern times are thought of as pre-Greek indigenous people. Accordingly, 'I would claim, however that it was predominantly applied to the indigenous peoples colonised and to some extent culturally assimilated
.' (Bernal,1986: 83)

summing up

To make a long story short, in the first layer of the Theseus myth we not only find the story of Attica once influenced by Crete or, as it might have been the case Egypt or Phoenicians. It is as much noteworthy that at this point Attica did not develop into a major centre like Mycenae or Tiryns. Therefore the relatively isolated line of development of Attica continued throughout the Mycenaen period during which She did not make up a typical member of Atreid vassalage. The peculiar entry into the catalogue in the Iliad which was left intact in the later editions attests this. This in turn gives us the earliest clues and indicate that by receiving an early impact from the southern civilisations beyond Aegean, Attica had entered the path of development which we have abstracted as higher barbarism.

Democracy in the times of Theseus

The second layer of Theseus' character which  belongs to Myce​naean times seems to point to the developments in the AP that I quoted in the beginning (Fr. 3-4). The account of Plutarch is on the same direction with Aristotle, at places he mentions Aristotle otherwise they refer to same sources, the Atthis. Neverthe​less, the story of Plutarch is more complete. He depicts the situation before the unification. A query to the latter  is essential in re-examining Aristotle.

Plutarch' lives pp 15-16

 [Before the unification] they lived dispersed, and were not easy to assemble upon any affair for the common inter​est ...to those of greater power he promised a common​wealth without monarchy, a democracy, or people's govern​ment, in which he should only be continued as the com​mander in war and the protector of their laws.' (Plutarch, Theseus: 29)

The striking point in the first clause is that the idea of as​sembling exists even before the 'democracy', this could not be a misunderstanding by Plutarch still less a mistake in the translation. Even if we take democracy attributed to Theseus as a later insertion, it was perfectly comprehensible to Aristotle or even Plutarch that, there was, however faintly, the notion of peoples consent. The very notion is found in Aristotle's in Politics (1294a, II). In fact, what is at stake in the name of 'democracy or peoples government' here does not refer to the our liberal sense of the concept in which the equality is among the individuals. It is not the individual citizens here, among who, 'all things being equally distributed', It is the different tribes. That is what AP refers when he writes 'He summoned all on equal terms', and this is the most crucial as​pect of unification. It was a summon for a confederacy of tribes. This is how one can explain How he made 'a proclama​tion and brought them together on equal and like footing' and leant on the mob, whereas at the same time as we shall see, built the Eupatrid order. This makes more sense when the situation in other parts of Greece is considered. Like Sparta where there is distinctly a stock of people, a kinship group who exclusively own everything. Or Korinth where the ruling dynasty belonged to a clan who is intermarrying and certainly Doric. The narration of the very unification by Thucydides reveals that aspect all the more strongly.

'From the reign of Kekrops and the earliest kings down to Theseus Attica was inhabited in several Townships, each with its own archon and its own prytaneion. Except in the time of danger the archontes did not meet in council with the king but administered their affairs independently through their local councils. Sometimes they even went to war  with one another, ...Theseus, however, a strong and far-sighted king reconstituted the country by dissolving all these local councils, compelled them to become members of the one city
.' (Peloponnesian Wars, 2, 15)

Nevertheless, in the democracy of Theseus' times we do not see a beginning but only an end to primitive tribal democracy, which gave way to the rise of the  Aristocracy as an upper strata all over Attica. The birth of aristocracy is all the more evident in the narra​tion of Theseus' later life. While he is away 'Menestheus, ... is recorded to have affected popularity and, ..exasperated the most eminent men of the city, who had long bore a secret grudge to Theseus, conceiving they were deprived of  ...their proper homes and religious usages.' (Plutarch, Theseus)

The early rise of Attic aristocracy might well be prompted by clan chiefs seeking a share in the plunder of Asia Minor un​der the aegis of Atreids. Reportedly it is Menestheus who is in change of Athenians in Troy. When he gets killed Theseus' children, who were raised in 'private condition' by Elphenor, take over.

To make an observation here, the secondary mode of justifica​tion seems to get an upper hand in this affair only for a while with the unification under Theseus. The dispute against him shows the dissidence of local priestly chiefs against these developments. The shift of sway of legitimacy from a war leader to a priestly one (Menestheus) must have created the mismatch among the Achaean princes. However this is only a dawning of a long and latent strife throughout the history of Athens. 

The third layer of Theseus, which was its shell as it was cur​rent in the historic times, is modelled on Herakles, a Doric hero. From this overcoat the adventure with Minos is the least affected , The actual part the middle layer is affected to the extent of expressions involved. Such as 'democracy' . To quote the analysis of Thomson,(1949: 365) who estab​lishes that Theseus was raised to the status of national hero not earlier than the 6.th century BC.:

'In the fifth century he was represented as the founder of the Athenian democracy, who after forcing the reluctant gentry in to exchange their rustic seats for the amen​ities of town, crowned a life of service by laying down his of​fice and leaving the people to govern themselves ...this grat​ifying tale ...was probably invented by Cleisthenes, the founder of the Athenian democracy. The idea that local chiefs were reluctant to move cor​responds to the con​di​tions of the fifth cen​tury when Attic yeomen were notori​ous for their attachment to their homesteads.'

AUTONUMLGL Ion

Another point of debate is how the Athenians acquired iden​tity as Ionians together with the Greeks of Asia Minor as op​posed to the rest of the Mainland Greeks.

This, I place after the entry of Doric peoples to southern Greece. Doric peoples overran most of Peloponnese. But Attica which had never grown to become a major Mycenaean centre re​mained intact. Perhaps the raiders did not find it worth while. 

How and why could have hardly been explained any better than by Thucydides(Peloponnesian Wars I, 2). Accordingly, the income that increased owing to the abundance of the soil, caused several riots. And these ri​ots not only destroyed the country, but attracted the attention of the foreigners and make it vulnerable to them. However Attica was barren and was away from the riots and therefore it was inhab​ited continuously by the same people. There is a little to add. The plundering Doric tribes were looking for weak but rich countries. And these were the Achaean principalities of Homer who were before Troy to plunder. 

However, there were some consequential differences:  Doric peoples (three tribes) pos​sessed iron weapons which not only meant a superiority of arms but also their abundance among the stock of people This must be a considerable advancement in warfare, compared those of Bronze Age Mycenaeans among who only hero princes could bear descent arms. On the other hand tribal organisation in Dorian society was largely intact. It was a much less strati​fied society and likely to remain so owing to the advanced warfare methods they acquired relatively at the earlier stages of their tribal life. In this respect it was way behind the Mycenaean social order. The objective and the subjective aspect of this contrast is reflected in the following generalisations of William Mc Neill. (1967: 49)

"Soon after 1200 BC., however, the widespread use of a new and much cheaper metal than bronze upon which aristocratic charioteers had depended changed the military balance drastically Once again the numbers begun to tell in the battlefield. The new metal was iron. . .

The military success of the Iron Age barbarians rested upon the psychological cohesion of the rudely egalitarian communities in which every man could be effective soldier because there was no division between the masters and their subjects lake that which had long prevailed in the civilised regions of the world."

Moreover, unlike Mycenaeans they were most probably a pastoral and looking for a homeland to settle in, therefore they were there to stay. Thus, with the conquest came settlement effects of which are to be felt all over Greece in the early archaic ages, the most prominent being the hoplite revolution
.

Under these circumstances as Thukydides (Peloponnesian Wars: I, 2) suggests, the best of people that fled riots and wars from the other parts of Greece took shelter in Attica. Finally the Achaean nobility had left their people for their kinsmen in the provincial and backward Attic peninsula. 

It was they who participated in the growth of the city, writes Thukydides. Nevertheless the scarcity of the land in the al​ready barren soil of Attica, made them emigrate to Ionia. It is this stage that AP refers in the fragment numbered one:

AP Fr. 1

"The Athenians originally had a royal government () 
 It was when Ion came to dwell with them that they were first called Ionians.

The Athenians honour Ancestral Apollo because their War-lord Ion was the son of Apollo and Creusa the daughter of Xuthus."

Apparently Ion represents the enlargement in the Attic confed​eracy with the those fled Doric turmoil joined. The Mythology attests this too.

Accordingly, Xuthus, having been expelled from Thessaly by  his brothers, Doros and Aiolos, came to Attica. The rest of the story is quite diverse in its details. However up to this point Heredotos also agrees in the above quotation (VII, 94)
. 

The names of the four tribes of this enlarged confederacy is also known to us through tradition. These are Aigikoreis 'goat-herds', Argadeis 'farmers', Hopletes 'warriors', Gelontes 'brilliant men'. These names also occur in Ionia of Anatolia as well as Attica. They were taken by modern scholars (Gilbert; 1892: 103) as 'an echo of some primeval caste-classification'. However they are clearly the artificial names given to stock of people by in each other respectively in terms of their relative characters. In other words, in this mixture of multitudes that come together in on old kinship ties there were pastoral warlike fugitives as well as native farmers of Attica.

An objection to Ion Hignett p52&53

Hignett(52) seems to be at a loss at this point :

'those who believe that history can be extracted from myths, taking the myth of Ion at its face value, have con​cluded that the four tribes were somehow alien to Attica, imposed by foreign Ionian conquerors ... this conquest was connected with the unification of Attica, but the mytho​logical tradition places Ion some generations before The​seus. The intrusion of Ion into Athenian mythol​ogy may be interpreted by those who care to do so as a folk-memory of foreign con​quest; it is simpler to explain it as a later addition clumsily grafted on the original legend.'

Confederacy of Tribes

As I have been trying to illustrate it is not the history that one extracts from the myth, it is the prehistory whose outline can be made up through interpreting mythology which may in​volve more than taking it at the face value: Study of some  notions that are universal in the past of human species.

Accordingly, ancient people do not only merge by means of conquest. Related tribes make up confederacies which yield a more sophisticated organisation and a milestone to​wards the state which most scholars take for granted already. 

Albeit, no matter how classical scholars disregard the Myths, they also tend to look out for certain elements that they habitually see in it: 'The adoption of common name 'Ionian' was naturally followed by the invention of an eponymous ances​tor Ion, but he is clearly out of place  in the Athenian gene​alogies; he is not one of the Kings of Athens and has to be introduced as  (stratarches)or  (polemarchos). (Hignett: 52)

In fact most of the time the confederacies are established un​der hardships or against a common thread. Therefore usually an already designated  war-chief takes over and usually tends to stay. Aristotle attests this ' the office of Polemarchos was added, because some of the basileis were not strong warriors: this is why the Athenians sent for Ion when they were in need.' (AP 3,2)

Thomson

It is at this point that we observe, in the office of supreme war chief the first departure form the principle of equality. ... the tribes are about to merge in the higher but class-di​vided equality. (Thomson, 1949: 91)

So far, I have pointed the existence of characteristic beginning in the very early history of Athens for a development in the lines towards the higher barbarism which determined its subsequent development. I have also attempted to identify the instances in which Attic society was challenged by the leadership 'heroes' to join its destiny with the rest of Greece. However, the evidence is firm enough secure that, Athens did not join the Anatolian Expedition with a full force under a hero king. (Trojan War) nor did she receive the Dorian invaders, but received effects of these great upheavals only indirectly, (the second layer of Theseus and Ion attests that.) Therefore we should be entitled to think that Attic society did not undergo a fundamental changes abruptly and in turn the primary mode of differentiation prevailed yielding a priestly aristocracy rather than a heroic one. Now let us try to approach from another angle and verify our results, by analysing the strain between Aristotle and the modern historians on the rise of earliest offices among Athenians.

AUTONUMLGL The King, The Archon, The Polemarchos:

 A generally agreed fact is that most of Greek states includ​ing Athens appeared in the stage of history in the late eight or early seventh centuries as aristocratic orders. In turn these aristoc​racies are held to have come to existence as ear​lier Kingdoms were degenerated. Next to kingship are Archon and Polemarchon who were supposed to be the oldest offices in Athens. The order of emergence of these offices, or if they did, derivation of the latter two out of the Kingship is one of the much debated and In my opinion, often ill-understood is​sues in the history of dark ages of Athens. Inevitably, these discussions are very much related to the nature of the organisations in a tribal society.

A brief and general examination in the early society, for the origin of the kingship, to which Aristotle refers as the "oldest" and "ancestral", is essential in understanding the nature of the subsequent developments by which it is altered and finally reduced to a symbolic office in the Aristocratic Athens. Such an etiologic perspective is also helpful in dis​tinguishing the origin of the other offices. It is only from such a viewpoint that it is possible to understand the nature of developments by which those offices further evolved into the institutions of classical democracy.

AUTONUMLGL AP chapter III

The description of the ancient 'constitution before Draco' is one of the most important fragments in the AP. It not only gives the account of the development of offices and their institutionalisation in Attica but sheds light on the darkest era of the Attic society in which it experienced the most important instances of transformation from the full tribal society into an aristocratic one and afterwards into a state.

'Appointment to the supreme offices of state went by birth and wealth; and they were held at first for life, and af​ter​wards for a term of ten years. The greatest and oldest of the offices were the King, the War-Lord and the Archon. Of these the office of King was the oldest, for it was an​cestral. The second es​tab​lished was the office of War-lord which was added because some kings proved cowardly in the warfare (which was the reason why the Athenians had summoned Ion to their aid in an emergency) The last of these three offices established was that of the Archon, the institution of which is dated by majority of the authorities in the time of Medon, though some put it in the time of Acastus, . . .show​ing that in his time the house of Codrus retired from the Kingship in return for the privileges bestowed on the Archon. ...that this was the last of three offices instituted is also indicated by the fact that the Archon does not ad​minister any of the ancestral rites, as do the king and the War-lord, but merely duties added later.' (AP III 1-4)

Some points of the above account are strongly disputed by Hi​gnett in the following words. 'The explanation given in the Athenaion Politeia for the decline of the kingship is improb​able in itself. Obviously the archonship is instituted by the nobles to limit the power of the king. Yet they allow him to exchange the old office for the new and, to retain the sub​stance of his powers in return for the shadow, to hold these powers for life, and to hand them on to his descen​dants'.(Hignett 1955: 41)

However unreliable AP may be in giving accounts for the an​cient history of Athens the tradition Aristotle relies on certainly bears some crumb of truth, therefore it should not be easily discarded. That the aristocracy insti​tuted Archonship to limit the powers of the king is a theoretical assumption made within a given paradigm of History.  It is a conjectural semblance with the history Brit​ain (Magna Carta) in which a state machin​ery has to be presupposed for the command of which the aristocracy contra​venes the King. However what happened in the Athenian case was not strife for the control over the state machinery. It was an attempt by priestly notables of the stateless society to establish themselves as a privilege group  by distinguishing it as right in the consanguine tribal tradition of the peoples of Athens, Therefore what they were after was to turn Basileus into Archon Basileus, and then, if possible, make an institu​tion open to entire aristoc​racy, rather than the confines of the same family. As this thesis purports to show, the emergence of state is preceded by all this. In this respect, the obsolete theo​retical assumption represented by Hignett is insufficient and a wider perspective is necessary make sense of early Athenian history without disregarding the Athenians.

If ever a king actually existed in early Athens, as reflected in the personalities of Kranus and Erechteus, he is likely to have been a chief of one of the central clans of native Atticans who was recognised as the person addressed by the alien merchants, as is mentioned earlier. Otherwise the conditions of Attic so​ciety during these earliest developments could not be far from related but separate tribes with councils of clan chiefs. That the origin of kingship in Attica might be of foreign origin is attested by the linguistic evidence (Cretan, Phoenician or Egyptian) 'It is noteworthy that the earliest Greeks lost the Indo-European root word for king (reg.-) and, to describe the ruler used various words, often of non-Greek origin (Ehrenberg, 1969: 15) As discussed earlier
, Basileus and Anax are cer​tainly Aegean words of non-Greek origin that have come to be used in the Attic-Ionic dialects until they become standard. Basileus is the word employed by Aristotle.

If anything like 'monarchy' occurred at that stage in response to foreign intruders that must be what is hidden the tangle of Theseus, which I have ventured to undo earlier. Again, as suggested earlier
, a tension might have risen between Basileus and the priestly tribal chiefs who have approached among themselves, in response to foreign merchants, but this is far cry from Hi​gnett's construction in which archonship is instituted to wrestle a well established 'king' from his authority. If there is a significance in this at all it must be that it bears the seed of tension between military democracy and the priestly order both still in the embryo forms
. This tension reaches its height with Ion
. 

AUTONUMLGL that polemarchos is later than archon . 

Therefore Aristotle is very sound when he says 'The second es​tablished was the office of War-lord ...because some kings proved cowardly' However this order in AP is also  disputed by Hignett, 'On the linguistic grounds'. '..if  the Polemarch came first at Athens,  the Archon would surely have been given a title less vague than that of .' He is not alone in this objection. Ehrenberg joins him in the very theoretical perspective' that the polemarch ..is likely to be later than archon, whose very title expressed the departure from mon​arch.'(Ehrenberg, 1964: 66) What then, about the 'command of the army' in this account? Hignett devises an analogy with Sparta, where the hered​itary kings retained the command of the army after they had lost most of their other powers makes it probable that the powers given to polemarch were taken direct​ly from the king.' But why would the command of the army be the last power to be delegated unless we speak of some sym​bolic 'commander in chief', a title similar to the one of a modern president. Isn't it illogical that an Aristocracy that strives to limit the powers of the king leaves the military power until the end.

As  has shown earlier, the Spartan case is different in the sense that Doric peoples had made conquests under their war-chiefs that in turn made the them the Kings, and therefore cannot be analogous to Athens. This feeble point in the Spartan analogy is felt by Ehrenberg(15) also, referring to the Indo-European origin of the king he raises the following remark. 'the probabilities are that the original Greek leader whose title still survived in Sparta (), was something very different from the Mycenean king'

So far I have attempted to show that the strain between the  civil and the mili​tary authorities in societies similar to Ath​ens go deep into their 'ethnic' times. What I call primary le​gitimising had been established fairly firmly, on the one hand; on the other, when the fugitives of Dorian conquest joined under a military confederacy, the secondary mode gained momentum. Consequently, an equilibrium that is similar to the balance during the Bronze Age was reached in Attica, however, on another level: in the iron age at the dawn of civilisation. In other words, In Attica glow the ashes of Middle Helladic fire, after it was extinguished by the Dorian tribes in the rest of Greece.

Finally archonship is instituted by the group of notables who may now be referred to as an established aristocracy who have for sometime been residing in Athens as absentee landlords. They had enough legitimacy behind themselves as members of the tribal council . A hereditary priestly king whose legitimacy to authority can be challenged by a strong warlord would not be fit to take care of the daily affairs of embryonic state, espe​cially in the realm of jurisdiction. Therefore, an office based not on inheritance but one modelled on the former elected clan chief whose equivalent did not exist on the con​federacy level (the archon) is instituted. How this office is thrown open to the entire aristocracy (the eupatridae) is narrated in the AP as a curious story

'Kings were no longer chosen from the house of Codrus, be​cause they were thought to be lux​urious and to have become soft. But one of the house of Codrus, Hippomenes, who wished to repel the slander, taking a man in adul​tery with his daughter Leimonê killed him by yoking him to his char​iot with his daughter, and locked her up with a horse till she died.' (AP Fr. 7)

However the main inference here should not be, as usually made that 'he fell, because he punished his daughter by a bizarre method' but that he punished her in the way he did so as not to fall.

To sum up: In the first place civilisation was smeared  to Attica, so to speak by an overseas country together with other centres in Greece. An early trade post from Crete or Egypt was like a seed sown among the Greek speaking aborigines (possibly Pelasgs) of the peninsula who were merely on the threshold of lower barbarism. This early contact, which can be traced down to Kekrops, prompted  a very simple trade (barter) by which local chieftains who extended their authority on the grounds of sacraments, the roots of the earliest noble houses like Etoboutadai or Erechtheidai of Athens should be found here. A very early appearance of a military chief seems to have taken place before the entire Greek world attacked the orient en mass but was averted before it took root but the whole thing gave way to the myth of Theseus. Traces of an early confederacy chaired by a weak king is found here. Temporary conditions of Dorian conquest  when fugitives arrived Attica were handled by the institution of war-lord next to the king. When the Ion confederacy was dispersed - to be remembered later, the situation for those who remained in the Attic peninsula was nonetheless secure and relatively quiet for the rest of the dark ages. There was no reason why the council of tribal chiefs should not be in charge of affairs rather than a weak king. Thus the kingship was tactfully drawn on safer grounds as only 'one from the council' (primary legitimising). The story of Hippomenes depicts the resistance of the king in his capacity as a warrior hero (secondary legitimising) which apparently proved to be vain. Archon is not only an early ruler
 who used his authority on behalf of the priestly nobles but also foundation for the establishment of the council (aeropagos) on clearly defined basis within the circles of nobility who actually rested on hereditary privileges derived from tribal council of clan chiefs
.

AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 3    

MAKING OF ATTICA IN ARCHAIC GREECE

At the close of the dark age,  city-states of Archaic Greece -Peloponesse and Arcadia aside- basically rested on extended tribal privileges that had long become hereditary. However the nature of these tribal privileges over all is not well understood. In fact, the only sound evidence from Attica is generalised for all. Still, this attitude overlooks the diversity among the aristocracies through the Greek world which in turn was the basic factor responsible for the diverse pictures of political conditions
. As a typical aftermath of a `dark-age', the condition of the majority of citizens - the peasantry is also ambiguous. But a strain be​tween aristocracy and the latter is evident. On the other hand the scarcity of soil gave rise to a large movement of coloni​sation. Whether this brought about revival of trade and a thriving of a merchant class, is a matter of controversy among mod​ern scholars. Even if an independent merchant class per se came to existence, its interests and  expectations had almost no place in the archaic traditions. Seventh century Greece saw a sway of strong Tyrants who grabbed power in an un​precedented manner and stood in contrast to but also side by side with the existing structure. 

AUTONUMLGL Aristocratic Society

The existing social structure usually assumed a ruling aristocracy. An insight into the emergence of this landed aristocracy and the ways in which they transformed legitimacy to govern into a right to rule is essential for understanding archaic Greece. However, most of the modern sources that I have con​sulted prefer to speak of an aristocratic state in a descriptive manner, rather than an evolutionary scheme. However it is essential to differentiate the proc​ess of the rise of aristocracy within the tribal society and its consequence: The emergence of the state. 

AUTONUMLGL Beginning of the polis

Perhaps, the approach that I criticised above is not entirely baseless and it can be justified on the grounds that some major elements in the political sphere had come to existence and had transformed Greek life tremendously. The most tangible of those was the Polis.

AUTONUMLGL ehrenberg pp 12-13

"In Asia Minor in particular, where Greeks settled among an alien population,... the type of political community, which we call polis entered the history in Ionia."  Another aspect was, its development in the centuries that followed the coming of Dorians. In most respects, this new formation was very differ​ent from what had existed in the Mycenean times. What col​lapsed in the name of Mycenean was a 'civilisation' , a way of life, rather than the people.

" After the internal and external decay of the Mycenean age and its kingship, the tribal order came again into its own. Even where the tribes were not loosely settled in villages, as they often were, where they dwelled in cit​ies, usually walled, mostly in connection with a Mycenaean settlement, the tribal  order gained a decisive impor​tance." (Ehrenberg, 1969:  12-13)

AUTONUMLGL nobles and non nobles

In the lost beginning of Athenaion Politeia which was quoted and paraphrased by Heracleides, it is stated that, Theseus created three orders: Eupatridae, Farmers and the craftsmen and among these the Eupatridae comes the last. The order is reversed in Plutacrchos but the definition of nobility seems to allude to the primary type of nobility that we proposed in the last chapter.

" To the nobility he committed the care of religion, the choice of magistrates, the teaching and dispensing of laws, interpretation and direction in all sacred mat​ters."(Plutarch, Theseus: 25;2) With this the city is re​duced to equality, but the orders differ in competence 'the nobles excelling the rest in honour, the husbandmen in profit, the artificers in number'.  But somehow, later the in dark ages nobility excelled the rest of the people in other respects than honour too. At the dawn of historical times, we find a nobility which not only owned most of the land, but towered above society. Their clans survived to become the privileged ones in the phratries whose other members were re​duced to serfs.

The tangible social structure in seventh century Athens as reported by Aristotle, was composed of four tribes as in the earlier times. However the predominant structural unit was the phratries.  In a given phratry there would be the two sorts of members. The gennetai the members of genes, in other words those who are further conscious of their clans and therefore in higher esteem of themselves and the orogones the plain members of a phratry. Those who are also members of a clan formed the landed nobility of Attica the eupatridae. The rest were, for the most part, undifferentiated masses. But how did these two sections of society related? The answer to this question varies among the cities. The specific answer for Attica corresponds to the specific conditions of this country.

AUTONUMLGL The Social structure, The Land and the religion

AUTONUMLGL The Land

In Thessaly and the Peloponesse, the conquering minority subjected the native population. Particularly, in Sparta, to retain the domination, they kept their military strength and tribal order up. For that matter, they deemed collective meals important. They divided the land into inalienable family estates. By means of these estates which were worked by serfs, each Spartan's contribution to these meals was provided. They also made efforts to avoid the development of commerce, and refused to make a code of laws. 'In this way, a system which had evolved on the basis of equality was transformed into an instrument of class domination. Its structure was tribal but in function it had become a state.'(Thomson; 1941: 66) The similar family estates and common meals are encountered in Crete. However, largely owing to their maritime situation and most probably to the influence of Minoan past, the first code of written laws that we know of were also in Crete. In Sikyon and Argolis, on the other hand, Dorian domination was never complete. The pre-Dorian population was not entirely reduced to serfdom and articulated into Dorian tribal system as the fourth tribe. Aristocracies were predominantly Dorian but, they were weaker. In Attica and Ionia, at the dawn of the archaic age, the social system was not directly affected by the wars of invasion. There was no division between the conquering race and the conquered, the impact was rather indirect
.

'By the end of the seventh century BC. Attic Landowners had succeeded in reducing their peasantry to a condition worse than serfdom, but, since they themselves bound to peasantry by a common culture and by common ties of tribe and clan, the process took a long time... The Spartans had won the land by sword; the Attic nobles had to steal it.'(Thomson; 1941: 67)

AUTONUMLGL On the rise of Aristocratic Clans and Hereditary Priesthood

Forrest is extremely cautious against being too precise and explicit in formulating social and political situation because 'we lack the necessary informa​tion and even then it was not defined but created in practice as such'. He suggests that "in a sense there was a constitu​tion, in that certain men took decisions and these were ac​cepted by everyone else. There were social distinctions of a precise and subtle type men knew their situation but they showed their knowledge only in performance" (Forrest, 1966: 46). 

What Forrest calls 'a constitution in a sense' or 'subtle so​cial distinctions' is legitimised by what in our sociological category may be called religion. However I would refer to it as 'altered tribal custom' and its altered form is best observable in the realm of religion.

Clans of Eupatridae CAH 367-368; 1982 A. Andrewes 

In early historical Attica, in the realm of religion, we see the supremacy of "The Eupatridae... an aristocracy relatively numerous for a Greek state, concentrated on Athens by synoecism though many were associated with cults elsewhere for which they held priesthoods" (A. Andrewes; 1982: CAH 367-36).

Thomson 1941 pp15-8

Unlike pastoral societies who breed and raise cattle, agricultural societies whose livelihood involved tilling, sowing and reaping, need and have more faith, patience and foresight. 'Accordingly, agricultural society is characterised by the extensive development of magic. The clan structure survives as a pattern for the formation of secret sodalities, out of which arise the organised priesthood and eventually a priest king.' (Thomson; 1941: 18)

Traces of clan totem are discernible in the deities of the Greek religion.   'As the royal clan extends its rule, the totem gods of subordinate clans are annexed and absorbed into its own, which thus becomes the god of tribe or league of tribes, or eventually of the state. Yet this new god still bears the marks of his origin. He is still regarded as incarnate or capable of being incarnated..'(ibid.)

Athens, as has been indicated, had always been an agricultural society basically - as opposed to a pastoralist one. Therefore there is reason to conclude that, In the beginning of the Attic priestly aristocracies lie the organised priesthoods and that in the course of development, alternative (secondary
) factor of justification for nobility and acquisition of land did not play a part to the extent of interrupting it. According to Thomson the earliest germ of private property in land was the temenos which was an enclosure in the middle of collective ownership. However as the enclosures were set apart the land had already been distributed (and re-distributed) among the peasant families.

"The assignation of temene to priestly families was on of the principal means by which the land passed into the control of the nobility, just as the god had a chief to be his servant, so he demanded a house to dwell in and cornfields for his maintenance. In many cases the produce of his temenos was supplemented by the receipt of tithes. The origin of the tithe lay in the contribution made to the common meal shared by the clan with its god; but the priests had now become the accepted intermediaries between the people and their god, who accordingly shared his meals with them alone" (Thomson, 1941:  68)

V. ehrenberg pp 16-17

Thus, in the organisation and re-organisation of tribes some clans had secured to turn their own cults into creeds for the entire phratries on behalf of who they also held memberships in the councils of confederacies. Probably, in the beginning the later aspect justified the former. But as the time went on the former served to the end of economic factor which had a devastating effect on everything else. Realising the tribal character of the Greek religion. Ehrenberg observes:

'There was no real community among the Greeks that was not also a religious community. All the groups in the social order of which we have spoken  - family clan, phratry and phyle, tribe and state were also religious unions; each had one or more cults in which every member of the group took part and whose direction fell to.. the eldest of the clan, the head of the phratry, the tribal king.' (Ehrenberg; 1969:16)

The above remark not only points to the fundamental difference between religions in antiquity and modern times. There is more to it. The underlying truth is that at the root of  all sacrament there is consanguine organisation. In our times it seems only natural that people organise around  the beliefs. However, on the contrary the beliefs appeared around the earliest organisations of human existence.

AUTONUMLGL Trade and Aristocracy

One of the major controversies is about the relation of the Nobility to trade in the archaic ages. Generally speaking, the contempt of the Athenian aristocracy towards trade in the classical centuries as well as the testimony that comes from the Homeric times: when Odysseus pours scorn on the suggestion that he might be a merchant
; is taken as evidence for the similar attitude towards trade by the nobility in archaic times. However, this clumsily derived conclusion, taken together with the general theoretical approach that the classical democracy, like the modern one was brought about by an independent merchant class reinforce each other. In this way the scarce evidence is overlooked or misread.

Making of the archaic tradesman is highly difficult.  One neat example is Charaxus, Sappo's brother 'about whose high birth, there can be no doubt' who took a cargo of wine to sell in Egypt. (Andrewes 1967 pp 132-133) Likewise Solon as we will examine later is taken to be a merchant nobleman on the following statement of Aristotle's 'he went on his travel to Egypt to trade and to see the sights' This is taken by some authors as an extraordinary case owing to which Solon was nominated between the merchant class and the nobility. 'The Eupatridae knew their men' says Thomson, (1955: . 213) referring to Solon the reformer, 'a member of Kodridai, who had been engaged in trade.' However, there is no evidence for an independent merchant class in antagonism with nobility in Attica nor is there reason to single Solon out as extraordinary. Pultarch elucidates this point: In his time as Hesiod says, - " Work was shame to none," nor was distinction made with respect to trade, but merchandise was a noble calling, which brought home the good things which the barbarous nations enjoyed.'  It is highly probable that this remark is true because the economic expansion of Greece in the seventh century was only possible and a natural consequence of the movement of colonisation in the previous century which could not have been organised but under the leadership of nobility. Initially the motive behind the colonisation is hunger for land. But even then to try hard on worst plot of land was better than going on an adventure, therefore the state (aristocratic order) had to intervene and take the limits at times. 'There were always those who prefer to endure the hardship of their present situation, rather than face the risks of a new start elsewhere' (Andrewes, 1967:  104) Some could be voluntary for the expeditions but there are instances when some had to be conscripted even. In the case of Ionians whose crossing of Aegean can be considered an early precedent of colonial movement, the leadership of nobility is all the more evident
. That the trade also was major factor in the colonisation is not deniable altogether. But their link is not well established apart from some remarks. 'There is no doubt that Greek trade abroad began before the start of the colonial movement.' (ibid. p.102) 'Trade and colonisation may be distinguished in this earliest phase of Greek expansion, but they were not separate in practice.' (Andrewes, 1956: 79) All that remains is to identify the nobility as the 'inventor' of the trade in Greece.

My view, here is that there is less probability of the existence of independent merchant class of the commoner - artisan origin than the commerce being in he hands of nobility and that the rift  of the archaic centuries is more likely to be between the trading and more conservative sectors of the Landed Aristocracy. However, as the aristocratic order disintegrated, it is likely that some commoners did well and acquired wealth by enterprising with their small boats or as temple contractors, or, on the other hand, some aristocrats impoverished by misadventure or in the hands of fellow aristocrats who have shaken the custom of solidarity and proved untrustworthy. But I believe that the situation is far from mentioning 'class antagonism', 'merchant princes' or 'renegade aristocrats'.

Athens lagged behind the rest of Greece during the main colonisation movement and economic expansion. However 'at an earlier stage, Athens had held the leading position in  Greece, in the ninth and early eighth centuries, before the beginnings of authentic history...'(Andrewes, 1956:  83)

Accordingly, Athens was a comparatively a major exporter of  geometric vases out of whose decoration it is inferred that she was also a naval power. Afterwards she lost her supremacy against Corinth. Her navy is supposed to have suffered a major defeat in the hands of Aegina. 'Her exports and imports shrunk, and Aegina, where a great deal of Protoattic pottery has been found seems to have been her main link with the outside world'.(ibid.)

In can be deduced with the help of imagination that Attica was overpopulated for some time in the early dark ages. Then, with the establishment of major Poleis in the Western Anatolia, she started prospering. Especially Eupatridae Owing to the advantages of their priesthood accumulated wealth on the vast territory of Attica; the trade with the rest of Greece and the other Ionians across the Aegean helped them grow richer. However the peculiarities in the structure of Attic society -i.e. nobility's instrumentality of acquiring wealth -fettered this development  at some point and in the following centuries they lost their competence against the more dynamic peoples in the rest of Greece; Unlike them for who colonisation was a response to increase in population, Attica does not seem to have had any pursuit in the major colonisation movement. Possibly, the peninsula was overpopulated again and heading towards the social upheaval which we read in Aristotle.

AUTONUMLGL the wine and olives being traded for corn in the outer markets 

Of course, the trade did not cease for Athens nor for any other district at the time. Nevertheless the situation can be considered in parallelism between the industrial and developing countries of our contemporary world. In the analogy of Primary and Industrial products the marked value of products had relative advantages for trading Greek cities. 'The import of corn become necessary, while  of wine and oil there usually was more than enough for the producer; the basic conditions of agriculture, remaining everywhere more or less the same, drove the peasant to the city market and, in time, increasingly to trade and seafaring' (Ehrenberg, 8) This was precisely point at which Athens was lagging behind her neighbours. It can again be postulated that Athens exported corn to Aegina until the end of the seventh century.

AUTONUMLGL Aegina and Athens in the seventh cent. Thomson, 1955, p.212

AUTONUMLGL Times of Tyranny in Greece 

The word Tyrant is supposed to be of Anatolian origin and firstly used in Greek by Parian Poet Alchilochos who 'uses the word in a context where he is almost certainly thinking of Gyges whose rule was founded on revolution.' (Forrest, 1966: 83)  This point is also approved by Heredotos who tell the story Gyges who killed the Lidyan king and replaced him ' of whom Archilochos the Parian, who lived about the same time made mention in a poem written in iambic meter verse' (Hrd. I, 12) In the classical times the usage of word in the political language was certainly abusive, whereas it was merely a synonym for the king in the poetic language. In the earlier times Solon used it with a strong overtones of disapproving. '..but we cannot be sure that a mid seventh century Greek would have taken Solon's moral view. There was no reason why he should approve or disapprove of the violent seizure of power, but there was every reason why he should want a new world to describe power taken in this way' (Forrest, ibid.) Apparently, the Tyranny was a word with negative connotations in the post and probably pre tyrannical era but not during it, since most tyrants were popular in their own times. '.. in Greek tradition, it was almost unanimously condemned. It was denounced in advance by the oligarchs because it was progressive and in retrospect by the democrats because it had become reactionary.' (Thomson, 1955: 222)

AUTONUMLGL Advent of Tyranny

The rise of tyrannies are generally associated with the two factors that altered the structure of Greek society since the dark ages: The economic expansion and the appearance of hoplite armies. Undoubtedly, generally speaking, these two factors were the major ones behind the disintegration of the Aristocratic order in Greece which gave way to tyrannies (for the most part). But the point in question here should be how rather than why.

The economic expansion factor basically yields two theses both of which are constructed with a cognisance of the emergence of modern bourgeoisie and its revolutions, however from different viewpoints. That of Thomson (1955:  219) who assumed a merchant class and 'large concentration of labour in the country'. These two unite against the aristocratic landowners in the coming and in perpetuation of tyranny
.  At the other end of the economic expansion view is the 'rise of individual thesis', which relates economic development and trade to the process disintegration of tribal order in a wider context. Accordingly, the people whose eyes were opened by travelling and commerce begun to question daily life under the aristocracy. 'The purely physical dispersion of the Greeks demanded more independence in the individual.' (Forrest, 1966: 77)

The other factor of change is the transformation of armies and thence, on the whole, entire warfare . Formerly, since the Homeric ages battles were actually fought among the nobles who hold the actual weapons. The remaining lot followed behind the experts too cheer and throw stones' (ibid. 89). The real phalanx of light infantry  first appears in history, in the late eighth century, in Sparta. It is concluded that alteration in the composition of army corresponded with the shift in the balance of power
. 

'More recently it has become fashionable, and rightly so, to insist on the importance of hoplite armies and to see the class which provided the recruits of these armies as the force which provoked the revolutions. That they were a force begin most if not all of the revolutions can hardly be doubted; that they, or they alone provoked them, that the fight is between aristocrat and hoplite class is less clear. (ibid. p.105)

On the same point Andewes (1974: 38) is more or less in agreement. 'The detailed evidence sometimes confirm and nowhere contradicts the thesis that these were mainly hoplite revolutions and a priori likelihood is very great that he institution of the hoplite army would entail such a shift of political power'. 

Empirically speaking, there is nothing that can be said against the above correlation, but the way they are related is disputable, that is, whether the tyrannies actually came about by means of 'hoplite revolution'. Andrewes feels the upset here. Because Aristotle in Politics 'does not connect the hoplites with tyranny, and it is hard to say what particular events he had in his mind.' In fact, Aristotle links hoplites with democracies. 'A strong force of light-armed soldiers (hoplites) is wholly democratic. Recent experience shows that, where there is a large number of light-armed soldiers and marines, the Oligarchs are often worsted in the event of civil war'.(Pol. VII, VII) The point of fact here is had there really been civil wars ubiquitous in the coming of tyrants
?

Examining the known cases, the origin of the individual tyrants can be of the nobility (which is likely in most cases) or of well-to-do commoners; his coming to power may have rested on a hoplite army or not, but one point is certain that Tyrant obtains some sort of military superiority, a favour as a hero in the eyes of the people. Thus he raises by employing one of the two main channels of justification in the tribal society, he becomes the 'hero' and 'champion of the people' so to speak. This view brings us to a better mutual understanding with Aristotle who believed that 'the popular leaders, whenever they were a men of military genius, attempted to make themselves tyrants.' (Pol, V; V)

AUTONUMLGL (Kypselids and others)

Pheidon of Argos was the king and probably a figurehead among the aristocracy. However, in command of a re-organised hoplite army he defeated the Spartans and marched in the Peloponnese and re-united the kingdom of Temenos of the Doric Argive. This victory alone is enough 'to diminish the relative importance of nobles... Thus even if he never heard the word tyrannos, Pheidon may really be a precursor of the tyrants' but this does not necessarily exemplify the thesis that their support came form the hoplites'(Andrewes, 1974: 42)

Corinth was under the rule of Bacchiad family of Dorian origin who married exclusively within the family, but Labta a Bacchiad daughter, was lame and none of the clan would marry her, so she was married to, Aetuion whose descent was from Cenataurs and the Lapithae. Cypselus was their son. Bakchaids resolved to destroy him he escaped and grew up separately. Returning as a man he gained great popularity by his virtues and his unlikeness to the wicked Bacchiadae, so he was elected polemarch. That he did not need bodyguards like many other tyrants should be attributed to his popularity since his first days.

Orthogoras of Sicyon also 'rose to command of guards, gained people's favour and become polemarch' (Andrewes, 1974:57 an inference from a papyrus).

The point of fact in all these cases is that in a society which still has the tribal features, the support does not have to be reckoned in the same way as political societies that are class-divided to the end. Grabbing the sway of favour of the silent masses is difficult but enough. In other words, simulating the behaviour of hero who was entitled to privileges in tribal society, aspirants of tyrannies justified their intention in the eyes of the commoner who is not expected to participate in the political process actively but to approve it. What hoplite brought might be that the tone of the approval was stronger and livelier than before.

That Pisistratus of Athens who I will examine later, was the commander in a successful war  against Megara is a known fact. But establishment of a Tyranny in Athens took several strokes meanwhile Athens went through an alternative that suited her own social conditions better. Before examining the Aristotelian narration of Athens, I should like to write a few words on the nature of alternative sort of Tyranny: Asymnates.

AUTONUMLGL Arbitrator as a type of deliberated tyranny V. Ehrenberg p 46

At the intersection of democratic and aristocratic world views of classical times, the determining feature of tyranny was 'not its arbitrary rule - a factor not always in evidence - as was the fact that it was it was usurped. This was what distinguished tyranny from the aisymnetia; this, as Aristotle puts it, was elected tyranny; unlimited powers conferred on an individual, who might be called 'arbitrator' or 'mediator' or plain 'lawgiver'..'(Ehrenberg:  46').

On a matter in which the masses were involved, it would be difficult to come to an agreement on a name as arbitrator. Therefore, either the leadership of the crowds should be able to control their hopes and actions or the sides that actually sought a reproachment should already have an understanding or a tradition. In the case of Attica, those who had to agree on a name as lawgiver were most probably all residing in Athens and majority of them were of noble descent, but not all were the members of council of elders, Aeropagus but some who were not had some remarkable control over the masses and their grievances. On the path that led to tyranny in Athens, there emerged an abortive attempt, two lawgivers and yet the establishment of Tyranny took three more blows.

About Lykurgos of Sparta

AUTONUMLGL Tyrant and Stratergoi Hignett 1952 p 116-7

AUTONUMLGL Cylon and Megacles:

The first attempted coup in Athens is staged by Cylon, a vic​tor in the Olympic games of 640 and the son in law of tyrant of the Megara. Apart from fragments belong​ing to the missing beginning of the book that survived in the form of extracts in other works,  this is where the Athenaion Politeia starts nar​rating the early political history of Athens. Kylon's attempt fails and they are besieged in the Acropolis and forced to sur​render on the condition that their life will be spared. But the promise is broken and the Archon Megacles is to be blamed for this. To settle further bitterness between the sup​porters of Clyon and Megacles, The latter is put to trial. Consequently the entire family that Megacles belongs is sent to a perpetual exile including the dead uprooted from their graves. This astonishing story may be worth elaborating upon. But in brief, it can be said that this very early event marks the beginning of irrevers​ible changes in Attica.

We understand that there was enough potential in Athens for an attempt at tyranny but not sufficient to succeed. That Cylon was a noblemen as well as Megacles who massacred his party and was expelled under pressure by the latter 'fraction who grew stronger,'(Plut, Solon)  reveals that there was already a tension within the aristocratic circles. It can further be argued that Megacles and his clan Alkmaionids who 'submit to the trial and the decision of the three hundred noble citizens' (ibid.) and consequently cursed were the most conservative type who couldn't tolerate usurpers even if they are under the protection of Athena. The suggestion (Hignett; 1952:78) that Alkmaionids were banned on feud between aristocratic clans is a short sighted observation which isolates the developments and therefore ignores context of tribal society.

Thucydides (1. 126.7-8)

The more important question here is how people reacted to the usurpers. An inquiry to narration of Thucydides (Peloponnesian Wars 1,126) provide this crucial detail. 

"As soon as the Athenians perceived it, they flocked in, one and all, from the country, and sat down laid a siege to the citadel. But as time went on, weary of the labour blockade, most of them departed the responsibility of keeping guard being left to the nine archons, with plenary powers to arrange everything  according to their good judgement."

People supported aristocratic govt. grievances weren'g grave Hignett. 1952-p78

This passage is taken by some scholars (Hignett. 1952-p78) as an evidence for people's support of 'aristocratic government'. Accordingly, the grievances of some later decades had not yet emerged. However, on the second thoughts it is more likely to reflect their indifference. 'Tyrannical movement' for Attic peasantry meant no more than socialism came to mean to their counterparts in a predominantly agrarian societies of the modern world. At best, Kylonians must have been regarded as impertinent to the sacraments but later they must have left there 'to their betters' since the work to do in the fields are far more vital. 

To sum up: The decisive factor in archaic Greek society was its division into two stratas of nobility and masses. However owing to her peculiar conditions, in Attica there was more a clear division but each strata was relatively less differentiated in themselves.

The two pivotal developments that disturbed that balance all over Greece seem to have been the development of trade and warfare which reached its acme in the late seventh century. Still the two crucial points here. Firstly, fortunes of trade brought caused disparity among aristocrats rather than fashioning aspirants for power among the commoners.  A rift among aristocratic families in Athens is obvious. Secondly, the effects of hoplites were not actual political revolutions. Rearmed demesmen could again celebrate consent for the rise of 'heroes' to a status similar to king who apparently were not welcomed by aristocracy. The result was tyranny. This aspect of development was also at its own slow pace in Athens.

AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 4  

"THE SOCIAL UNREST"

The second chapter of AP has a description of the discomfort in the Athenian society that gave way to socio-political developments which eventually ended up in the democratic con​stitution. The related fragment of AP is significant one since it is also one of the rare mentions of the pre-Solonian peas​antry. Therefore, I hold it necessary to quote the entire pas​sage here 

"(1)After this there was strife for a long time between the notables and the masses. (2) For the Athenians the constitution was oligarchic in all other respects, and in particular the poor were enslaved to the rich-  themselves and their children and their wives. The poor were called dependants and six-parters, since it was for the rent of a sixth that they worked the fields of the rich. All the land was in the hands of a few, and if the poor failed to pay their rents both they and their children were liable to seizure. All the loans were made on the security of the person until the time of Solon: he was the first champion of the people. (3) The harshest and the bitterest aspect of the constitution for the masses was the fact of their enslavement, though they were discontented on the other grounds too: It could be said that there was nothing in which they had a share" (AP Ch 2).

This is a highly compressed passage. Moreover it is dubious if the author himself (i.e. his contemporaries) had a thorough understanding of the of the situation described, that is to say whether he description refers to one and the same situ​ation by its different aspects or different phenomena. In other words, for instance, were the borrowers all serfs or were there some freeholders among them who were, in the proc​ess, reduced to slavery. There is also no clue as to how far the meanings of the words rich () and notables () intersected with the nobility (Eupatridae) the elusiveness of the passage seems to cause all sorts of  controversies on several issues per​taining to the subject.

Nevertheless, even if the argument that these grievances were not there or enough to make people support Kylon in his at​tempt to seize acropolis were valid, (for which the conven​tional date is between 636 or 624) and also assuming that un​rest continued untill Solonian reforms, one comes to a conclusion that crisis spanned at least thirty five years: the last third of the seventh century. It should also be noted (and em​phasised) that the above quotation is placed before the sec​tion on Draco. From this another conclusion can be drawn which is usu​ally unnoticed: The crisis had already reached its acme as early as 620's. 

At this point, an analysis of the composition of 'the poor' is the most indispensable. Therefore the two terms employed by the author of AP  and   seem to be worth elabo​rating upon. Whether they refer to the same status or denote different concepts pass without much comment. Some scholars(Andrewes, C.A.H. Ch.43,  1982:  381) come very close to making a distinction: "..before the development of chattel slavery we should except rather some form of dependent free labour. That might be the pelatai if they are distinct from the hektomoroi..." Still, I do not think he devoted the attention it deserves: "It does not look as if there were many pelatai in Classical Attica, but the concept was firmly rooted, suggesting that at one time before the growth of slavery there had been many more of them." 

AUTONUMLGL Pelates and Ordinances of Dracon 

Indeed I do believe that Pelates was very different from hectomoroi and that there were many of them in the ar​chaic times. Again, as Andrewes himself noticed in Plato's Euthyphro: Unlike an oiketes  A pelates is a free man but he is accused of killing somebody. Therefore he had to leave his own people and was adopted by others. 

AUTONUMLGL Homicide

In tribal society, most of the offences that  we take for granted in civilisation did not exist all. There were ba​sically two capital offences: Witchcraft, the use of magic for in​dividual ends which should only be used for collective pur​poses; Incest, the violation of exogamy. (Thomson, 1949) Likewise the punishments involved in the transgressions are not diver​sified either. Tribal society knew two sorts of sanctions: Death, a very rare one and isolation, which is not less seri​ous than the other in a society where consciousness of human beings as well as their physical survival was only collective. The prison is definitely an invention of civilisation.

Homicide in tribal society

G. Thomson 1941 p.31

Homicide in tribal society is treated in very different terms with respect to our modern civilised urban life. In the latter the most important element is intention. However in minds of the tribesmen, such thing as voluntary action of the individual is meaningless. Tribal custom conceived man​slaughter in terms of basically two categories and treated it ac​cordingly:

 Murder between the clans was not uncommon nor was it a grave felony. But this automatically necessitated the clans or re​spective phratries concerned take action in that: 'when a fel​low clansmen has been killed, his fellow clansmen must avenge him. The obligation is instantaneous and absolute. It is en​tirely irrespective of the circumstances of the case. The clan to which the victim belonged apply to the clan of the offender for compensation.' (Thomson 1941 p.31)

The field studies of Morgan among the Native Americans point to the same direction. Accordingly, the clan members convened together. The offender's clan offered a compensation. As parties come to an agreement, the affair was closed by condemnation of the homicide. Compensation was mostly the movable goods but the mythological evidence suggests that it also took the form of labour service
. However if the identity of the murderer, -not necessarily human - was not revealed. The clan designates some members to pursue and revenge. In such instances the clan or the phratry of the avenged murderer was not entitled to seek blood. In certain instances, when they were unable to kill the actual offender, they killed some other member of his clan which sparked a vendetta. 

G. Thomson 1949 p.133-7 Homicide within a clan.

Homicide within the clan was regarded entirely distinctly. It was extremely rare as its penalty was as much dramatic as it stood as the best witness. Since the clan was based on collective production and ownership, a redress is meaningless. To use the expression by Gönbach who writes on Nordic tribes of Europe, borrowed by Thomson (1949 p.133-7):

 'The reaction comes as suddenly and unmistakably as when a nerve is touched by needle... When the curse has been uttered,   When the clan has renounced the condemned men by the oath whereby the loathing 'swears him out..., the outlaw is dead. He is flung out from the life of men'

His action is so abnormal, so divergent that it is taken as a pathology rather than a 'crime' so much so that the it is the punishment itself. Accordingly he is either mad or bound to go mad, even if he did it under some evil  influences,  when he realises what he did. 'The Greek concepts of arai or erinynes symbolise the collective imprecation of the clan calling on him the souls of its ancestors to rise and destroy the outcast.' (Thomson 1955: 137)

AUTONUMLGL Destiny of manslayer

The alternative to compensation was to leave the country. Given that there was no moral stigma involved in it, One could al​ways approach strangers as a suppliant. It was rather taken as a  disaster that anyone can meet. The deities favoured those who protected the suppliants. Generously offered hospitality was common in noble households, particularly for those who themselves seem to have been of the noble sort. This is abundantly encountered in Homer. Take young Telemachos of Ithaca right before he sets sail for home:

'So, while he was busy with prayer and sacrifice to Athene

beside the stern of the ship, there came to him an out​lander

from Argos, where he had killed a man, now he was a fugi​tive.

He was a prophet, and by blood was of the stock of Melam​pous 

[Whose grand grandson is the present fugitive Theoklymenos is].

...

a rich man among the Pylians at home in his high house;

but then came to the land of other men, fleeing his coun​try'

...

Then the godlike Theoklymenos said to him in answer:

So too I am out of my country, because I have killed 

a man of my tribe, but he had many brothers and relatives.

Avoiding death at the hands of these men and black doom, I am

a fugitive since my fate is to be a fugitive.

...

Then the thoughtful Telemachos said to him in answer:

I will not willingly thrust you away from by balanced ship. Come then,with me. There you will be entertained,

from what we have left.(Od, XV:255-280)
This should be read keeping the Homeric slant of idealisation of nobility in mind. How​ever, that sort of supplication is common even among the no​bility of the rural parts of modern world
. 

'His host gives him a piece of land and  sometimes a daughter into the bargain. These  customs imply a land surplus which applied to Homeric ages more. A chief who had more land than he could till was ready to endow any stranger that came his way as a welcome addition to his man​power.' (Thomson, 1955: 133). The destiny of a common men who met the same disaster was certainly different. He would not be able to travel long distances because of lack of means mainly; Sec​ondly because of safety reasons. It was unwise to travel with​out retinue or at least company. Since piracy and slave hunt​ing was widespread all over in the archaic Mediterranean; Thirdly because such wanderings required know how and a net​work of associates. Therefore he had to take asylum at a nearby noble household who had enough power to secure the life of criminal against the clan of the mur​dered, and settle the case through their influence. As the nobility of various phra​tries reproached they preferred to overlook the offenders who violated against the clans in their phratries, to take ref​uge in the in each other's households. This is the origin of pelatai in Archaic Attica.

Now, supplication of offenders in the noble households is one of the oldest  and most peculiar features of disintegrating kinship organisations among the tribal societies in world history. It can assume forms so diverse that, it is difficult to iden​tify it in the various social formations. In the parts of the world where tribal customs about the settlement of of​fences pertain in the absence of, or side by side with state laws, this institution is encountered. Some remains of this tradition still live in the memory in Southern Turkey
. In the extreme cases a point can be reached where the offence is further provoked and the entire house turns into the one of armed men with extra legal deals. The example to that can be the Sicilian institution of Mafia. Undoubtedly this institution came from supplication which thrived under the for​eign rule and was a relief for the natives of the island who de​veloped its laws of silence (omerta) in the face of formal in​stitutions, and finally  beceme a genuine substitute for the government and survived Fascism in Italy
.
 The above so​cieties which I gave as modern examples have deep pastoral background. In the case of Attica however the development as​sumed an altogether different path. In this the bidding of no​bility on homicide is reinforced and intensified to a point, where unlike others, it did not live on as a degenerated tribal custom in the wake of a large nation state but replaced it with the law. 

AUTONUMLGL Purification by nobles in Attica

The interesting point here is that in the both catego​ries, (i. e. either the manslaughter whose clan is unable to satisfy the clan of the murdered party in terms of compensation, or one who commits crime in his own clan) is forced to leave and seek protection. In one word he is exiled. So in the array of tribal society he had to find himself new kinship ties that linked him to the human world again, albeit in another clan, somewhere else. So, like a young member he had to be initiated into his new clan
. By the same token he could be re-admitted afresh into his former clan as a new member. In the either case he had to be re-initiated like a juve​nile, in other words he had to be purified. At this point starts the role of aristocratic priesthood.

G. Thomson, 1955, p 211

Thomson  (1955: 211) observes in the oligarchic Athens that: 'this too was the period in which the tribal customs relating to homicide were modified in the interests of the new ruling class'. How​ever he should probably have said newly emerging ruling class.

'Eupatridai, who had converted the old clan cults into he​reditary priesthoods, introduced the practice of purifica​tion, which was a modified form of adoption, both being derived from primitive initiation. In his way, by arrang​ing the manslayer should appeal to them, they reserved to themselves full discretion in the treatment of an of​fence to which the incentives grew with the growth of pri​vate property.' 

To add this is only the scarcity of the land and its possible devastation on the tribal customs that have contributed to the situation. The family that rose on private property con​tributes to rift within clans and inter clan clashes on the one hand, a great deal of blood vengeance begins among the clans on the other solidarity of clan looses its genuine posi​tive character. The clan members seek contribution only for material purposes, otherwise the individual families are alone in this strife. The bloodshed grows as the understanding be​tween phratries and clans falls obsolete. Offending indi​viduals find themselves more and more without help from their clansmen and take asylum in noble households. These people in turn are employed in defence of the land of aristocrats against the other households or possibly against their fellow peasants which in turn ag​gregate the violence. Alternatively the exiled families are reduced to serfdom dependent on noble house​holds, This process is largely responsible for the divided so​ciety of aristocratic clans and their clients, the phratry members. Law was the means by which the aristocracy established itself as an institution in the tribal society.

. Ehrenberg Nobles take 'law into their hands' p 23

Ehrenberg is the sole author who grasped this aspect, only slightly. Thus:,

' Outside and beyond their social cohesion the nobles discovered the fact, more and more de​cidedly emerging, of a wider political fellowship. It must not be overlooked that ... the nobles themselves... 'taking the law into their own hands, had entered the path that led to their incorporation in the state' (Ehrenberg;  1960: 23).

The upheaval created by arbitration could be overcome only by promising an end to it. That is by defining the consequences of the situations. This was something new and distinct from the custom, which was not a definition of certain rights or privileges but a collective perception of the world and ongoing life.

AUTONUMLGL Draco:

The first ordinances of constitutional sort is accredited to Draco. AP attributes a full constitution to him. However its inconsistency with the general text casts doubt on the authenticity of parts of the AP on `Draco Constitution'
. In fact, the fabricated fourth chapter of the AP aside, Draco was fa​mous for his criminal statutes.
 The failure to understand the nature of tribal customs on homicide and its particular development in the Attic society, gave way to an inability to explain what 'pressures brought Drakon into action,' (Forrest; 1966: 146). The question that has to be an​swered is why a social unrest was coundered by a 'criminal code' in the first place.

AUTONUMLGL A suggested probable purpose of Draco reforms by Hignett. 

To meet this it has been suggested that: 'Homicide legislation by Draco is intended to put an end to blood-feud among the no​bles which had been set off by Kylon affair' (Hignett. 1952-p78). The strain between aristocratic households is evident. Moreover it increased so much as to become the driving force of society into democracy. But at this stage, it is out of place to offer this as an explanation without diagnosing the underlying change in the tribal structure of society by which the aristocratic order itself had come into existence.

AUTONUMLGL Thomson on Drakon 1955 p213

In spite of his analysis of purification by nobles and its re​lation to primitive initiation, Thomson, I believe failed to see the underlying historical transformation beyond the phe​nomena. He explains Drakon in terms of his much criticised per​spective: 'the Eupatridai Published a code of laws, drawn up by Drakon; and it is probable that this too was a concession to the new merchant class' (Thomson, 1955: 213)

AUTONUMLGL Myview

It appears that (according to a law passed in 409 and which was later re in​scribed on stone what is believed to be the original Drakon code) a distinction was made between the voluntary and invol​untary homicide (Britannica vol. 20: 232):

'Even if without premeditation someone kills someone, he goes into exile. The kings are to judge him guilty of homicide ...pardon may be granted if the father is alive or brothers ...as far as the degree of cousin's son (three generation of ones clan that is) ...[if] it is judged by the Fifty One, the ephetai, that it was involuntary homi​cide, let him be admitted into (Attika) by ten members of his phratry if they are willing. And those who were kill​ers in the past are to be bound by this statue. Let proc​lamation be made'

By this the aristocracy of Attica makes concession to people by making a bid that it will not any further abuse the oldest tribal institution, the adoption for its own ends, only when the victims of vengeance come to the point of resurrection against the order. But the order was already established at the expense of non-aristocratic clans that were now wiped away.

AUTONUMLGL Hectomoroi  and Agricultural distress.

At the end of the later - inserted 'bogus Constitution', (Ch 4) in the AP, The social disturbance is referred once more in the following words, 'As has been stated above, loans were on the security of the person, and the land was in the hands of the few'. (AP VI,5) In the opening sentence of the next chapter we again come across with the phrase 'many were enslaved to few.' One infers that, the Eupatridae bound by the remaining population by some other means also. Generally this is believed to have been the consequence of loan on the security of land by which the people were reduced to serfdom on their own land; further the loans were made on security of person and in the end, were enslaved and even sold to abroad. These inferences are verifiable by the  lines in the poems of Solon quoted in the AP: 

...

Black Earth, from which I removed

The markers that were fixed in many places,

The Earth Which one enslaved but now is free.

To Athens, the their home of divine origin,

I brought back many who had been sold,

Some unjustly, some justly

And some who had fled out of dire necessity,

Who no longer spoke the Athenian tongue

After wandering many places.

Others, who were subjected here to shameful slavery,

Fearing the whims of their masters, I set free.

...

Normally, most of the best land in Attica was already in the hands of Eupatridae. And there were also tithes as a sort of income in kind detached from the masses who were tied to them in the same phratry
. However, there is no need assume that default of tithe brought expropriation and later slavery. The crucial question here is, what actually caused the acute problem of borrowing. 

"Many suggestions have been made: a gradual impoverishment of the Attic soil through over cropping, teaching danger-point at this moment; a more accidental series of bad harvests or destructive foreign invasion (Athens was at war with Megara about this time); the introduction of coined money which would make easier to borrow and more attractive to lend ... and so on. Any or all of these could have been relevant and, of course, there must have been considerable economic distress around." (Forrest, 1966: 151)

AUTONUMLGL Borrowing

To draw the boundaries of borrowing can be useful to begin with. In other words who lent what to who. The first impression is that the rich offered credits to the poor on high interest on default of which they acquired the land and the people as slaves. In fact, a closer examination of the AP reveals that the borrowers were not necessarily the poor ones. (VI,2) A slander against Solon mentioned, accordingly, either Solon notifies his Noble friends, -'some of the notables- that he will cancel the debts or he is outmanoeuvred by them. Consequently, they "raised loans and bought up large tracts of land, and long afterwards the cancellation of debts took place and made them rich." Plutarch (lives, Solon:  104) also differentiates the borrower from the hectomoroi and those who fled their creditors or were sold abroad belonged to the latter category. AP also mentions 'men deprived of debts due to them, discontented because of the hardship resulting from this.' (XIII, 5) who later in the further struggle took part in the faction that brought about the tyranny. With this we can deduce that the extent of loans and those who are involved as borrowers are of a  wider range than generally reckoned. Thus we can safely speak of  speculating notables as well as distressed peasants. 

AUTONUMLGL Coinage

Sound archaeological evidence for consecutive bad harvests or plunder is not presented, though as Forrest indicates, they may be relevant to a certain extent. However that introduction of coinage facilitated lending and borrowing on interest is evident. Still there is a problem in this argument too. The first coins of old Greece were struck at Aegina in the last quarter of the seventh century (625-600), but the coinage of Athens herself did not appear until 570. In other words, despite Athens had not yet struck its own coins, she was close enough to Aegina to know and to utilise them. Of course, there were iron ingots which stood as the medium of exchange for most transactions but that is not enough for the scale of business of advance and borrowing on interest. Likewise unstruct precious metals were useful only to the extent of confidence to one's counterpart for that matter. Therefore the Aeginian coinage must have been used in Athens albeit limited to a number of 'notables'. In remaining parts of this section I will try to evaluate how the introduction of coinage among the aristocrats affected the vast Attic peasantry who most probably did not even see the coins themselves. 

AUTONUMLGL Trade with Aegina

I have already indicated the difficulties of identifying an independent merchant class in Attica as early as Solonian times. Therefore, Athens' trade with Aegina, her only partner during the times of isolation was in the hands of landed aristocracy, the Eupatrids. Possibly the major item of export is corn, and perhaps increasingly olive oil. The profits in this trade might have arouse the appetite of Eupatridae for more. More meant, more labour to work the already existing lands intensively, the pelatai in the context I discussed must have been a partial supply for that. It also meant more land especially of the sort suitable for olives. That sort of once poor quality land is hyperakria on the central plain of the country but in the far corners of it. These lands might have been reclaimed by the free peasants in the eight century when the colonisation outlet for increasing population simply did not exist in Attica.

AUTONUMLGL Slavery and serfdom

An answer to borrowing that gave way to serfdom can be sought in this context. The concept of serfdom, especially if stretched to antiquity, may be too large and eventually comprise situations of diverse aetiologies. Generally speaking Serfdom in medieval Europe was based on hierarchical feudalism, at the bottom of which there was the mass of serfs, who were most probably of the same ethnic origin as their lords and overlords. In the case of Ancient Greece on the other hand, "In many places, through the subjection of an earlier population by conquest, a class of serfs arose, peasants who were bound to the soil and compelled to supply certain dues to their master, which might be the community. To this class belonged the Thessalian penestae and Cretan 'cottagers' or claroatea
." (Ehrenberg, 1960: 35-6)

In the case of hectomoroi, there is no foreign element at all, nor is there a systematic hierarchy, nor property relationships similar to medieval western Europe, but the debt. In this case loans are advanced in kind. (i.e. in the form of  (a sort of better) seed or perhaps a grafting shoot of olives. But in this case what does the creditor hope to gain?

Borrowing; What does the creditor hope to gain?

'Comparative material from Mesopotamia and elsewhere suggests that creditors object might be, not repayment of loans with interest but the debtor's labour ...In this case the horoi stones, ['markers' in the above poem of Solon,] should be taken as those that marked the borrowing which in turn turned some freeholders into serfs in their own land.' (Andrewes, 1967,p109)

This answer seems the most feasible and compatible with the specific social formation of pre-archaic Athens. The similarity of situation between Athens and earlier civilisations like Mesopotamia is suggestive and not a coincidence. The parallelism can be grasped in the passage from the higher stages of barbarism, in other words from mainly agrarian society into civilisation. A similar situation is narrated in the old testament about Egypt, in which Egyptian peasants buy food from Joseph, the agent of pharaoh, during the early years of long famine, with their money and cattle. As the famine continues which Joseph prognosticated through horoscope, the Egyptians,

"come onto him ... and said ... there is not ought left in the sight of my lord, but our bodies and our lands... And Joseph bought all the land of Egypt for Pharaoh ... and said to the people, behold, I have bought you this day and your land for Pharaoh: Io, here is seed for you, and ye shall sow the land. And it shall come to pass in increase, that ye shall give the fifth part unto Pharaoh, and four parts shall be your own." (Genesis 47, quoted in Forrest: 149)

It has also to be kept in mind that the development of slavery has progressed from domestic slavery towards chattel slavery which increased in Athens upon the Reforms of Solon, throughout the era of tyranny into classical ages. Likewise, in the entire ancient times, the exploitation of labour in the earliest of  the civilisations of Mesopotamia and Egypt (the river civilisations), assumed the appropriation of peasant surplus produce. Chattel slavery, full fledged is found in the peripheral Mediterranean civilisations.
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AUTONUMLGL Demands of re-division of Land. 

Comparative parallelism between  the developments in Attica and the earlier generation of civilisations. have already been emphasised The parallelism is basically between the modes of disintegration of tribal societies. However there is one major difference, the other civilisations had severed the ties with their barbaric past to the extent that they could not recognise it at all. 
 However, Attica was intimately surrounded by the societies which are ethnically akin but about the stage of military democracy or in the process of transition to civilisation from that stage or even about to complete it. So the memories of earlier stages down to primitive communal collectivism were live among the people in the form of myths and legends, 'folk memories of primitive communism'
 (Thomson, 1941: 63)  One of such folk memories is Klerouchia, the periodical re-distribution of land, which was still practised in the newly founded colonies. (Thomson, 1949:  319-23) 

G. Thomson p 38

A re-distribution of land seems to be one of the unfulfilled expectations from Solon. 'The people had thought he would carry a complete re-distribution of property' (AP, XI, 2). This is also one of the themes of Solon's poetry but mostly of those he wrote afterwards. It is highly possible that this was a thought fostered in the minds of people by those who led the dissidence to the order, rather than a spontaneously risen one. Making people infatuated with such ideas was completely safe, because 'it was an appeal to the past not to future.' (Thomson, 1949: 320)

AUTONUMLGL Solon:

AP narrates the appointment of Solon to archonship in following words: 'The strife was fierce, and they held out against one another for a long time. Eventually the two sides agreed to appoint Solon as reconciler and archon [594/3] , and entrusted the state to him.' Solon is one of the most interesting characters of pre-class​ical Greece. According to AP he is 'by birth and repute one of the leading citizens, but by wealth and position one of the middle sort
'. He is famous for his Reforms in Athens as well as his poems in which he explained the philosophy of his accom​plishments. Some of these are quoted in the AP. Examples of his earlier poems depict him rather on the peoples side against the rich.

"But quiethen the strong sprit in your hearts,

You who have pushed through to glut yourselves with many good things,

And in moderation lay aside your ambitious thoughts.

We shall not allow you proceed like this,

Nor will these things be wholesome for you."

Through these poems we know a great deal about his personality and ideas. However, certain points about the situation he had to deal with remains obscure and give way to speculations that I have ventured above. Even the 'striving' sides were not stated clearly neither in his poems nor in any other ancient source. Yet, AP offers the best documentation on his reforms. Upon an examination of these and their benefactors, I will evaluate Solon as a mile stone on the way to classical democracy. 

AUTONUMLGL Economic Reforms of Solon:

"On gaining control of affairs Solon liberated he people, both immediately and for the future, by forbidding loans on the security of the person; and he enacted laws; and he made a cancellation of debts, both private and public, which the Athenians call the Shaking off of Burdens, since by means of it they shook the weight lying on them." (AP VI, 1) 

It appears that the main problem in this field that Solon concerned was es​sentially the Agrarian discontent I have elaborated above, arising from the servi​tude of six-parters and the risk which they and other peasants ran of falling hopelessly into debt and being enslaved. He becomes the `Cham​pion of the people' by cancelling debts and ban​ning loans on the 'secur​ity of the person'. These were probably already in his programme. He must actually have annulled the law allowing loan on security of person with all its consequences, therefore those already enslaved must have been freed, the ones that had run away must have come back, and those sold might have been brought back. These are clearly stated from his poem quoted above. In the very poem he mentions plucking the horoi 'the markers' on earth which were probably the stones that stood for mortgage. Thus he cancelled all the debts altogether for once, but 'the smallholder was still in danger of being dispossessed by the money lender.' (Thomson, 1941: 214) The cancellation of debts must have involved some loss of capital on the part of lenders who extended large sums in coinage. Presumably the transfer of capital was from owners of larger estates to more entrepreneurial type of notables. Solon also prohibited 'the export of corn [possibly all agricultural products, (Levi: 93)] for which there was a steady demand in Megara and Aegina, he reduced the price of food. All these measures were of direct assistance to the merchants and artisans, and indirectly benefited the peasantry by creating employment for those who had been driven off the land.'(ibid.)

The phrase private and public () is decisive (AP VI, 1). If it refers to something in the archaic Athens at all it should mean to cover the tithe and the borrowings from temples. In that he might have done away with the annual payment of smallholders to the Eupatridae which should have long been obsolete in the process.

However he did not bring about the re-distribution of land and by this he seems to have set a balance between the rich and the poor. In fact, by means of the above reforms he averted that. There must still be grievances, about that matter, at the end of his office. In a poem he justifies his action in terms of his promises - earlier poems - and he explains why he would not do it.

They came for plunder, full of rich hopes,

Each of them expecting to find great prosperity,

And expecting me to reveal an iron will behind my velvet speech.

Their talk was in vain; but now they are angry with me,

And all look askance at me as if I were their enemy.

It should not be. What I said, I have done with the help of the gods:

I did nothing in vain nor was my pleasure

To act through the violence of tyranny, or that the bad

Should have equal shares with the good in our country's rich land. (AP XII, 3)

AUTONUMLGL Political Reforms of Solon:

The political reforms of Solon are introduced in the AP right at the end of his economical measures. So how they are actually related to the social problems that Solon came to deal with initially, is not very well understood. Nevertheless, as far as their impact is concerned they stand far beyond the economic remedies in transforming archaic Attica. To link the discontent of the 'poor' with the political alterations of Solon, the widely accepted view is that the distrust of aristocratic officials entailed the ambition for political equality among the men who were outside the circle of the well-born but no less rich than them. The real situation however, requires more consideration.

AUTONUMLGL Rearrangement of Classes:

 One of the fundamental measures in Solon reforms was re-arrangement of classes with respect to their incomes, and distribute the eligibility to the offices among them. 

" (1)Solon established a constitution and enacted other laws . . .(3)He divided the citizens into four classes by an assessment of wealth, as they had been divided before: the five-hundred-bushel class[five-hundred-measure-man; pentakosiomedimnoi], the cavalry [horseman; hippeis], the rankers [teamster; zeugutai], and the labourers [thetes]. He distributed among the five-hundred-bushel-class, the cavalry and the rankers the major offices, such as the nine archons, the treasurer, the sellers . . . assigning offices to the members of each class according to the level of assessment. (4) A man was registered in the five-hundred-bushel-class if the produce of his own estate amounted to five hundred measures of dry and liquid goods taken together; in the cavalry class it amounted to three hundred; the rankers' class comprised those whose produce amount to two hundred measures in both kinds..." (VII, 2-4)

This is supposed to be the worst blow on the well-born class (the eu​patridae), since it is generally associated with the access to the high offices by-non aristocratic wealthy: "By this scheme the nobles lost their exclusive right to office and power, . . The wealthy commoners, the most conspicuous beneficiaries of Solon's reform, gained the right of admittance to thigh office on a level with the nobles."(Andrewes, 1974: 87-8) However such a welcome has a remarkable pitfall; if the reforms were meant to throw the major offices open to commoner merchants why was the scale made on the basis of agricultural income? That they might be convertible to other sort of income is refuted on the grounds that it would have been property rather than income
. There is also the explanation that 'the rich merchants, . . were able to acquire land either by purchase or by intermarriage with nobility.' (Thomson, 1955: 215) But then, there is the question, why would Solon want to make merchants into land-owners when he has their support against the latter? Yet the answer that he wanted to give them a stake in the country so as to maintain a stability, which did not happen anyway, is too romantic. Hence it is impossible to infer the intention of Solon as 'opening the office to rich commoners' out of organisations described above.

Arms and the classes

Was this order an invention of Solon altogether? Aristotle employs the phrase 'as they had been divided before' This point seems easy discardible, as Hignett did, (p.100) on the grounds that it 'is due to the author's acceptance of the bogus 'Constitution of Dracon', but there is evidence that the bogus 'Constitution of Dracon' was later inserted to the original text
. Apart from some additional phrases to fit it into ring composition style it is clumsily grafted, In fact my personal view is that its contents may not be altogether null and void. Its contents may give a clue about the idea of the ancient practice in the recollection of the fourth century  inserted.

The most important point of fact is that if the entire scheme was an invention of Solon, he would most probably have named the other classes below five-hundred-bushel-class as three hundred and two-hundred (etc.) respectively This aspect forces Hignett(1955: 101) himself to a consideration as well:

"The names of the last three classes had previously possessed a social significance, but Solon gave them a more rigid meaning in his new scheme, and within hippeis marked off the richest men by a name as artificial as his classification.

It is possible that after they had been created the property classes came to be used to decide the incidence of mili​tary obliga​tions, members of the first two classes serv​ing in the cavalry and the Zeugutai in the infantry while the Thetes rowed in the fleet. But the main purpose of their institution seems to have been to provide a basis and a justification for Solon's redistribution of political privileges."

These observations could be agreed upon with the exception of a fundamental one: Not after but long before the property classes instituted military virtues - not 'obligations' determined the privileges in the military democratic societies. Apparently to fight on the horseback was the privilege of the best aristoi, they were given such a privilege because they fought best (aristoos) for the benefit of the society. Among the ancient tribes of Europe, this was epitomised among the Celts where it is known that the best arms were dis​tributed as a merit of deeds in the previous battle.

Solon was erecting new privileges on the faded foundations of an old dwindled custom that was only be dimly remembered. Now remembered faintly in the stories of Theseus and Ion, now coming through in the echoes of the revolutions in other places, the effects of middle barbaric stage were felt at Athens. In its own pace though, not like gust of wind, as in the other Greek states.

So it is not irrelevant, when one encounters in the 'bogus constitution of Draco' something like, 'Political rights had been given to those who bore arms' (AP IV, 2)

AUTONUMLGL Assembly and Council

The most important feature of the 'Greek political life' was, undoubtedly the Ekklesia, people's assembly and the boule, council. In the classical era, almost every polis had an assembly and a standing council, but what made a system democracy or aristocracy was their composition and authority. Even with full democracy the assembly could not determine its agenda and a proboulesis, a previous discussion of the matter in the council was required. On the other hand, in the aristocratic states, the boule's bills had to be ratified by the assembly by one composed of landowners symbolically indeed, convening once or twice a year.

Athens, as indicated above was practically governed by an aristocratic elite, called eupatridae in the early archaic centuries. The magistrates (archon) were chosen from among the elite for a year and the ex-archons formed the council called Aeropagus. This council held the oldest aristocratic jurisdiction authorities (i.e. trials for deliberate homicide, etc.) It was also a supervisor of the archons. However, that its functions also involved proboulesis is generally disbelieved. "..And even if the archon always took its opinion on questions which he proposed to bring before the Ekklesia, it must be remembered that apart from the annual assembly for the election of magistrates the ekklesia had no regular meetings in the pre-Solonian period" (Hignett: 92)

council of 400

For that matter, according to Plutarch (19, 1)  Solon, 'observing that the people now free from their debts were unsettled and imperious, he formed another council of four hundred, a hundred from each of the four tribes, which was to inspect all matters before they were propounded to the people' Athenaion Politeia agrees that. 'Solon instituted a council of four hundred, one hundred from each tribe, and appointed the council of Aeropagus to guard the laws, just as previously it had been the overseer of the constitution.' (AP VIII, 4) This has been disputed by Hignett (1955: 92-7) on a variety of grounds including the 'silence about it in the later accounts' and 'epigraphy'. A re-evaluation of all these historiographical arguments are beyond the intention of this study. However, as far as our purposes in this study are concerned, existence of a separate boule as early as Solon, would attest the intention of reviving the assembly. At this point, it is necessary to elaborate upon how the assembly might have gained weight.

Enfranchisement of the Thethes

It is believed that there had been a popular assembly in Athens which elected the archons among the aristocratic nominees and like elsewhere had a final say in the matters of war and peace. '... these prerogatives may have belonged de jure to the assembly in the pre-Solonian state, but must often have been reduced de facto to an empty formality by aristocratic management'. (Hignett, 97) Again the idea is that even this formality could hardly be fulfilled because the vast peasantry were expropriated if not enslaved. What follows this idea is that the economical solutions of Solon restored the smallholders who become able to attend to the assembly. Behind this construction is the equation of citizenship rights with possession of land.

was the composition altered.

The alternative view, which found support especially from Thomson, is that Solon enfranchised the thetes. This is inferred from the following statement in the AP: 'To those registered in the labourers class he gave only membership of the assembly and jury-courts.' Accordingly, Solon altered the composition of Ecclesia deliberately and admitted the unpropertied 'labourers' to the assembly. This could even be confirmed by the fact that Pisistratus was voted armed bodyguards who carried him to his later position, Tyranny. The majority among his supporters must have been landless peasants who behaved in expectance of a re-distribution of land - which actually happened. So why did Solon enfranchised the thetes, which was merely 'playing into the hand of revolutionaries'? According to Hignett (98) 

"The true explana​tion may be that Solon made no alteration in the qualification for the membership, of the Ekklesia, but that in the troubled years which followed his leg​islation there was a difference between de facto and de iure mem​bership ...as the tide of popular assertion rose, poor citi​zens were present at its meet​ings without any justification, and that the author​ities were either unable or unwilling to enforce their exclusion." 

The trouble with this argument is that, it tries to explain a dynamic change in rigid legal terms. What author​ities were unable or unwilling about was not any unjus​tified presence; It was the rights that had always been in the memory but not exer​cised on such a wide scale but were now forcing their way to become `de iure' under the new situation in which the oldest customs were recalled to settle the argument within the aristocratic circles. To deconstruct the discussion under the heading 'enfranchisement of thetes' we need only to keep in mind that equation of citizenship rights with possession of land is an axiom of the aristocratic world view in classical times. It is uncritically taken-for-grantedby modern scholars. As Andrewes (1982, 377) observes, it is 'A point more often expressed than argued.'

Again, the sentence 'The political rights had been given to those who bore arms' in the 'bogus constitution of Dracon' could be a part of the later insertion as generally accepted. Even so, it at least points to the fact that even in the fourth century, one could remember this military democratic principle as 'belonged to the ancients'. So the change  in the composition of Ekklesia is not a mere matter of recognition by this or that reformer, by means of 'law'

On the other hand, this change did not occur at once, on the contrary it was very gradual and Solon had only sparked it. Possibly, he could not have even dreamt of it. In fact, the distressed peasants must have been so much depressed  that, they were far from speaking or acting for themselves, 'through apathy accepted whatever might happen, he enacted a special law to deal with them, that if when the city was torn by strife anyone should refuse to place his arms at the disposal of either side he should be outlawed and have no share in the city' (AP VIII, 5)

In other words, in the absence of anybody else, the arrogant aristocrats referred to the tribal conscience which they had thwarted. Once the ashes on the old extinguished customs were slightly blown to get some glow it kindled, however it took some time to came ablaze. In fact Solon had unintentionally awakened a sleeping monster, . As for his true intentions, it is revealed in the principles that he made yardstick:

" This is how the people will best follow their leaders:

If they are neither unleashed nor restrained too much.

For excess breeds insolence, when greed prosperity comes

To men who are not sound of mind." (AP,XII,2)

AUTONUMLGL Democracy and Solon:

So far, Enough has been said to show that demos, the 'people' was only a secondary factor in the pre-Solonian strife in Attica. Not because they were not a force to be reckoned with at all, but simply because they were inert on their own, otherwise a vital element in legitimising the order. A separate leadership outside the order was difficult to come up with, as in the political societies of civilisation. At this stage, where the tribal constitution of society was largely under stress, but not yet wholly decomposed, people needed a 'champion' who would lead them to pursue their ends. In the AP Solon is referred to on many occasions as 'the champion of the people'. In this sense, Solon did give people some economic relief and restored them to their small holdings, and the order to its former situation; by this he reckoned that he averted a politicisation in the society. In return for economic improvements he claimed their support for political reforms the scope of which did not include them as such. In this context, Solon is a false liberator. True, in later the classical times, rich commoners like Themisocles did play major part in the politics of Athens, but in my opinion this was completely inconceivable in times of Solon.

Another further step taken by Solon to avert a political revolution was the creation of jury-courts together with the right to appeal to them. Since, previously right to appeal courts (composed of Eupatrid judges) had been given to clan members of the injured party, but at the time the clans outside the aristocracy had largely been obliterated so the decisions, as we have seen in the case of law of homicide was left to conscience of aristocratic phratry leaders. The right to appeal a to a jury court against the decisions of individual officials as well as Aeropagus were introduced by Solon. By this, Solon must have aimed to break the practical relation between the large Aristocratic Houses and the common elements who are linked to the former in terms of a phratry. In the AP it is presented among " the three most democratic features of Solon's constitution". Next to the "first and the most important, the ban on loans on the security of the person" comes the "permission for anyone  who wished to seek retribution for these who were wronged; and the third, the one which is said particularly to have contributed to the power of the masses, the right of appeal to jury court - for when people are the masters of the vote they are the masters of the state." (XI,2)The remark in Plutarch is more straightforward, 'Thetes, who were not admitted to any office, but could come to the assembly and act as jurors; which at first seemed nothing, but afterwards found an enormous privilege, as every matter came before them in their later capacity.'

For this reason, in Classical times, Solon was widely regarded as the Foun​der of Democracy, whereas we modern students perfectly know -prob​ably through Heredotus- that Democracy is an deliber​ation of Cleisthenes with its charac​teris​tic fea​tures. However, the contents of the concept of democracy as offered by Solon is not centred on enfranchisement which as discussed above. It rather rests on judiciary. Particularly the these jury courts access to which become a regular matter in the fifth century. These courts became the epitome of degenerated 'democracy' in the fifth century and they were mocked largely by Aristophanes and other comedy writers.

Aristotle looking in retrospect evaluates this aspect in Politics in the following words(II-12) 

"Solon is sometimes considered to have had great merit as a legislator on the ground that he put an end to Oligarchy . . .delivered the commons from a state of servitude and established the now hereditary democracy by a wise admixture of various constitutional elements, viz. of Oligarchy in the Council of Aeropagus, of Aristocracy in the elective nature of the offices of the State and of Democracy in the Courts of Law. . .he is sometimes censured as having destroyed the balance of power within the State by assigning the supreme jurisdiction to body chosen by lot like his Court of Law For no sooner had the Court of Law increased in power than public men, by paying court to the tyranny of the commons, reduced the polity to the Democracy we know. . .It appears however that this state of things was not so much the consequence of Solon's policy as due accident. The fact is that the commons to whom the naval victory in the Persian wars was due were elated by their success and got unprincipled demagogues to lead them"

AUTONUMLGL Benefactors of Solon Reforms:

It is now time to answer the most elementary question about Solon. Who were the real benefactors of Solon reforms? In other words who negotiated with the notables for Solon's archonship from the beginning? As has been shown, An independent merchant class in Attica could only be a construction within the paradigm of bourgeois revolution which does not apply in the early sixth century.  On the other hand the aristocratic order in Attica was far from being hierarchic as it used to be in Corinth where there was a dynasty of Bachaids, on the contrary, in Attic society there were two only strata. Moreover,  Eupatridae included  large groups of aristocrats from all the tribes. In this sense the Eupatridae were already 'democratic' among themselves. However, consensus on Solon as mediator and the direction of his essential reforms (i.e. eligibility to the office by the agricultural income) associates a situation in which some wish to be included in the Eupatrid order rather than to challenge it. Hignett at this point suggests looking at the families who were in politics only in the post-Solonian period. (Hignett. 1952-p102-3)

There are in fact such noble families, formerly excluded from the order. Like the Pilaidai "though influential in their own district (Bauron) and eminent enough to secure a marriage alliance with Kypselid rulers of Corinth, were not one of the ruling families of Attica in the pre-Solonian period" (Hignett: 105) Bauron is a remote district of Attica on the east coast of the peninsula. From the same place comes also the family of the later Tyrant Pisistratos. Heredotus says that, "by descent they were Pylians, of the family of the Neleids, to which Codrus and Melanthus likewise belonged, men who in former times from foreign settlers became kings of Athens" (Hrd,V,65) Another passage in Herodotus also attests to the remote, foreign but noble origin of Pilaidai "Now Pisistratus was a this time sole lord of Athens, but Miltiades, the son of Cypselus, was likewise a person of much distinction, He belonged to a family. . .[that] traced its descent to Acacus and Aegina, but which, from the time of Philaeus, the son of Ajax who was the first Athenian citizen of the house, had been neutralised at Athens" (Hrd,VI,35)

In this case we reach the idea that there were noble families who had not been originally included in the Eupatrid order, either because they arrived after the Ion confederacy or because they were economically negligible at the time to be offered a place in the order, but thrived later through trade.

It has rightly been suggested (Hignett. 1952: 103)that, to this alliance of the expelled ones, the Alkmeonidai also joined, who "... after the Kylonian affair... had remained un​der the cloud and at variance with the rest of the great no​bles. Hence an alliance with the new families against the old nobility opened up to Alkmeonidai an attractive prospect of restoring their old prestige and influence."

Solon, hoped to revise what Aristotle referred as 'absolutely unqualified oligarchy' and set criteria for its working. By means of his reforms he wanted to remove its friction. His election was effected as an understanding between the old nobility who was already in power and the remaining excluded fractions who could put the potential threat from people into action against the others. "...Clearly the divergent aim of the leaders and masses could be reconciled in the claim that the severity of people de​manded for its maintenance a radical transformation in the personnel of the magistracy"(Hignett: 106) Through his enactment he freed the already working economical mechanisms to further deterioration in the tribal society. In the long run; Those he articulated to the government of policy found further advancement of their interest in economic expansion (i.e. Pisistratids, Philaidai, Alkmaeonids). Those he relieved economically found out that they could only improve themselves through politics.

AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 5    

TYRANNY AND DEMOCRACY 

After he finished his job Solon set out on his famous travels. The AP reports that the turmoil continued in his absence. There were times when an archon could not be appointed and the city fell to anarchia. "In general the Athenians remained in an unhealthy state in their relations with one another: Some had the cancellation of debts as the origin and explanation of their discontent, since they had been impoverished by it; Others were discontent with the constitution, because the great changes had been made; others were motivated by personal rivalry." (XIII, 3) It appears that the old clashes had been extended and become more complicated, the most important aspect being, the demos gained consciousness of their objective interests against the well-born. Yet it is difficult to speak of an independent popular movement nor of a class society as such. Reforms of Solon did not succeed in resolving the problems in the society, but translated them into more tangible terms.

AUTONUMLGL Pisistratus:

Despite all the harshness towards the early ones who at​tempted and in spite of the wide reforms of Solon, a late Tyr​anny took root in Athens. Nevertheless Pisistratus established his tyranny at the third attempt but become one of the most popular Tyrants of Greece.

AUTONUMLGL Men of the Plain, the Coast and the Hills:

Following section (4) in the chapter 13 of Athenian Constitution gives a brief account of the social composition of Athens prior to tyranny. "There were three factions: one the men of the coast, led by Manakles son of Alcmeon, whose particular objective seemed to be the middle form of constitution; another the men of the plain whose aim was oligarchy and who were led by Lycurgus; and the third the men of the Diacria, whose leader was Pisistratus, who seemed to be most inclined to de​mocracy". The following remark is added in the end, "... the members of each faction took their name from the region in which they farmed."  Wherefore, it can be suggested that, at the different geographical locations of Attica, concentrated some seemingly universal social interests that can be articulated in more or less universal terms. 

AP gives the names of the leaders as well as their families. Accordingly the men of plain whose aim being oligarchy predominantly rep​resent the agrarian aristocracy. These are denoted with the word peidieis, most probably referring to the plains around Athens. It can be inferred that in this party, were those who were in control of the affairs before Solon and therefore hoping to cancel the effects of his political reforms. There is no much to say about its leadership, but the name Lycurgus is encountered in the fourth century, a politician from one of the oldest families in Athens Etoboutadae. This old clan possessed hereditary privileges as priesthood of the cult of Athena Polias, the patron goddess of the state. (Thomson, 1949: 108) That the certain names are exclusive to clan members is one of the observations made by Morgan among the native American tribes, there are several incidences to attest that this was also the case in the antiquity. Like Pisistratus, who was the name in the Iliad for the son of Nestor
.

Men of the coast, paralioi, whose aim was a `middle form of constitution' apparently represented the cause of Alkmaionids, originally hard-line, stubborn aristocrats but once doomed and who now try to restore to their former status, therefore clung to the betterment of Solon. These were led by certain Megacles, son of Alcmeon. However, the word coast is generally associated with the foreign contact and hence trade. The merchant past of this family can be inferred from a story told by Heredotos
. Accordingly, Megacles' father Alcmeon might have established trade links with Lydia as early as the days of Croesus. Thomson's conjecture that, "some of them had bought up farms near the sea in order to produce wine and oil for export" seems quite feasible and the unjust transfer of resources among the 'notables', before the cancellation of debts may be responsible for that. However, again, an independent merchant class who was led by this family is unverified, nor is it a necessary conjecture.  I will discuss this family later, in the following chapter, for the time being, it suffices to draw attention to the point that the names Alcmeon and Megacles are almost certain to be Alkmaionid names. What I have said on the two parties so far are generally agreed upon, though with different emphasis. However the composition and identity of the third party was decisive in understanding the nature of tyranny.

AUTONUMLGL Diakrioi

Obviously, men of hills, led by Pisistratus was relatively newer in the conflict. Who they actually Represent is not in the account of AP, yet we have the explanation, `ranked with this last faction were the men deprived of debts due to them, disconnected because of hardship resulting from this, and those who were not of pure Athenian descent...' Thomson (1955, 218) believes that the hills should be identified with Mt. Pentelikon in the North east of Athens and Mt. Hymettos in the east of city. There were marble quarries on these mountains. In addition to these he mentions silver mines in the hills of Laurion which reach the sea in the rocky headland of Sounion. Thomson conjectures a concentration of free labour on these locations. Accordingly, the source of labour are the above mentioned men deprived of due debts and those whose Athenian descent is impure. He also adduces the Pisistratus interest in the mining industry. I think that out of a variety of probabilities Thomson attempts to identify some 'large concentrations of labour in the country' which the sine qua non condition of industrial capital, whose existence he also believed. However, there is no evidence of systematic mining in those regions, as early as those times, particularly the silver. That deprived debtors might constitute a section in the labour force of a mining  is difficult to grasp both quantitatively and qualitatively. (i.e. they could neither be so numerous nor impoverished to the extend of offering their service to mining, otherwise carried through by slave labour predominantly under unbearable conditions.) By the same token, that 'semi-aliens' could come to be employed in that industry as free labourers is unlikely. Moreover, normally Pisistratus' interest in mining industry must have arisen in Thrace where he went in his second exile and made his fortunes. Therefore I find the above view of Thomson untenable as well as its sorts that offer slight alternatives such as that the aliens were the descendants of the craftsmen allegedly brought to Athens by Solon on that they were ex-hectomoroi.

That Diakrioi Came Up As Paralioi Hignett. 

A radically alternative explanation for the composition of diakrioi is found in Hignett (1952, 109-10). First of all, Hignett points to the word employed by Heredotos who might be preserving the original; Hyperakrioi rather than diakrioi, so the location at question becomes beyond the hills rather than up the hills. If this suggestion is correct it refers to the main area separated by Mt. Hymettos from the plain around Attica. At the centre of the east Attica is Brauron where Pisistratids and their allies Philaidai come from.

The main argument in Hignett is that Diakrioi came out as a fraction of Paralioi who constituted the defenders of Solonian reforms but they are composed of the ones that are content and those who reckon it as the first step of the further ultimate goal. The latter separated in the process and came to be known as Hyperakrioi since Brauron was the location of their nucleus.

How this split might have came about is the frail point in this argument. The propositions I came across seem to be conjectured just to find a plausible explanation for the situation. In Hignett's discussion. "The leaders of this section were patriotic enough to resent the impotence to which Athens ... was reduced by the weakness of her government and had a confidence in their own ability which encouraged them to demand a revision of the Solonian settlement". Adopting Hignett's view, Forrest also ventures to explain why. "Possibly the Hyperakrioi found it more difficult than the Coast to exploit the chance that Solon had given them (for reasons of distance or whatever) so that the latter, half-accepted by the old Eupatrids of the Plain, lost interest in carrying on the fight for others. But Again there is no evidence." (Forrest, 1966) Both of these explanations bear some truth yet to place in the context of struggle among the great families of a tribal society we need to endeavour to see how it might have happened. If the above observations about the benefactors of Solon reforms are true and both Alkmeonidae and the families of Brauron (Philaidae and Pisistraidae) were after inclusion into Eupatrid order with full rights then its only normal when the alliance between them is limited to the inclusion. Originally Alkmaeonids were already one of the prominent ones of the Eupatrid families. The others on the other hand, probably have never been included as it emerged as a social strata as a result of their remoteness from Athens and possibly because they were not as much eminent. Otherwise it is highly unlikely they were outside the confederation of Ion. However when the role of Assembly and attendance to it gained importance a scrutiny of genuine Athenian descendance must have come to the agenda. Above I have raised the point that legitimacy for attendance for the assembly rests not on ownership of land but kinship ties. So in the wider attendance, discussions of eligibility for certain men cannot have been his class but most probably his phratry or if he is a member of a phratry at all. In this sense clan and phratry are equivalent to each other in the realm of Eupatridae and commoners respectively. Therefore those men 'who were not of pure Athenian descent' are likely to be close to those aristocratic families who are hitherto excluded from Eupatridae privileges in Athens, in terms of kinship as well as common  political aims.

Earlier I had suggested that the borrowing involved more than the poor farmers and that some notables, with the intention of not returning raised some large amounts of loans which they actually did not pay on cancellation of debts
. Possibly this transfer of money took place towards the more entrepreneurial type of the nobility. Plutarch (Solon,15) cites the names of these notables. Among these Klinias was the father of Alkibiades therefore bridegroom to Alkmeonid family. Therefore It is highly possible that the creditors like those of Klinias adhered to the diakrioi against the borrowers who were aligned with Alkmaionids. For their new parties irrespective of their origin they were considerable support and a agents of antagonism between the men of coast and the hills.
Finally, as he emerged as a powerful personality against the nobility and a hero, Pisistratus derived support from all the thetes all over the Attica to the extent that their  detest of their betters led them to shake of their tribal allegiances which was remarkable. I do not mean to underestimate this as a factor in the Pisistratus' rise to power, far from it. If it weren't for the demos he could hardly have attained tyranny. What I am suggesting here is that, this major element in his strength was an element in his party, therefore he could easily enlist this support but also could lose it suddenly, which was the case in his early attempts.

AUTONUMLGL The Advent of Pisistratus:

Pisistratus obtained his power at the Third attempt expelled twice - AP informs us that the Athenian laws against the Ty​rants was not all that harsh at the time- and in the final one due to his riches that he made in exile in mining that Pisis​tratus was able win the battle against his opponents. 

Like many other Tyrants Pisistratos appeared as a hero. This aspect is mentioned in the AP in the following words. "Pisistratus seemed most inclined to democracy, and won high distinction in the war against Megara. He wounded himself and persuaded the people that he should be given a bodyguard."(XIV,1) Later, he seized acropolis with his guards called club-bearers.

Both AP and Plutarch agree that Solon had returned from his travels by then. "It is said that when he asked for a bodyguard Solon spoke against it . . . When what he said failed to persuade Athenians, he displayed his arms as far as he could (by than he was a very old man)"(XIV,2) This behaviour is significant in the sense that it attests the shift of legitimacy in leading towards military success. Apparently a prolonged war with Megara over the Salamis Island was fought in which Athens was initially doing badly. Success came to Athens in the campaign led by Pisistratos who could now exploit the opportunity
. In other words the demos was ripe enough to get excited regardless to the tribal allegiances

However, before Pisistratus' power taken root the other two parties combined to expel him, but later Megacles of Alkmeonidae who was doing badly in the party rivalry against the Lycurgus, "made an offer to support to Pisistratus again on the condition that Pisistratus should marry his daughter, and reinstated him in a primitive and over-simple manner."(XVI,4) Obviously the origin of this story is Heredotus AP refers to him.

Alliance of Pisistratos with Megacles on his second return 

"There was in the Paeanian district a woman named Phya, whose height was almost six feet, and she was altogether comely to look upon. This woman they clothed in complete armour, and, instructing her as to the carriage which she was to maintain in order to beseem her part, they placed her in a chariot and drove to the city. Heralds had been sent forward to precede her, and to make proclamation to this effect, "citizens of Athens receive again Pisistratus with friendly minds. Athena, who of all men honours him the most, herself conducts him back to her own citadel." This they proclaimed in all directions, and immediately the rumour spread throughout the country districts that Athena was bringing back her favourite. They of the city also, fully persuader that the woman was the veritable goddess, worshipped her, and received Pisistratus back."(Hrd. I,60)

This story of the second return as told by Heredotos shows how far Athenian society was still 'superstitious' from a rational viewpoint. Heredotos himself who was only one century ahead calls it 'the silliest in all history' and marvels at this incidence "considering that the Greeks have been from very ancient times distinguished from the barbarians by superior sagacity and freedom from foolish simpleness and remembering that the persons on whom this trick was played not only Greeks but Athenians who have the credit of surpassing all Greeks in cleverness". This story does not only show how far Athenian public was than close to totemic mentality to believe that a goddess could appear in flesh, but also that she could behave on behalf of a mortal hero as she had done in the Homeric times. This is an authentic tribal society. On the other hand it attests the difference between the masses and the 'enlightened' aristocratic circles, and to what extent they could employ the sacraments to manipulate the masses. Etoboutadai of Peideis were the hereditary priests of Pallas Athena, by this they could always enlist the support of predominantly peasant masses against the merchant Alkmaionids or others, but even they could not have resist the goddess herself. To challenge could be fatal for the family.

On the other hand, the discord between Pisistratos' party and the family whose daughter he married according to agreement were grave. In his party there were people to be reckoned with. They detested the Alkmeonids and joined Pisistratos in hope of revenge from them. Therefore he refused to deepen this re-aproachment, so he refrained from proper intercourse with the new bride. As she revealed this to her family, indignant father Megacles turned to his eternal rivals. Pisistratos at once become aware of the situation and left the Peninsula for a long exile during which he made his fortunes in the in the silver mines of the Mt. Pangaeum in Thrace by which he was now able to hire mercenaries. He also built up strong alliances with Thebans and Lygdamis of Naxos (who he later installed there as Tyrant). Thus he made his third attempt in which he was determined to employ brute force.

He landed the peninsula from the North East at Marathon. On winning the battle of Pallene between Athens and Marathon, he secured his tyranny firmly. He convened people to make a speech at the gate of Acropolis. Obviously this was an assembly of warriors to which every man attended in his arms. 

"While he took up time with his harangue, men who had been instructed to do this took the arms, shut them up. . .came and signalled to Pisistratus. When he had finished the rest of this speech, he told the people what had been done with their arms, saying that they should not be startled or disheartened but should go and attend to their private affairs, and that he would take care of all public affairs." AP (XV,5)

Thus a major step towards machinery outside the realm of society was taken. Now we can speak of a state above all the groups in the society instead of an organisation of tribal nature.

AUTONUMLGL The Tyranny:

 The account of Tyranny of Pisistratus in the 16th chapter of  A.P is `fuller' than any other. In this Pisistratus is presented as a character of high moral values. "In general he was humane, mild, and forgiving to wrongdoers." It has been hypothesised by Hignett (p114) that Pisistratus also solved the problem of the landless peasants by distributing the land carved out of estates of exiled nobles. Possibilities of such an operation is indicated in by Heredotos (I,64), "many of the Athenians having fallen in the battle, and many others having fled the country together with the sons of Alkmaion." Pisistratus was not a Robin Hood at all. There are also other evidences in Heredotus which mentions him taking Sigeum in Dardanelles from Mytileneans and establishing his bastard son as a tyrant where some excess population in Athens must have settled. Again a new state, a colony was established in the Cheresonese by Miltiades from Pilaidai, his main allies. A considerable number of poor must have joined this venture. Still he did not leave it at that because  He was a conscious founder of state.

"In particular he lent money to those who were in difficulties, to support their work, so that they could continue to maintain themselves by farming. He did this for two reasons: So that they should spend their time not in the city but scattered about the countryside, and so that they should have reasonable means of subsistence and should concentrate on their private affairs. At the same time this resulted in an increase in his own revenues from the thorough working on land for he levied a tithe, on produce. For this reason he instituted deme justices, and he himself went out in the country to reconcile the disputants so that they should not come down to the city and neglect their work." (XVI,3-5) 

In the above fragment one can not help but see the examples of constant cynicism of the Aristotle towards Tyranny. Pisistratos is praised for his character but he is held as a paranoiac whose main concern was to keep people away from the political process and under his oppression. In fact the relationship between the credits and the tithe should be the other way around, that is through the tax he must have financed the credits for the improvement of the smallholders.

AUTONUMLGL Tithe:

The word tithe was already in use denoting the one tenth of produce taken by the priestly nobles which was one of the main sources their income. This one is not only secular but forwarded towards the state itself rather than noble families. By diverting this revenue from noble families to the state, he not only forced nobility to retreat but also advanced the notion of polis in the mind of the citizens. In this sense it is one of the cornerstones on the way of becoming a state because It is the first public tax of its sort.

AUTONUMLGL Deme Courts

Another point mentioned in the above passage is the establishment of deme courts so as to settle lawsuit in their own location. Again AP attributes this to Pisistratus' inclination to keep people away from the centre. However it is almost evident that he aimed to supersede the hereditary jurisdiction of the great nobles.

AUTONUMLGL The Police

The police force of Athens in the classical centuries were the Scythian slaves who appear on the plates from the times of Pisistratos for the first time. These might have arrived as a consequence of the Tyrants Thracian connection. It is also possible that through the same connection came the Thracian miners to the then discovered Laurion mines.

AUTONUMLGL The Festivals

Pisistratos also challenged the foundations of Aristocratic control over the demos. In this he gave recognition to popular cults as opposed to clan cults administered by great nobles. The main popular cult he recognised is Dionysos, which was originally a peasant creed. He reorganised the Festival City Dionysia as a dramatic contest. The public recitation of Homeric poems were also his institution. Mysteries of Eleusis were brought under the state control and adorned with a new hall of initiation under the reign of his sons.

AUTONUMLGL The Age of Cronus:

 `It was often said that the tyranny of Pisistratus was the age of Cronus', AP reports, since he ` ..gave masses no trouble .., but always maintained that all was quiet', `...he was willing to administer every​thing according to laws, not giving himself any advantage' therefore `He had many supporters both among the notables and among the ordinary people.'

That tyrant was a usurper was over emphasised by the generations who grew up with the stories of the previous generation who overthrew this then outmoded institution. Among these was Aristotle(and the author of AP if different). However may he be against the tyranny as an institution, in most details on the whole he praised the early tyrant at least, as a person. This mixed feeling is because the tyranny as an institution is responsible for the transition from basically tribal Aristocratic society to a society where the rules of social order were better defined and liable to change rationally. 

'There was a very simple reason why tyranny was a necessary phase in the development of many Greek states: institutions suited to  maintaining in power even a non-hereditary ruling class let alone democracy, did not exist. (they had never existed) and had to be created, painfully and by experience over the years. . .Until the necessary institutions had been devised there was no alternative to aristocracy but dictatorship of a single individual and family-partly according to the old pattern of Greek kingship, but now with a power that was not traditional but usurped.' (St. Croix; 281)

Besides, tyranny endowed the Athenian demos a self consicousness. Athenians on the whole, gained an identity which was perfectly comprehensible outside the tribal world view. Therefore he can be held responsible for the creation of 'citizen' than can be grasped by our conception. 

AUTONUMLGL Demise of the Tyranny:

Pisistratus died of old age. The Tyranny was taken over by his sons. He had four sons two by his wedded wife, of Cypselid family two by his second Argive wife says AP. The two eldest ones, 'Hipparchus and Hippias were in control of affairs. . .Hippias who was the elder and was public-spirited and sensible in character, was at the head of the regime. Hipparchus was childish, amorous fond of the arts. It was he who invited the circle of Anacreon, Simonides an the other poets to Athens'. (AP 18,1)

However, it was their step brother Thessalus, who caused the events that ended the Tyranny. '. .he was bold and insolent in his way of life. . . He fell in love with Harmodious but failed to win his affection; he could not suppress his anger at his, but gave various bitter indications of it'. (AP 18,2) Accordingly, he prevented Harmodious' sister from appearing as basket bearer at the Panathenaea procession. Moreover he insulted Harmodious as being effeminate. So he decided to assassinate Hippias in a plot with some noblemen. Nevertheless, in the course of events he managed to kill Hipparchus rather than his elder brother. Harmodious was killed by a bodyguard immediately, but one of his friends was forced under torture to give the names of those involved. 'he denounced many men who were of noble birth and friends of tyrants.'(AP 18, 4) This is an important remark which comes to signify that the main enemies of Tyranny were actually the distinguished nobles of Athens, despite so many years lapsed. In fact, this fact was disputed by 'Democratic writers', who say that Harmodious friend interrogated under torture ' denounced friends of the tyrants deliberately, so that the tyranny should simultaneously be polluted and weakened by the killing of men who were both innocent and friendly'.(AP 1. 5)

We read in the following chapter that tyranny become much more cruel afterwards and that Hippias took revenge for his brother's death, with many executions and expulsions and become suspicious and bitter towards everyone. 'He begun to fortify Muncihia with a view to moving there; but when the work was in progress he was expelled by the king Cleomenes of Sparta. A whole series of oracles had commanded the Spartans to put an end to tyranny'.(AP 19,2)

Beyond oracles of Delphi were the famous Alkmaionid family who were on very good terms with Delphi for reasons which will be examined later. Thus, 'Whenever the Spartans consulted the oracle, he priestess always commanded them to liberated Athens, and eventually the persuaded the Spartan citizens, in spite of their hospitality with the Pisistratids. Another factor which contributed no less to the Spartans' decision was friendship of Pisistratids with Argos' (AP 19, 4).

Spartans did not think much out Pisistratids first therefore they sent a minor force by sea. But when Thessalians came to support Hippias with a thousand cavalry Spartans were defeated and killed. Second expedition of Spartans was by land. Pisistratids shut themselves up in the Pelasgic fortress. Heredotos reports that the fortress was 'provisioned beforehand with stores of meat and drink. nay it is likely that after a few days' blockade Lakedaimionians would have quitted Attica altogether and go to Sparta.' (Hrd V, 65) Apparently Spartans were not prepared for a siege of that sort at all. However an unlucky incident occurred for the tyrants. Their children who they trying to convey out of country in secret were captured by the besiegers. Pisistratids came to terms to secure their children's safely, and evacuated their possessions and handed over the Acropolis to the Athenians.

Before we proceed to examining the nature of alliance between Alkmaionids and Delphi we need to pause and examine the story of this family who were almost at every corner of the path leading to the democracy in Athens. 

AUTONUMLGL The Alkmaionids:

At the end of chapter three the Kylonian affair is dealt briefly as the earliest event in the political history of Athens and that is when we hear about Alkmaionids for the first time. Passionate loyalty to the cause of old aristocracy, against the newly emerging  mercantile interests of some other nobles, perhaps with the aim of obtaining a better place among the Eupatridae led their leader Megacles make a grave mistake and slain supporters of abortive tyranny who took refuge at the altar of the goddess. From that event onwards they had a reputation as the cursed family and had to endure some lengthy exiles, which brought about own transformation into a mercantile family.

In the trial of Alkmaionids by three hundred nobles, a temporary alliance between two extremes of Attic nobility is felt in securing the ban of this family. Such a riddance must have seemed beneficial to both Kylonian mercantile nobility as well as the other great landowning noble houses of Attica. Obviously beneficial to the former because when their minor crime was replied by a still major one by the Eupatrid administration they at least had to seek a retribution to please their supporters. It was beneficial to the old nobility since they were probably already seeking ways to eliminate this ever family threatening the solidarity among the Eupatrids by trying to improve their position in the thriving State machinery. If they were not taken care of they might eventually aspire to become like say Bacchaids of Corinth.

Next we hear of Alkmaionids in connection with Croesus of Sardis and Delphi. The story that points to those connections is to be found among the anecdotes collected by Heredotos as the popular tales. As tales they may not reflect the verbatim truth but are helpful in offering clues of what the next generation of Alkmaionids in exile achieved.

"Alkmaion, the son of Megakles, when Croesus the Lydian sent men from Sardis to consult the Delphic oracle, gave aid gladly to his messengers, and assisted them to accomplish their task. Croesus, informed of Alkmaion's kindnesses by the Lydians who from time to time conveyed his messages to the god, sent for him to Sardis, and, when he arrived made him a present of as much gold as he should be able to carry at one time about his person. Finding that this was a gift assigned to him, Alkmaion took his measures, and prepared himself to receive it in the following way, He clothed himself in a loos tunic, which he made to bag greatly at the waist, and placing upon his feet the widest buskins that he could anywhere find, followed his guides into the treasure-house. Here he fell to upon a heap of gold-dust and in the first place packed as much as he could inside his buskins, between them and his legs; after which he filled the breast of his tunic quite full of gold, and them sprinkling some among his hair, and taking some likewise to his mouth, he come from the treasure house, scarcely able to drag his legs along, like anything than a man, with his mouth crammed full, and his bulk increased every way. On seeing him, Croesus burst into a laugh, and not only led him have all what he had taken, but gave him presents besides of fully equal worth. Thus this house became one of great wealth, and Alkmaion was able to keep horses for the chariot-race, and won the prise at Olympia."(Hrd. VI, 125)

This fairly tale like story which I quoted in full, if bears any truth in it is that. Alkmaionids established their earliest relationships with Delphi. the seat of Apollo and Amphictony as remedy of being expelled on verdict by the representatives chthonic deities of Attica. Secondly, that they begun acquiring income other than land which most probably attests their involvement in commerce as I have suggested earlier in the previous chapter in the discussion of nature of parties prior to tyranny. Thirdly, to 'keep horses' and to join chariot races in Olympia seems to came to mean a wealth and power universally recognisable rather than on the local basis which Alkmaionids obtained at the time. It must be remembered that Kylon likewise was an Olympic champion himself. Therefore we have reason to think that Alkmaionids have already transformed themselves into merchant aristocrats and somehow secured their return to Athens. At this stage, as argued under the heading 'Benefactors of Solon Reforms' they saw their interest in Solon reforms which ended the exclusive eligibility of old nobility among whom they had been expelled. This is a short lived alliance with other excluded great families from the order, namely Philaidai and Pisistraidai. In this alliance, the interests of respective families lie on the same direction but not necessarily on the similar destination. Therefore in the aftermath of Solon Alkmaionids brake their way with the latter.

Megakles, mentioned in AP 13,4 as the leader of Paralioi is undoubtedly the grandson of archon Megakles who killed Kylonians at the altar of Athena. Upon the shattered re-alliance in the second coming of Pisistratus Alkmaionids were in exile again. This time they were the greatest enemy of the Tyranny. On one occasion attempted to overthrow tyranny by force. '. . .they fortified Lipsydrium in the countryside below Parnes, and were joined by some men from the city, but the tyrants besieged them and drove them out. After this disaster they used to sing in their drinking-songs:

Alas, Lipsydrium, Betrayer of Comrades,

What men you lost, 

Good warriors and well-born,

Who showed what stock they came of. (AP 19, 3)

This failure forced Alkmaionids to seek some indirect but more effective methods to bring the Tyranny down. `After they failed in every​thing else, the Alcmaeon​ids obtained the contract to build the temple of Delphi, And so acquired  to enlist the Spartan's help'. (AP 19, 4) In this way by,  improving their relations with Delphi they hoped to induce Greece's most powerful conservative force and wanted to employ her to topple the Tyranny. To attain their goal, according to Heredotes (V, 65),'being men of great wealth and members of an ancient and distinguished family', they built the temple much more magnificently than the plan obliged them. Besides other improvements, they made the facings with Parian marble instead of coarse stone. Heredotus also suggests that to persuade the priestess they offered bribe even.

AUTONUMLGL Isagoras and Cleisthenes:

The tyranny was over. However there seems to have emerged a strife between Alkmaionids and those against it. In AP the rival party is referred to as the friends of tyrants. However Heredotus (V, 66)is more cautious about the identity of Cleisthenes' rival. 'Isagoras, son of Tisander, who belonged to a noble house, but whose prodigy I am not able to trace further'. Interestingly enough he refers to both men as edynasteuon, the 'dynasts'. In the struggle Cleisthenes lost the upper hand and his rival Isagoras is elected archon. In this case Kleisthenes employed an ace up his slave which will bring about a change almost unique in the history. In this, he appeals to the wildest dreams in the collective memory of the people of Athens: In Heredotus' words 'he called to his help common people.' Or in the description of AP 'he attached the people to his following, by proposing to give political power to the masses.' Whatever the reality of the nature of the rival leadership may be, (i.e. weather the represented the old aristocracy, tyranny or a mixture of both) they were hardly in a position to bear this novelty called democracy. Cleisthenes had proposed unleashed another driving force in the tribal society albeit to the own ends of the house he belonged to.

To these proposal how Isagoras the archon reacted in his capacity of the speaker of the assembly is not understood. It is not difficult to imagine though. once the proposal were become known to the people the assembly must again have gone through one of its well attended days when it did more than ratifying what the elite managers of the country decided. To this simple conclusion Hignett (1952: 127)also comes after lengthy inquires: 'The only possible explanation is that Kleisthens was so strongly support by the ekklesia and the popular enthusiasm evoked by his programme was so intense that Isagoras was daunted and gave way.'

What was it that allowed Cleisthenes to take such a bold expediencies which were meant to be a nightmare to his rivals. Alkmaionids were certainly not inclined to demos from the first, far from it. The drinking-song they produced on the defeat of Lipsydrium attests that: There is nothing that refers to the cause of the people in it but a sheer acclamation of noble-birth. However, as I have endeavoured to explain above, this family had transcended the local character of classical nobility and their modus operandi. Perhaps, owing to the long exiles, the allegiance of their clients was already weaker than that of most other houses, nor were they popular among the public, being the cursed ones. In fact the Alkmaionids owed their reputation to the value that can be translated into all other values, money. In this sense they were both aristocrat and bourgeois. As a matter of fact, they had rivals to defeat. Cleisthenes reached to the dimmest memories of tribal past in order to do away with its present remains. This is the nature of their advantage over others.

'Isagoras then fell behind in power, so he called back Cleomenes, with whom he had a tie of hospitality.'(AP 20,2) Perhaps the Spartans and Alkmaionids were never at home, the latter had been under a curse anyway. Isagoras must have drawn the attention of Cleomenes towards their danger earlier. Now he joined his 'oligarchic' counter part to drive the condemned out once again. 'Cleisthenes withdrew; and Cleomenes came with few men and solemnly expelled seven hundred Athenian households. After doing this he tried to dissolve the council and make Isogoras and three hundred of his friends masters of the city.' (AP 20,3) By exiling seven hundred, Isagoras and Cleomenes hoped that they weeded the Alkmaionids and their 'supporters'. However the situation was different from previous similar cases. In an unprecedented manner 'council resisted and the common people gathered in force; the supporters of Cleomenes and Isagoras fled to the Acropolis; the people settled down and besieged them for two days, but on the third made a truce to release Cleomenes and all the men with him, and recalled Cleisthenes and the other exiles.' (20, 3-5)

Thus people took the initiative for the first time to defend what is obviously for their benefit in future so they felt the need to make themselves felt as class in the political life. From this point onwards one may speak of demos as a political actor who see their interest in the practical aspects of the running of the Polis and behave in accordingly.

AUTONUMLGL  Reforms of Cleisthenes:

Thus Cleisthenes of Alkmaionid family begun to implement his reforms by which he is known today as the founder of the 'democracy'.

Aristotle says that 'people placed their trust in' him. Heredotus merely mentions that he was called back together with the seven hundred. It is not therefore clear weather he was elected to a post at all. Moreover to what extent the reforms had already taken the form of law is not clear. On the one hand, out of  suggestions in the AP one infers that the reforms were yet being carried through, on the other hand some modern scholars including Hignett believed that the new council of five hundred had already been elected before Isogoras called Isagoras for help. Accordingly, it was the council of five hundreds who resisted oligarchs and their Spartan allies. These historiographical controversies aside, our purpose is to point to the import of democratic revolution as a radical transformation which on the one hand revived its earliest form, on the other turned its collectivist content into one contingent to individuals.

In this sense the essential characteristic of democracy as devised by Cleisthenes is to link individuals into polis by means of the locally established demes rather than the phratry of kinship organisation. There were probably demes in the rural areas prior to Cleisthenes but division of Athens into demes might have been his invention. In the new system they made approximately 170 in number and covered Attica except Eleusis and some areas north of Marathon. By this, not only did he create an alternative to the array of kinship organisation but made this simulacrum of the latter legal basis for citizenship. The territorial nature of the demes citizenship was only temporary, otherwise it worked in very much the same way as kinship. Once people were registered on their demes their descendants went on to be registered on the same deme irrespective of their actual place of residence. Therefore it was a perfect simulation of actual consanguine tribal system. 

The practical meaning of this for the Athenians was to be placed on equal plane with one another, regardless of their origin (i.e. Eupatrid, homogalaktes or those of controversial origin by their opponents). 'He made the men living in each deme fellow-demesman of one another, so that they should not use their fathers' names and make it obvious who were new citizens but should be named after their demes: this is why the Athenians still call themselves after their demes.' (AP 21,5) Aristotle also pointed to this fact in Politics(III,2) and gave the very arrangements as an example of enrolment of 'foreigners, slaves, and resident aliens in the tribes', 'in consequence of a revolution'. Undoubtedly, the primary significance of demes citizenship is an irreversible re-enfranchisement. However this should not be taken merely as a right to vote in the assembly which did not apparently mean as much to he ancient citizen as does to those of modern citizen of a democracy as far as participation is concerned. `The popular appeal of Cleisthenes' reforms lay in the fact that his scheme allotted a real function to the ordinary demesman, a function in which he did not have to enrol himself in an aristocratic faction or rely on a tyrant as his cham​pion'. (Andrewes; 1967:62) Tyranny had already weakened power of aristocratic houses over their phratry members objectively by installing extra tribal institutions, Cleisthenes replaced deme with phratry in order to sever the subjective link between the common Athenian and their betters in the phratry. A functional residue of disappeared clans of the masses had remained in naucraries in on the local basis. The internal operation of a deme was more like that of the gene in former times. 'He instituted demarchs, with the same responsibilities as the old naucrari; for he made the demes take the place of the naucrari'. (AP 21,5) It is undifferentiated and it behaved as a small scale assembly and elected a demarch. 'In other words to the mass of Athenians the deme was everything; even to the politically ambitious it could be a useful school and a necessary background.

 Examining the articulation of deme in the new system gives the clues of how  Cleisthenes employed the possibilities of the old tribal system to institute the new.

AUTONUMLGL Reorganisation of the Citizen Body:

'He first distributed all the citizens through ten tribes instead of the old four, wanting to mix them up so that more men should have a share in the running of the state. (AP 21,2) . . .He divided the land of Attica by demes into thirty parts- ten parts in the city region, ten in the coast, and ten in the inland- and he called these parts thirds and allotted there to each tribe in such a way that each tribe should have share in all regions.(AP 21,4)'

A tribal re-organisation was not new to men who did had not yet organised on the territorial basis. As the dispersed kinsmen re-joined in other words when they made confederacies, such a practice was employed society was recast and relation of clans were redefined.  The situation we have analysed in the second chapter under Ion is a perfect example of this. However Cleisthenes employed this practice as means of reshuffle the population and did this via territorial divisions. But the basic idea was so irresistible since 'the imprint on men's minds of the social structure under which their ancestors had lived since human society had first taken shape was so deep that it was still accepted without question.' (Thomson, 1955:225)

Accordingly, he compiled the thirds such that their population would be approximately the same regardless to  the number of demes in it, provided that they are all either from the city, inland or the coast. Then he combined one third from each sector into a tribe. Thus in each tribe, weights of respective city inland and the coast sectors were the same. Justification giver by Aristotle both in AP and in Politics for this reshuffle is to 'mix' the citizens. 'New and more numerous tribes and clans must be created, the number of private religious rites must be united in a smaller number of public ceremonies, and no stone must be left unturned to secure the intermixture of all the different classes in the state and the dissolution of the former and private associations.' (Pol, VII, 5)

To achieve his ends' He refused to divide the Athenians into twelve tribes, to avoid allocating them according to the already existing thirds; the four tribes were divided into twelve thirds, and if he had used them he would not have succeeded in mixing up the people.' (AP 21,3)

As befits to this scheme he raised the number of council members to five hundred instead of four to which every new tribe had to elect fifty members by sortition. Representatives of each tribe took their turn as a the standing committee of the council for an equal portion of the year. To this 'innovation' corresponded a necessary  'alteration' in the calendar. For administrative purposes the year was divided into ten pyrtanis of thirty six or thirty seven days during which the pyrtanes of each tribe in the council served. The import of parallelism of tribal system and the division of a year in the calendar in the much times as reflected by AP was discussed in the second chapter. That idea of rotational sharing of certain duties throughout the year might have had precedents in the prehistory can not be shown ostensibly but can only be grasped in a wider context of tribal organisation as a universal experience common to entire mankind. Otherwise it is possible as it has been done, to regard the entire set of Cleisthenic arrangements as the 'wit' of an individual rather than fundamental social existence before civilised life begun and took root with its chroniclers. Yet this attitude may be replied as Thomson did on occasions (1955:225) 'whatever we may think about it, to the Greeks of this period it was the most natural thing in the world'. 

'He left the clans, brotherhoods and priesthoods each to retain their traditional privileges. He appointed tin eponymous heroes for the tribes, chosen by the Delphic priestess from a pre-selected list of a hundred founding heroes'. Cleisthenes created an alternative system for the old one in which noble households with their traditional privileges in the capacities of priests had an effective control over the citizens. In this sense it appears as though the new was the secularisation of administration. Accordingly 'he left no stone unturned' to mix the citizens and supposedly he drew lots to match the thirds in the new tribes. In fact most nobles had fallen into different new tribes from their partisan followers. Thus, he drew lines to cut across the old loyalties so as to weaken their influence in political sphere which came to mean end of noble houses in politics including his. It is noteworthy that he took the support of Delphi for all this undoubtedly owing to the traditional close relationship. But did he really mean to break the influence of all families including his own? In other words were Alkmaionids disfavoured to the same extent as others?

Limited information on the actual distribution of the thirds may provide the necessary clues. Here, I need to make rather long quotation from Forrest (1966;199):

'. . .Alkmaionids no longer lived in one spot in 508. Their original home had probably been on the SW. coast, in the post-Solonian Paralia; now branches of the family were settled in there different demes of the urban area, assigned by Cleisthenes to three, different trittys. Another family, who were close to them at the time occupied a a fourth deme part of a fourth trittys. Oddly enough these four urban trittyes were attached to just those four coastal trittyes which together covered the SW. coast the old  Paralia which Alkmaionids had once controlled, while the urban trittyes which the headquarters of the family now were was joined to the coast trittyes in which their country home had formerly been (and presumably still was).

Thus even behind the full democratisation, one can see the benefit of preserving old tribal interests at the expense of rivals. In this way Alkmaionids turned the disadvantage of years in exile into an advantage over their rival  aristocrats. In the following centuries of democracy Politicians of Alkmaionid family are frequently encountered. Among these are Perikles and Alkibiades who belonged to the family through their mothers. The true leaders of people by people are yet to come: These were Themisoctles and Cleophon.

AUTONUMLGL CHAPTER 6  

CONCLUSION

The heritage from pre-Dorian times down to early Helladic (Pelasgs) was the most lively in Attica, who had not experienced a conquest by others, nor had they mixed by means of such a conquest. They recognised themselves as an autochthonic and homogenous people. Therefore, unlike most other centres of mainland Greece the  social developments in Attica constituted a relatively uninterrupted continuos process of  evolution. This uninterrupted continuation in turn, makes up specific character of this society which shows itself in a variety of aspects ranging from tribal structure and differentiation within tribe to property relations.

First of all, in the absence of wars with conclusive results, the idea of  institutionalised war-chief (i. e. king) could not develop. Therefore the early kingship Basileus survived only as a symbolic office. Instead, since earliest times, Attica witnessed an emergence of a priestly Aristocracy which rested on the primordial rights of tribal chiefs. Once this Aristocracy was institutionalised with its priestly ideology, tendency of heroes standing out as war-chiefs as a challenge to aristocracy died down. Apparently, this later tendency had altered the composition and mentality of nobility in most other parts of Greece.

It was also shown that these traits of Attic tribal society played some part in its dissolution and replacement by the state:

By archaic times, most of the best land in the peninsula had been expropriated by aristocrats from the rest of the people. As shown in the section 3.1.2. there is every reason to think that this expropriation was carried through by means of priestly rights of the latter. This transfer of material wealth from people to aristocrats reinforced the differentiation and accelerated the further dissolution of tribal society.

Deterioration of tribal customs on homicide is an important instance in dissolution. These customs involved a retribution between clans which could be arranged by tribal council. Purification and re-adoption of manslayer into community was also a common practice to save the life of manslayer. Monopolisation of right to verdict in the cases of homicide had important impacts. Feuds increased among the clans as well as within them rendered annihilation of clan as a unit of fraternal solidarity and organisation. The aristocratic clans however, had strengthened as the leading groups of phratries. Also, these surviving clans had realised their common interests. Extensive abuse of jurisdiction of homicide by great houses seems to have met their labour shortage for some period but this system rendered too many individuals outside the tribal organisation. The ordinances of Dracon came as a remedy for this abuse. This was an understanding among the aristocracy and a promise to the people. Early seeds of the state were thus sown.

By this time Attic society had reached its archaic structure as described by Aristotle. Accordingly there was the order of aristocrats who were egalitarian among themselves. The surviving clans were exclusively theirs. In this sense their 'order' was a simulation of earlier tribal structure on its own. However, they were above the undifferentiated masses. The latter were aligned in phratries behind the respective clans of aristocrats. 

As has been suggested there are enough reasons to believe that a 'Mesopotamian style' debiting in kind as method of exploitation might have also occurred extensively. Agricultural wealth increasingly concentrated in the hands of aristocracy further impoverished peasant masses but at the same time paved way to trade and commerce which brought about a rapid differentiation within the aristocracy also.

The differentiation shows its early symptoms in Kylonian affair. The Alkmaionids saw an opportunity to present themselves as defenders of the ancestral rights of Attic aristocracy in this early attempt of Tyranny. They went to extremes in punishing this abortive attempt. However, their fellow aristocrats were already conscious of them as a future threat and expelled them on the grounds of having violated the sanctities. By that, they hoped to save themselves from the rise of this now stigmatised family. However the result was a large rift within the aristocracy. 

Some other noble families from the east coast of Attica (Pisistraidai and Philaidai), on the other hand, had been excluded from the 'order' of Athenian aristocracy since early days. Their aspiration for inclusion in the order might have found its origins in the fortunes of trade.

Solon, with his reforms hoped to bring rival aristocrats together by introducing measures of inclusion in the classes (teles) on the basis of income. But as has been shown his measures proved ineffective since they did not serve to any other end but to accelerate economic differentiation among aristocrats. Pisistratus as the leader of 'people beyond the hills' established his tyranny. In his relentless efforts he induced the rift among the old nobility cleverly. He benefited immensely from temporary alliances with the Alkmaionid faction of the old nobility. By tyranny, Attica underwent important transformations in the way of becoming a state. 

As the tyranny ended with the help of Spartans the faction politics was reverted by aristocracy. However, the Alkmaionids were far from being old fashioned nobility and their world view as well as their ways in politics had changed. Cleisthenes appealed to the people for an alliance to get rid of his rivals. He must have prognosticated that in the democratic order he created, the prominence of Alkmaionids would be safer than in any sort of oligarchy. In fact as has been shown he took his measures and imbedded them deeply in the democratic constitution.

AUTONUMLGL Prospects

On the whole, this study was an attempt to develop an insight into ways in which tribal customs degenerated on the one hand but regenerated on the other with different contents until they are replaced by political institutions.

Another aspect of this attempt was to realise it without referring to economic factor whose 'determining might' is overstated to reach quick conclusions. The problematique here was to seek answer to how rather than why. In this sense, I believe that I have not missed the chance of exploring certain points from inside.

If my above claims are right and that my proposed outlook is entitled a justification, a whole series of future study projects which involves examining other examples of passages from tribal society to political societies in the history of the world. The formation, enlargement differentiation, and finally dissolution stages tribal societies in the past of many modern peoples are diverse and seem to wait for exploration especially with our 'modern' preconceptions dropped. For that an attempt to adopt their world view seems to be hard and prone to errors but regarding.

Finally, our world seems to be at the threshold of decomposition of Nation States. A sway of micro nationalism on based 'ethnicity' has already begun. There seems be the danger of masses, reacting to their unitary national identity, by seeking their loyalties in the dark ages of their ethnic times in a similar manner as fascism in Europe had done. This danger is all the more on the agenda in countries where the process of nationalising is still at premature stages (i.e. countries of post - socialist experience and those that were called the third world). Unsound references to heroic ages can only be overcome through emphasising and studying the universal values of collective behaviour in the tribal experience common in the remote past of mankind.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Works Cited in the Text

Andrewes, A. Greek Society. (Pelican, 1967)

Andrewes, A. Greek Tyrants. (London 1956)

Andrewes, A. "The Growth of Athenian State", "The Tyranny of Pisistratus" Cambridge Ancient History. Capter 43-4, vols. III-VI (1926-1927; 2nd edition 1982)

Bernal, M. Black Athena. (Rutgers University Press, 1987)

St.Croix, G.E.M. The Class Struggle in the Ancient Greek World. (London 1980) 

Gilbert, G. The Constitutional Antiquities of Sparta and Athens. (1892); Translated by Sandys J. E. (Argonaut, 1895)

Hammond, B. E. The Political Institutions of Ancient Greeks. (Cambridge, 1894)

Hignett C. A History of the Athenian constitution to the end of the fith century B.C. (The Oxford University Press 1952)

Ehrenberg, V. The Greek State. (Methuen 1969)

Forest, W. G. The Emergence of Greek Democracy, the character of Greek Politics, 800-400 BC. (World University Press 1966)

Finley, M. I. Early Greece The Bronze and Archaic Ages. (The Norton Libary 1970)

Levi,P. Eski Yunan. Çev: Neþe Erdilek (Ýletiþim, 1987)

Mc. Neill, W. A World History. (Oxford 1967)

Morgan, L. H. Eski Toplum yada Ýnsanlýðýn Barbarlýk Döneminden Geçerek Yabanýllýktan Uygarlýða Yükselmesi Üzerine Araþtýrmalar. (1877)Çev: Ünsal Oksay (Payel 1986)

Thomson, G. Aeschylus and Athens. (Lawrence and Wishard 1941)

Thomson, G. The Prehistoric Aegean. (Lawrence and Wishard 1949)

Thomson, G. The First Philosophers. (Lawrence and Wishard 1955)

General Works Consulted but not Cited

Baker, U. "Medeniyet ve Devletin Doðuþu", Sosyalizm ve Toplumsal Mücadeleler Ansiklopedisi (Ýletiþim 1988)

Childe, G. What Happened in History. (Pelican 1942)

Erhat, A. Mitoloji Sözlüðü. (Remzi Kitabevi 1972)

Erhat, A; Eyuboðlu S. Hesiodos Eseri ve Kaynaklarý. (T.T.K 1977)

Finley, M. I. Democracy Ancient and Modern. (London, Chatto and Windus, Rutgers 1973)

Finley, M. I. The Ancient Greeks. (Pelican 1966)

Hamilton, E. Mithology. (Mentor 1940) 

Harvey, P. The Oxford Companion to Classical Literature. (Oxford 1937)

Jones, A. H. M. Athenian Democracy. (Blackwell 1957)

Kitto, H. D. F. The Greeks. (Pelican 1957)

Mansel, A. M. Ege ve Yunan Tarihi. (T.T.K 1947)

Scruton, R. A Dictionary of Political Throught (Pan 1982)

Sena, C. Filozoflar Ansiklopedisi. (Remzi 1974)

Sinanoglu, S. Yunanca - Türkçe Sözlük. (T.T.K. 1953)

Williams, R. Keywords. (Fontana 1976)

Ancient Authors

Aristotle:

The Athenian Constitution: Translated by P.J. Rhodes (Penguen 1984)

 Loeb Classical Libary (Parallel text)

The Politics of Aristotle: Translated by J.E.C. Welldon (London 1879)

Heredotus:

The Persian Wars ( Translated by G. Rawlinson (New York 1942)

Plutarch:

The Lives of Plutarch:Translated by J. Dryden (New York 1932)

Thucydides:

The Peloponnesian Wars: Translated by J. Gavorse (New York 1933)

Homer
ÝLYADA: Çev. Azra Erhat - A. Kadir (Sander 1967)

ODYSSEÝA: Çev. Azra Erhat - A. Kadir (Sander 1970)

ODYSSEY: Translated by R. Lattimore (New York 1975)

�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 17���a seperate footnote for Iroquois and a cross referance to the relad segment under homicide.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 39���buraya platon'un Demokritos'un yazdýklarýný yaktýrma meselesi yazýlablir.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 50���Buradan klasik orijinal medeniyetlerin yarattýðý dillerdeki soyutlama konusundaki dipnota bir gönderme yapmak gerekiyor.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 58���Buraya da bir Middle Minoan Period dipnotu lazým.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 67���Burada attika'nýn geriliðiyle dorlarýn geri oluþlarý arasýndaki farký açýklayan bölüme göndermede bulunulabilir. Ayrýca daha ilerdeki Ehrenberg'in kandaþlýðýn canlanmasý noktsýna da göndermede bulunan bir paragraf iliþtirilebilir.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 67���buraya da bir dipnot lazým.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 112��� I may have to insert the details of the passage in  Euthyphro if its intresting.


Also a sentence that links the subject to the next one necessary


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 118���Another footnote about Mafia and its peculiar features is useful here.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 121���The debate whether his statues were only those that pertain to homicide can be summerized in an endnote.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"�Page: 130���Buraya Sümerlerin barbarlar için 'ne þehir bilirler ne de kral' tanýmý getirilebilir ve bu Tuchydides'in Helenlerin bir zamanlar þimdiki barbarlar... ile karþýlaþtýrlabilir.





5)


�The vast range of purely speculative contemplation, Thomas Moore and Charles Forier aside, the earliest studies of material on the evolution of  institutions of human society did not appear until 1860's. see Engel's The Origin of Family, Private Property and State. 











�The terms savagery and barbarism in particular are obviously not taken in their derogatory sense of daily usage. They come to denote the stages of egalitarian society of tribal man as opposed class divided political society of civilisation. Savagery stands for societies earliest stages graded in itself by the following criteria: until the discovery of fire, lower savagery; until the invention of bow and arrow, middle savagery; the appearance of first pottery closes the savagery period. Periods of Barbarism will constitute the subject of our present chapter.


Since pre-civilised societies have hardly left traces to justify themselves, our image of 'Barbarian' or 'Savage' seems to be derived from recollections of civilised man like us, in their doomsday against the others.


However, mankind moulded a great deal of its culture including the miracle of language at those stages of its development where there was hardly individual outside the communal existence; to the remnants of which we seem to owe our sociability despite atomising pressures of the capitalist world view. Our ever diminishing courage to stand up with (or for) the people with whom we find things in common, I believe finds its roots here.


�The oncerns of Engels at the time was to explain the dissolution of primitive communal society. He did this basically on the evidence of Greece and Rome. He diagnosed slavery in this context as the inevitable consequence of primary division of labour in society (between man and woman). Accordingly, domestic slavery appeared first in the ancient east , developed into chattel slavery in antiquity. Earlier, in German Ideology, Marx and Engels had developed a simple outline of sequences subsistence into their own scheme of sequential modes of production this was also fairly simple and based on classical European notions of history: primitive communal or tribal, ancient or classical or slave owning, thirdly feudal and then capitalist. This in turn gave way to famous orthodox scheme of Marxism in which modes of production are sequenced which I leave outside my theoretical approach entirely. However, to state briefly, the main pitfall of this approach was in trying to cram some wider accumulation of evidence to what is derived out of the particular (Kuusinen). 


Beyond and apart from this Marx had realised the complexity of the situation and in his later recovered Grundisse (pp 471-514), sought to identify all possible types of productive systems and the corresponding types of ownership. In that he contrasted eastern Slavonic collective ownership with Germanic individual ownership. Accordingly, Asiatic Societies lacked the latter Germanic individual ownership on the one hand, as well as Mediterranean 'city', both of which helped the 'individual energy and initiative' flourish, a quality that seemed to him a part of the reason for Europe evolving and Asia failing to advance into further stages beyond certain point. However, later contemplation to fill the gap in the theory contrasted 'European Development' rather than the separate societies with 'Asiatic Society' as if an ideal type, which served as a basis of AMP. (see footnote �ftnref footdecreaseagro�9�)


�Together with kinship organisation is found its custom, totemism, yet its exisitance is not as obvious as the trbal structure itself. This is best encountered in the modern world among the peoples who were explored in the new age, as much as they survived modernisation or sometimes, even within it. Again its residues are also encountered abundantly in the an�cient history of the civilised Old World; European, Semitic and Chinese. For arguments an for its existance among the earliest Greeks and proofs see Thomson (1949:114-132)


.


� He was somehow aware that a given stage of evolution cannot be equated with the existence of a certain technological attainment. Therefore he takes relative environ�mental conditions of societies on different continents into account, mainly that of Eurasia and Americas. However the emergence of certain techniques and ideas are still the major factor in the evolution of mankind to further stages. Yet Morgan cannot detach his theory from the technological determinism completely. Therefore he develops a sliding scale for different continents. In this, he places middle barbarism in the old world between domestication of certain animals and iron smelting. � The higher barbarism, in turn begins with iron smelting and ends at the point where the conventional civilisation begins: the script.





�This type of passage can be noticed among the classical civilisations in Eur�asia, These are not difficult to identify, the major ones that survived until the antiquity are: Egypt, Greece-Attica and Euboeia in particular, Rome to a remarkable extent and lastly the birth of Islam. 


In the emergence of these original civilisations, an early limited contact with a distant centre of civilisation in the form of exchange is de�cisive. The geographical situation that leave a given original civilisation behind natural barriers in their time of birth with respect to contemporary senile ones, (such as Mesopotamia, Indus, Egypt, Crete, Greece (Athens, Thebes etc..), Rome and Mecca) should be taken more than the proof for simple diffusionism.


An curious indicator of these civilisations is in language, the original self contained evolution brought about highly abstract concepts, extensive classificatory names etc. Greek Latin and Arabic seems to have these whereas the languages of later coming and 'conquering' peoples merely imported these richness. English, German, Swedish or Turkish have either borrowed a great deal of loan-words and/ or later derived them out of their own roots on the basis of the idea of that original word. Chinese however is an exception, as civilisation it seems to be a cumulation of middle barbarism since earliest times (see footnote �ftnref footchin�31� of chapter 2 for a discussion of China). The language contains an extensive vocabulary but vast majority are derived as composite words out of simpler concepts. An inquiry into this suggested hypotheses can be a fruitful study.





�To state in more concrete terms, the intensification of pas�toralism as an extension of hunting quality among the societies at the stage of middle barbarism, may come to mean increasing plunder and conquest, which eventually become primary means of subsistence, In this way voluntary con�federacy of tribes move out of military democracy, their cus�toms are altered and assumed an authoritarian character. Fi�nally the pastoralist society which has already become a large confederacy under single chiefdom renders it impossible for individual tribes to take up settled conditions. 


On the other hand the warfare abilities in these societies ad�vance to a point of excelling those at the higher stages than themselves. Finally conquests of a large country altogether comes to agenda. The result is to skip higher barbarism stage in evolution. The Mongols of medieval ages can be considered as the epitome of this tendency. (see footnote �ftnref footdecreaseagro�9�)


�The reverse may also be true for the settlements in the earlier strata of history (i.e. some societies may get settled and may even adapt systematic but primitive agriculture owing to the fertility of the soil they settled.) The societies who left slash and burn agriculture for early systems of irrigation and therefore initiated the earliest river civilisation can be considered to be this type.


�This tendency of intensification at earlier and earlier stages increasingly at the same time come to mean digress from agricultural development earlier and earlier. As suggested in the above footnote (�ftnref foot7�7�), this is rather a continuum between,  ancient Germanic tribes of say 4 century BC. amongst who agriculture had remarkably developed but not yet enough to make them sedentary on the one hand, medieval nomads of the steppe or those of Arabian desserts on the other. It is necessary to make the interesting remark here of Ibn Khaldoun again who had the opportunity to observe the passages of Bedouins of his times to civilisation and therefore recognised that as the sole mode of passage to civilisation as opposed to European thought on the subject whose contemplation had for centuries given a fundamentally distinct character to "Orient". In my view AMP is a theoretical graft to Marxism of viewpoint of Montesquieu. As a reaction, the discourse 'what Marx said of social advancement is irrelevant of Turkish history since Turks did certainly not go through a slave owning stage' was once employed by most of the conservative Turkish historians.


�Thomson (1941:39) gives an example from Homer. " . . . ambiguity appears in respect of kingship itself. Once assigned to a particular family, it tended to become hereditary, because military leadership is a specialised occupation, but it was still subject to popular ratification. Telemachos hoped to succeed his father's Kingdom but all he claimed as his right was the inheritance of his personal property..' In other words Telemachos had to prove his defiant qualities in order to become the heir of his father as the king. Otherwise he is not any different than the other noble sons of Ithaca (the suitors). The reason he sets out for his voyages is to take the approval and support of his father's comrades in arms and overlords in this rivalry


�St Croix (1980:9-19), who preferred to base his extensive study "The Class Struggle in the Ancient World" on literal evidence, concentrates on the Helenistic and the aftermath to be on the safe grounds. Even so, he makes the striking remark on the differentiation between the Polis and its adjacent territory (chora) 


�In the first consideration the term 'barbarian' Barbaroi used by Thucydides might be regarded to refer to our concept of 'foreigner' may they be civilised or uncivilised. However, from the beginning of this paragraph it is that he had 'life in arms' in his mind, an obvious characteristic of military democracy that Morgan observed among native American tribes. Interestingly enough, Thucydides also mentions Athenians to have given up arms and adopted a 'softer' lifestyle in Greece for the first time.


� (see p.�pageref iriquoiPhratry�18�)�7


�British historian Hammond, who made study under the name  "Political institutions of Ancient Greeks" in the context of Aryan Races beginning from their tribal makes the following remark for Spartans:


"...The Spartans were unlike, in their history their institutions an the aims of their policy, not only to all other Greek communities but perhaps to every other community that has ever existed: they never completely grew out of their tribal condition, never entirely abandoned their tribal government, and never formed themselves into a city like the other Greek cities: and besides all this they were in so many ways unlike to the rest of mankind that it will be necessary for me to speak of them by themselves and apart form the rest of the rest of the Greeks"


�Morgan Completed Ancient Society in 1877 he could reach the fragments from AP survived in quotations some of which are the still the only extant bits of beginning chapters. He exploited those however he certainly did not have an access to the bulk of the work which was recovered in 1886 and published in 1891. Morgan died in 1879.


�See p.�pageref clanLooseCharacter�120� for detoriation of rules on homicide as a possiblity on how clan might have lost its significance in Attica and eventually wiped away among the common people.


�For comments on laws of Dracon see p.�pageref draconCodePhratry�122�


�State of Nature was invoked by political philosophers (Hobbes, Lockhe etc.) either as a deliberate fiction in order to separate nature from 'convention' in Human affairs, or as a hypothesis about the condition of man before the existence of society or as a hypothesis about his condition should society be taken away. Hobbes, in order to justify his Leviathan argued that without a coercive sovereign equity in natural law may not be upheld and, so that the life of man in the state of nature is 'solitary, poor, nasty brutish and short'.  Hegel rejected this as incoherent drawing attention to impossibility of existence of rational autonomous persons outside the conditions of society. Marx regarded as an imagination of men disposed to form just those relations which capitalism and market economy fit for them.


Homo Homini Lupus is the Latin proverb employed by Hobbes to express the State of Nature. Incidentally very proverb is held to one of those dicta by which the modern law operates.


� This aspect is grasped and expressed by Marx (GI 19, 20) as follows. 'The identity of nature and man appears in such way that the restricted relation of men to na�ture determined their restricted relation to one another and their restricted relation to one another determined their re�stricted relation to nature, just because nature is as yet hardly modified historically.' 


� 'the tribal camp is a diagram of the tribal system, taking the form of a circle divided into semicircles and quar�ters according to the divisions of the tribe. Thus each to�temic clan assigned to its proper place, the camp reproduces the world of nature as conceived by the tribe; or rather, it represents the social reality which is reflected ideologically in the tribal conception of the world.' (Thomson, 1955: 53)


�The among village settlers of New Mexico, the higher units are organised systematically on the basis of abstract ideas of substance quality, space and time. In their creation myth, the newly created race of men were asked to choose on of the two eggs, 'one blue like sky the other red like earth' The people divided into two moieties 'which together comprised the whole of space and time, one on the north and winter the other the south and summer. The  present cosmology which coincides their seven wards in the village were associated with other seasons which involved activities such as war peace tillage etc.


Again, among the Sioux and Central Algonquin tribes, the animal word is divided into five spheres, empyrean, celestial, terrestrial, aquatic, sub-aquatic. And this classification rests on the same principle as the tribal organisation.


�It is difficult to claim that the rabbit, house, flint and cane were the names of phratries and that the 20 days in the month corresponded to 20 clans in the tribes. Since at the time this was recorded the war chief and the high priest were both confined to certain families. However if the calendar  came in to formation in a long process it may be postulated that it bore residues of an older and more egalitarian order. Possibly the idea of calendar was developed by the conquered agricultural Mayas as an extension of their subjective tribal order into the growing awareness towards the objective seasonal change.


� In page �pageref irqcnfinequalrep�20� a mention to inequality of representation of clans in the confederacy of Iroquois was made. At that stage that did not create a disadvantage among the underrepresented clans. Therefore there was no reason for this to be a matter of dispute at all. However it is likely that it the future this imbalance would have grown as an imperfection in the democracy. 


�The hypothesis offered by the above approach may not be an easily tenable one but, I believe that is better than its agnostic version which discards the account as a love of symmetry of the Ancients or on arithmetical grounds. This seems to be a possibly interesting and fruitul subject for future study.


�Andrewes in CAH VI, 360-1 states that :'. . .the development through sub-Mycenean to Protogeometric shows that there was no sharp cultural brake but a continuous process, the Mycenaean way of life had finally ceased.'


�It is anomalous that the Athenian entry in the Catalogue (Il; II. 546-56) names only Athens itself as a people whereas elsewhere a king's own city is followed by a string of further place names, the place where the warriors lived.


�Thesus myth has been a source to many poets and tragetians of eminence including Sophocles and Apollondros. A conscise strory which offers a place to details and variations can be found in Hamilton's Mythology (Ülkü Tamer çevirisi; Varlýk;1994) See also Erhat: Mitoloji Sözlüðü; 1972.


�An early colonisation of Attica from outside can be discerned in the legend of the Earliest king of Athens: Kekrops. A recent argument for his foreign(Egyptian) origin despite his alleged birth out of soil in the tradition (authochthony) can be found in Bernal 1986a and 1989. Tradition has that it was he who taught building towns, burying the dead and the script. The competition between Athena and Poseidon for patronage of Athens (then Kekropidai, still earlier Cranai as Pelasgians) took place during his 'reign' which apparently was nothing but a strife between the local families in change of the cults. Another tradition lets us know that in the popular assembly women voted together with men.


�An elaboration on Human sacrifice in Athenian rituals originated in Crete is found in Thomson (1955: 128)


�Another point which draws attention to the improvement of navigation upon this affair, reported by Plutarch is that 'The ship wherein Theseus and the youth of Athens returned ...was preserved by the Athenians.' 





�A very interesting clue to Thalassocray of Minos, a probable principle in his affairs with mainland and how he reverted to warfare when necessary as well as the comparative advantage of Cretan fleet over mainland can be seen in the following detail: it was a decree consented to by all Greece, that no vessel from any place, containing above five persons, should be permitted to sail, ...but Daedalus having escaped from Crete, and flying by sea to Athens, Minos, contrary to this decree, pursued him with his ships of war.' Plutarch


�His witness in this is Heredotos. 'The Ionians ...according to the Greek account, as long as they live in what is now known as Achiaia in Peloponesse, ...were called the Pelasgans of the coast, but afterwards from son of Xuthus, they were called Ionians.' (Heredotes VII, 94)


�Out of confusion, objections were raised against the above account. in order to discard it in the following manner 'It is indeed true that the Athenians very early showed remarkable political wisdom in fashioning the promon�tory of Attica into one state... but the institutions men�tioned by Thucydides existed in early Attica may be doubted; whatever his merits in describing the Peloponnesian War he is an unsafe guide when he looked back into past.' (Starr, 1990;7) The point of error in all confusion that leads to the discarding the ancient authors are the same: failure to see that democracy preceded the state and not vice versa.


� see p. �pageref hopliteRevolution�100�


�There are disparities about the names and the relations of Characters in Strabo, Pausanias, Eurupides Heredotus etc. However, the story itself seems to be a later invention since Neither Hellen (their mother) nor others are encountered in early literature Homer does not mention them at all. The following remarks made by Thomson (1949:390) should serve as sound basis for our purposes 'Ionians and Achaeans were identical. . .the conclusion is implicit in the constitution of the Panionic league which contained the same number as the Achaean league that survived in Peloponesse. . .The continuity of organisation argues a continuity of population. There had never been any Ionians in the Peloponesse. The was simply the name given in later times by the Ionians of Ionia to their Achaean ancestors'.


�see p.�pageref CretanLoanWords�59� for a mention to Cretan loan words 


� see p.�pageref TheseusAristRise�63�


� see p.�pageref EmbryoAristKing�63�


�see p.�pageref IonWarLord�69�


�The word arxh where arxwn was derived from had two distinct meanings in Classical times A) origin, early B)rule, order. That sense B derived from Sense A is undoubted. It can be postulated that rule found its legitimacy in the custom of early times.


�It might be interesting to make a comparison here with another story of disintegration of tribal society. C Chang's analyses of rise of Authority in China and links that aspect which he believes to be the requisite and result of civilisation with display of wealth. He tactfully eliminates technology, population pressure and geography 'out of the equation'. 


Chang wrestles with western conceptions of stagnant Oriental society with its cliché of "hydraulic societies" which he rightly discards on archaeological grounds, before he sets out to point to the dynamism in ancient Chinese society.


'What we do see in the Chinese picture is the primacy of the political culture in the distribution of resources.' This statement makes one to consider China as an agrarian "non-conquest" society, that came under the priestly order. In this sense it seems to deserve a comparison with Athens. However, some other features of ancient Chinese society  together with some archaeological established facts which Chang has not exhausted thoroughly should change our view of ancient China with regards to early Attica.


Firstly, The use of bronze for weaponry instead of agriculture in the earliest phases render warfare rather than agriculture to become primary activity in society. (Similar to Anatolian Bronze Age)


Secondly, the existence of warfare is attested by archaeological evidence, but "On the other hand, in none of these societies there is evidence of . . . strong interregional competition for land or resources." This is the typical feature of 'heroic age', accomplishments in warfare for the sake of heroism.


Lastly, Chang mentions that archaeological evidence also offers clues by which the inclination to discard heroes and sagas of later Chinese legendary history as fabricated by han dynasty philosophers.


All these attest Chinese legitimacy to rule was and remained basically in the lines of secondary legitimisation, in other words, it rested on the right of the hero as in the early bronze age of Anatolia and Greece. However, it is difficult to discern this at such an early stage. On the concrete level, Attica was one of the few centers in the bronze age Greece that had produced a priestly aristocracy from the first. The rest of the Achean princes were priestly only to the degree that they failed to sustain by heroic deeds the legacy of their heroic ancestors. 


In this context, the argument that shamanism had a political aspect is welcome and does not necessarily contradict with our paradigm here. Obviously shaman blesses the hero into his office as ruler but usually he himself does not become the ruler as far as I could see in the history of Asia.


�Aristotle in (Pol V;V) makes a brief mention of how Theagenes toppled the aristocracy of Megara, accordingly he started the movement by slaughter of the live stock of the wealthy whom he found encroaching upon the pasture-land by the river. Being the only example of tyranny upon revolution aside, Megaran situation clearly shows that the wealth of aristocracy was based on livestock and that the contention was over the pasture land rather than the farmland as in Athens. We should be able to take  this as a clue for Megara being more pastoral than Athens of the same times.


�The indirect impact referes to fugitives of Dorian conquest join those in Attica to form and confederacy of Ion with the four tribes. Some of which are also encountered in Ionia. See p.�pageref fugitivesJoinAttica�66�


�For acqusition of land by means of military service see the theoretical assumptions (p.�pageref TemenosToHero�27�) 


� Having been homesick for several years, when Odysseus shows reluctance towards games, his companion suggests that he might be some skipper of a merchant crew who spends his life on a hulking tramp, worrying about his outward freight.' Odysseus pours scorn and shows his best and tells his adventures.(Odyssey VIII 161-4) 


�The tradition has that Ephesus and Miletus were established by two sons of Athenian King Kodros, Andrklos and Nileus respectively.


�This view of Thomson is discredited recently by St Croix (281) 'There was once a widespread view, propagated by Percy Ure, and taken over by George Thomson and others, that many tyrants were so to speak merchant princes who made their fortunes in commerce; but in fact this cannot be proved for any single tyrant. . .'


�Whether the military organisation and battle techniques of the Doric peoples had a direct influence on the spread of hoplite armies in Greece beyond conjecture can be subject a separate study.


�See footnote �ftnref footsolerevol�1� above for the sole example of political revolution in the entire tyrannical movement.


�Hercules is driven mad by Hera who wanted to torment this bastard son of Zeus. Hercules killed his own children. Hera than arranged with Pythia (priest of Apollo) that Hercules who applied for purification should serve Eurystheus for twelve years. It is during this period of service that Hercules accomplished his deeds assigned to him by his lord.


�I heard this the following story from my father who was appointed to sub provinces of Urfa as young physician. There he was welcome by a certain notable family. Especially an old man offered him amazing assistance in his then extremely destitute area of compulsulary service, and to his surprise he was confered a rate beautiful black stallion even . Initially he could not work out the reason of this warm welcome except that these people knew his family. On insisting, he was explained by this kind old man that he himself had once to live with my father's family for a long time as one of their members, especially like a brother to one of my father's uncle. This unusual link begun when the old man committed a murder in his early youth and came to my fathers hometown to seek refuge among fellow notables.


�In Yaþar Kemal's novels especially in the series 'Akçasazýn aðalarý', some characters are good examples of persons who committed homicide and fled and accepted service by Aga in return for refuge.


�The Mafia arose in Sicily during the late Middle ages, where it possibly began as a secret organisation  dedicated to overthrowing the rule of various foreign conquerors of the island -Saracens, Normans, and Spaniards. The Mafia owed its origins and drew its members from the many small private armies, or Mafia, that were hired by absentee landlords to protect their landed estates. . .During the 18th and 19th centuries, the energetic ruffians in these private armies organised themselves and turned against the landowners in return for protecting lather's  corps. ( From Encyclopaedia Britannica)


�Behind the idea of initiation is totemic cycle of life according to which death is merely a return to the totem species in order to come back among the men anew by birth. Totemic ideology conceives the life as eternal process in cycles. Thus the life different phases of the human life (childhood, youth, adult life etc.) are considered as cycles also. Transition between these phases are realised by initiation ceremonies in which one dies as a child and comes back as adult. In this sense, there is no difference between one who born into a community or adopted later by initiation.


�It is almost universally believed that most of what chapter 4 contains were later insertion. Therefore 'constitution of Draco' is regarded as a forgery. It is obvious in his mention to Draco in Politics (II, 12) that To Aristotle no such constitution was known. Besides, despite Athenian Constitution circulated widely, no other text refers to this early constitution. P.J. Rhodes, the translator of the recent edition (Penguin, 1984) believes that actual ordinances of Draco were deleted in order to insert the bogus constitution. He also believes, however that the beginning sentence (4. 1) was authentic. He discards the last sentence (4. 5) which I believe that a similar sentence to that effect took place in the ring composition style to bridge between the description social conditions in chapter 2 and Solon in chapters 5 


�Incidentally, this is the suggested origin of the word hectomoroi six-parters but later this origin is forgotten and came to use for the peasant in the aristocratic vocabulary. 


�Unlike Helots of Sparta who were bound to soil but exclusive of the state, these latter were had complete independence in matter of family law, might even marry free women and free chidden.


�This sort of folk memories of 'primitive communism' are best encountered in Hesiod: Accordingly history of humanity was divided into five generations. The earliest among those was 'Golden Age' or the 'times of Kronos' in which men lived like deities and died as if they went asleep without ageing. There was no worry nor toil or penury () with its double meanings of work and ail. So everything the world had to offer belonged to them. When they died they become demons (), ancestral sprits.


�As a member of Kodridai Solon should have had some remarkable riches of land. However the story in Plutarch (Solon, 1) has that his father 'had ruined their estate in doing benefits and kindness to other men, though he had friends enough that were willing to contribute to his relief, yet was ashamed to beholden to others, since he was descended from a family who were accustomed to do kindnesses rather than to receive them'. The above seems to be a example of Aristocratic world view. in which the 'noble soul' is emphasised and the situation in how one is 'by birth and repute one of the leading citizens, but by wealth and position one of the middle sort' at the same time.


�J.P. Rhodes makes the following remark on this point in his footnote on (7, 4) 'Possibly measures of dry and liquid produce were treated as equivalent; or possibly a more sophisticated method was used and (for example) four metretai of olive oil were regarded as equivalent to one medimnos of barley. It has often been supposed, but cannot be proved, that the later the classes were defined in monetary terms; If this was done, the basis of assessment will have been property rather than income'.


�See footnote �ftnref footbogusconst�6� above.


� see p.�pageref PistratosPylos�148�


�Strory is quoted in p.�pageref HrdtAlkmaidsRiches�174�


� See p.�pageref SlanderAgainstSolon�125� for slander against Solon and p.�pageref transferOfCapital�133� for cancellation of debts.


�History(Mansel; 1947:199) records the war of Megara as the first great war of Athens against her neighbours. We understand through Plutarch (Solon, 5) that Athens was doing badly in the beginning. 'Athenians were tired with a tedious and difficult war that they conducted against the Megarians for the island of Salamis, and made a law that it should be death for any man, by writing or speaking to assert that the city ought to endeavour to recover it, Solon vexed at the disgrace, and perceiving thousands of the youth wished for somebody to begin. . .wrote an elegiac verses. . .when it has been sung, his friends commended it, and especially Pisistratus exhorted the citizens to obey his directions; inasmuch that they recalled the law.
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