THE ORIGIN OF THE TYRANNIS.

Introduction.

It is a commonplace that the age of the early tyrants was an age of
extraordinary commercial development. The invention of coinage, the most
important invention in the history of commerce, dates from that age. In
what personal relationship did the tyrants stand to this commercial
development? They are often assumed to have been merely one of its
passive products.! Is it not possible that the founder of the tyranny was the
man who turned to greatest advantage for political purposes the unique
commercial conditions of the age in which he lived ? Thucydides 2 connects
the rise of tyrannies with money making. Does not the saying yprjpar’ dvip,
which dates from this time, suggest that the tyrants were the leading
members of this new class of nouveaux riches, and that they owed their
political supremacy to their previous commercial predominance? The
indications are of course exceedingly slight. Only in two cases, those of
Samos and Athens, where the tyranny arose unusually late, is there any solid
material for our investigation. It will be best to consider in detail these two
cases only, merely indicating in the barest outline how the seventh century
legends and traditions may be severally brought into immediate connexion
with the commercial theory.

Samos.

The Samians had from early times been great sailors® and shipbuilders,*
their ships being engaged mainly in the carrying trade’ From early times
too they had enjoyed a great reputation as workers in metal, especially the
fine metals? and they were no less famous for their woollen manufactures.”

! For the generally received view concerning 4 Thue. i. 13 ; Pliny vii. ch, 57,
the genesis of the tyrannis see Beloch, G.G. i. 5 Hdt. iv. 152,
312, 813 ; Plass, Die Tyrannis, -i.-120, 121; 8 Collignon, La sculpture grecque, i, p. 151.
Guiraud, Lo main-d’ewvre industrielle. dans The Samian voyage to Tarshish (620 B.c.
Vancienne Gréce, 29 ; Radet, Le Lydie, ch. iv. Macan, Hdt. 4, 5, 6, i. p. 106) gives the latest

214 18. - date for the beginning of this industry ; Apul.
3 Hdt. ii. 178 ; iii. 47, 48, 59 ; v. 99; Ef.  Florid. ii. 15,
Mag. Zauobpdin ; 1b. ‘Hpaior Teixos ; Athen. vi. 7 Theocr, xv. 125.

267 A ; Plut. De Mal. Hdt. 22 ; Q. Qr. liv,
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The island was not, however, exclusively commercial. There was a
powerful landed aristocracy called yewuopor,® who doubtless owned the rich
Samian oliveyards® The power of the yewuopor explains the late date of the
tyranny in Samos,

When at last the tyranny was established by Polycrates, the tyrant is
found controlling the commercial activities of his state. Al} through
his reign Polycrates was a great sailor and ship-owner!® He built
the famous mepi Muéva ydpa,™ and was even credited with the invention of
a new type of boat, called the aualvn!*> The general conception of the
Samian tyrant is indeed that he used his ships in naval and piratical opera-
tions rather than for any peaceful purpose. Thucydides!® says of him vavricsd
loxvwy, dAAas Te TOY vijcwy Umykoovs érorfcato kai ‘Prveiav éxov dvébnxe
7@ 'AmoMwre 17¢ Anliw. But even the capture of Rheneia, which
Thucydides seems to regard as the principal warlike achievement of
Polycrates’ fleet, was one that may have had most important commercial
consequences. By capturing Rheneia Polycrates became practically master
of Delos. He celebrated the Delian games!* Considering the unrivalled
situation of Delos, it is not unlikely that the festival was even in the sixth
century the éumopikdy mpayual® that it was in later ages!® The
tyrant’s war with Sparta was in all probability a commercial struggle
started by Corinth.”  Systematic piracy again was probably Polycrates’
only way of maintaining the unequal struggle with Persia. In any case
‘ Polycrates 'employed his ﬂeet for commercial purposes as well as warlike.

e

trade. The statement of Clytus the Anstotehan MoAvepdrn Tov Ea/uwu
TUpavvov Umo Tpudiis Ta mavrayobev ovvdyew® shows that Polycrates
had a personal interest in the transport trade of the people who ,ue'ryta-fa
&y ‘EAhjvwv éx poprinv éxépdnoav perd e Ea',o"rpa'rou Alywnrnp2?
There is unfortunately nothing to show that he employed his own vessels in
PopTyyia.

¢ Plut. Q. Gr. 57.

R ) B kal o6 kal AfAiw,’ BovAouévny dnrody &t
9 Apul. Florid. ii. 15 ; Aesch. Pers. 883.

Erxarar per’ dAlyov vap xpdvov adrdy &moréabar

10 Thue. 1,13 ; Hdt. iii. 89; cf. also Euseb.
Chron. Armenian version, mare obtinuerunt
Samii, just after the mnotice of Polycrates
becoming tyrant. Latin version Dicearchiam
Samii condiderunt, just after the notice of
Polycrates’ accession.

1 Hdt. iii. 60.

12 Hesych. Sauiaxds Tpdmos ; Phot. Saualvy ;
Plut. Pericles xxvi. ; Athen. xii. 540e,
© 134,18,

1% Phot. and Suid., [I08ia ral AfAia® pac)
HoAvkpdTy Tdv Sduov Thpavvoy, MHbia kal AdAia
wolnoavra Gua év AfAg wéubar eis Oeob Xxpnod-
pevoy kTN Thy B Tvblay Gvenely ‘rabTd cot

“ovréBn.

15 8tr, x, 486.

18 Is it; conceivable that the repeated purifi-
cations of Delos in the sixth and fifth centuries
may not only have had a religious signification,
but may also have meant the repeated restric-
tion of a commercial element that was con-
stantly reasserting itself ?

17 Hdt, iii. 47 and 48, where observe the
causes to which Herodotus attributes the war.

18 Cf, Hdt. iii. 39 with Diod. i. 95 and 98,

19. Ath, 540 c.

20 Hdt. iv. 152.
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It is difficult again with the evidence at our disposal completely to
identify the tyrant with Samian industry. There is no direct evidence that
Polycrates was engaged in the metal industry during his reign,?' but he
seems to have patronised and developed the Samian manufacture of woollen
goods. Among the things which Athenaeus (540 ¢, quoting Clytus, cf. supra)
declares that Polycrates when tyrant introduced into Samos are éx Mi\sjTov
wpéBaTal?

Polycrates the tyrant has therefore been shown to have taken some part
in the commercial and industrial activities of the city that he ruled.
There is strong evidence that he was engaged in the leading branches of
Samian industry before he became tyrant, and that his political power was
the direct result of these activities. Athenaeus, in the passage above
quoted, still speaking of Polycrates, says mpo 8¢ Tod Tupavviioar karackeva-
odpuevos aTpwuvas TolvTelels kal moTipia émétpeme yphiabar Tois % yduov 7
pelfovas Dmodoxds motovuévors. It could scarcely be more deﬁnitely stated
that Polycrates owed his throne to his wealth in orpwuval and mwotzjpia. The
oTpwuval are surely the manufactured article for which he introduced the
Milesian and Attic mpéBara. The word is apparently technical. Theocritus
uses another form of it (éo7pwTas) in the passage where he refers to the

famous wools of Miletus and Samos.

% Note however that he was the patron of
Theodorus, who was famous mnot only as a
jeweller but also as a maker of metal vases
(Hdt. i. 51, Ath, xii. 514f). It will be shown
immediately that Polycrates owed his throne to
the xarackevh of morhpia. The worhpia were
almost certainly of metal. worhpia kepaued are
only once mentioned in the passages quoted by
Liddell and Scott (Ath. 464 a), whereas there
are numerous passages in which worfpia are
specifically stated to be of metal (ydAxea Hdt, ii.
87 ; &pyvpd, xpved C.1. 138 7, 19, 27 et alibi.
Hdt. iii. 148). The fact of their being lent for

peflovas dwodoxdsis most decisive of all.

It may well be the case therefore that Theodorus
was something more to Polycrates than merely
his crown jeweller and silversmith. Some
ancient authorities held that Theodorus
flourished 150 years before Polycrates, Plin.
N.H. xxxv. 43 (152). Theodorus is always
associated with Rhoecus, and the two
names may have been borne in alternate
generations by one family of artists. This
would not require the Rhoeci to have flonrished
longer in Samos than the Wedgwoods have in
Staffordshire. Whether or no this explanation
holds, the divergence in dates points to the
industry having flourished for a long time in
the island.  If one date for Theodorus be
insisted on, ‘that of Herodotus (i. 51), which
makes the artist the elder contemporary of

8¢ ¥AAws.

Polycrates, must of course be chosen (see Frazer,
Paus. iv. p. 237).

2 Ibid. 540D (from Alexis) wpéBara éx
MiAfrov kal 7ijs 'Arrueiys.  Cf. also Hdt. iv. 164,
Polycrates’ support of Arcesilaus, the banished
tyrant of Cyrene, in'unrorpdpos’AiBin (Hdt. iv.
155, cf. the oracle in iv. 159 where reference
is made to Cyrenean fleeces).

% One reported act of Polycrates seems quite
out of keeping with his character as a great
merchant. He is said to have debased the
coinage (Hdt. iii. 56). But Herodotus mentions
this rveport only to reject it as maraidrepos.
In any case it was only a desperate expedient
for getting rid of an invader.

2 It seems probable that Polycrates’ brother
and partner at first in the tyranny was also
originally a merchant or manufacturer of
woollen goods. At any rate after his banish-
ment we find Darius wanting to buy a xAavis
from him. According to Herodotus (iii. 139) it
was the one that Syloson was at the moment
wearing. The incident took place in Egypt.
Syloson was one of the Greeks whohad followed
Cambyses there. Some of these had come
kot dumoplny, some oTpaTeuduevol, some as
mere sightseers. Syloson, who #ydpale & 7§
Méuge at the moment of Darius’ request, replied
éyd Tabrny Twhéw utv oberds xphuaros’ didwut
The incident suggests that Syloson
was in Memphis kar’ éumoplnv as a merchant in
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Polycrates probably had a connexion, direct or indirect, with Samian
shipping before his accession, for the Samian silversmiths got their silver from
Spain?> There is however no evidence that Polycrates procured his silver
in his own ships.

The two references in Athenaeus,” the one to Polycrates’ importa-
tions as tyrant, the other to his bribes mpo 700 rvpavvioar, though from the
same passage, are not from the same source. The first is explicitly from
KAd7os 0 'ApiotoTeninds. The second is presumably from Alexis, who has
been definitely quoted as the authority for the previous sentence. Even if
Athenaeus is no longer quoting Alexis, there is not the least reason for
thinking that he is quoting Clytus again.

In his domestic -policy Polycrates won great fame as the promoter of
great public works. The sums that he spent and the number of hands that
he employed on the &pya IloAvkpdreta must have been very large.”® He
maintained his power by means of mercenaries, native, it should be noticed,
as well ag foreign.?”. These mercenaries were undoubtedly a development
of the wevrexaldexa omAitar® with which he had seized supreme
power.

It is natural to ask at this point how far the labour employed by seventh
and sixth century capitalists was free labour. Free labour must of course
have been employed to a different extent in different occupatiouns, and the
question must be decided in detail for the different industries with which the
tyrant will be found connected. In Samos, after the fall of the tyranny, a
large number of slaves purchased the citizenship.?® This might seem a
reason for assuming that Polycrates had relied on highly trained servile
labour, which the city had not known how to deal with after the fall of the
tyranny. There is however a simpler explanation. Syloson, when restored
by Persia, had almost annihilated the free population.3® As regards shipping
in particular the evidence points to the general use of free labour. Thucy-
dides ¥ states that the épéracr of the Corinthian fleet of 433 B.C.,, when slaves
were much easier to procure than in the sixth century, were nevertheless
free men working for pay. Polycrates’ reyviras were free men engaged éuri
puiablols peyloTors.? : '

Speaking generally, free labour was much more employed in yeporexvia
in the seventh and sixth than in the succeeding centuries.?® Biichsenschutz 3
in a most instructive passage points out that in early times the véyvas were

xAavides. The unromantic commercial aspect 2. Suidas,Saulwy & dHuos.

of the transaction between Syloson and Darius,
which is already obscured in Herodotus’ account,
has quite {disappeared .in that of Strabo (xiv.
638), who makes no mention of Darius’ offer to
purchase.

% Hdt. iv. 152,

% Ar. Pol. viii. 11, p. 1818 b ; Athen. 540 D,

# Hadt. iii. 89 and 45,

% Hdt. iii. 120,

30 Strabo, xiv. 638 &mnr: ZvAocdvroes edpu-
xwply ; Phot. and Suid. loc. ¢it, owdver rav
ToAITEVOUEVIWY.

811, 81 wadg welbovres.

32 Ath, 540 ; of. Hdt. iii, 131.

3 Hdt. ii. 167 pepabdfhrac: 3 dv robro
(contempt of xetporéxvar) wdvres ol "EAARves. -

3 Besitz und Erwerb, S. 321,
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In the hands of freemen,? but each man was his own master, there being no
factories or division of labour. In classical times there was considerable
division of labour, and there were businesses employing a large number of
hands,% but citizens took small part in them.®” The age of the tyrants was
therefore the age in Greek history when apart from all details of evidence
there is the greatest a priori possibility of an individual having secured the
political power which falls naturally to the employer of organised free labour
on a large scale. The employment of servile labour in commercial enterprises
was the result, not the cause, of the commermal expansion and development
of the seventh and sixth centuries.

Athens,

The chief early industry of Athens was pottery:® the large finds of
Dipylon ware show that from an early time Attic pottery had a character of its
own.® But Athens was not exclusively commercial like Corinth and Aegina.
Her large territory made her, like Samos, partly agricultural. To this fact
may be due her failure 4 to compete commercmlly w1th Aegma and Corinth
in the seventh century. Hence too, as in Samos, the late rise of the tyranny.
There was of course the attempt of Cylon, but Cylon failed because, though
wealthy (oAvumiovikns) and influential (Svvarés), he could not possibly, in the
Athens of his day, be the leader of any dominant organised commercial activity.
He was merely a progressive member of the aristocracy (tédv wdla: edyeris)
connected with the great band ‘of merchant princes only by marriage** The
attempt and its result are both what might have been expected from the
position of Athens at the time. Athens never became the ideal home for a
tyranny. Soon after Cylon’s attempt she did indeed begin to supplant
Corinth in the pottery trade,*? and the influence of the rich city merchants
and exporters must have greatly increased, but Solon’s measures for en-
couraging the growth of olives and the exportation of olive-oil belong also to
this period,®® and the importance of the edyevels who owned the oliveyards
must have increased almost equally. No merchant therefore attempted to
secure all the {labour of the town and seize the tyranny. The country
aristocracy employed labour too. Tyranny was almost impossible.** But

35 Hes. Op. 309 ¥yov oddev bvedos and
Homer, passim ; cf. Plut. Sol. xxii. mpds 7as
Téxvas EéTpeye Tobs woAlTas,

36 Demosth. xar’ ’A¢dBov, p. 816 ; Lysias,

4 Thue. i. 126.

42 B.M. Vases, vol. ii. Introduction p. 2.

43 Plut. Sol. 24.

4 Another proof that Athens was at this

xii. 19 ; Xen, de Vect. 4. 14 (Nicias’ mining
works).

37 Ar. Pol. iv. 9, 1828, otire Bdvavoov Biov
o7’ dyopatoy 8et (v Tols moAlTas.

38 Pliny, vii. 57 (Delphin. p. 1425), Figlinas
Coroebus inuenit Atheniensis.

3 Perrot, vii. p. 160.

40 Hdt. v. 82-88.

time too backward commercially to have been
overcome by the wealth of a would-be despot
and to have ‘stablished a tyrant, yielding to
gain’ (Theog.) is that the first Athenian colony
was not founded till between 560 and 555,
during the first reign of Peisistratus, Busols, i.
2, 816 ; Anm. 8. )
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though the wealth and power of the land-owning aristocracy prevented
any Athenian merchant from making himself tyrant, the commercial develop-
ment of Athens must have made it daily more difficult for the Athenian
aristocracy to exclude the rich merchants from political power. Hence the
leading man at Athens at this time was not a mere millionaire, as in Corinth
and the other more exclusively trading states. Solon had indeed some
experience of trade,®® but he was essentially a politician with a gift for finance,
not a financier with political ambitions. He became not a tyrant but a
lawgiver,

Solon tried to provide for the difficulties which he saw resulting from
the existence of two evenly-matched parties, the landowners of the plain and
the traders of the shore. The tyranny arose from the formation of a new
interest, that of the Adxpior, by Peisistratus.® Of the means by which
Peisistratus gained the throne less is known than is often imagined. The
ruse by which he secured his club-bearers and the Acropolis is a detail.
Peisistratus was careful to observe the Solonian constitution, especially before
his third restoration. It is therefore not to be expected that the means that
he took originally to secure his power would have been patent to every- .
body. But after his second restoration he threw off the mask more.
éppilwae Ty Tupavyida émikovporal Te moAdolor Kal ypnudrwv cuvddoeiat,
r&v wiv adrdber, Tdv 8¢ amo STpuuovos moTauod cuvibrTert” So Aristotle,®
wapiMev eis Tods mepl dyyaior Témous, 60ev yponuaTicduevos rai oTpa-
TioTas utoBwoduevos, éxfwv eis 'Eperplav évdexdre malw érel To wpdTov
dvacboaclar Bla v dpxny émexeipet. . .. katelyer #dn THv Tvpavviba
BeBalws. That is to say, Peisistratus used money gained in business (ypnua.
Tioués) to compass his second restoration. The question arises, did Peisi-
stratus use similar means, only less openly, to secure his original apxy+ ?
in other words, was Peisistratus a merchant and financier before he
became tyrant? What evidence there is leads to the conclusion that
he was.

Peisistratus became tyrant originally as leader of the Aidrpror.®® Now
M. Guirand in his interesting but sober account of ZLa main-d'euvre dans
lamwnne Gréce (pp. 30, 31), sees from the words of Herodotus ypnudrov
TV pév adrobey k.. \. that  Peisistratus worked the mines at Laureium. Can
the Acdkpioc be the mining population of Attica, almost exclusively in the
employment of the great mine owner Peisistratus, who carried on operations
in Thrace as well as Attica, and was in close commercial connexion with the
famous mining industries of Euboea ? %

45 Plut. Sol. 2.

46 Hdt. i. 59 orecwdvtey Tév TapdAwy ral
T@v éx Tot Medlov, Hyeipe Tplryy ordow.

47 Hdt. i. 64.

48 Resp. Ath. 15 of Peisistratus’
banishment.

4% Ar. Resp. Ath. 13, 14.

50 Cf. Alcaeus fr. XaAmidikal owdfar; Aesch.

second

Jr. EdBoixdy Eipos; Strabo, x. 447 § 9 and
name Chaleis. Hesychins says that there were
Awarpiels in Euboea as well as in Attica.
Audrpios is a literal translation of Bergleuten,
the German for miners. The mining popula-
tion of South Wales is always spoken of in
Cardiff as the people up (in) the hills,
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There are two arguments against this conjecture.

(1) The A:dxpior were a political faction, t.e. citizens.
work in mines ?

(2) The Awaxpia was a district.
away from the mines.

(1) In classical times the mines were worked almost entirely by slaves.?
Only very occasionally poor citizens worked their own allotments.’2 There is
not a single instance of a citizen working in a mine for wages.® This does
not however prove that citizens did not work for wages in the mines in
Peisistratus’ time, when, as has been pointed out in dealing with Samos, the
conditions of labour were unlike anything seen in Greek history before or
after. In fact the words of Solon 3 show that it was quite usual for citizens to
work in mines with their own hands, though whether for pay or on their own
account is not stated.® Plutarch describes the 8idxpioc as Onrids dyos.
From this fact Cauer5® reasonably conjectures that they were utafwrol
(Lohnarbelter)

(2) It is generally assumed that the triple division of Attic terntory into
medlov, wapados, and Staxpla is definite and absolute, and that it is for instance
out of the question that coast land north of Brauron was ever called wdpaos,
or mountain land south of Brauron &caxpla. The evidence for the triple
division is in fact of the weakest possible. It consists of a passage in Thucy-
dides®” which suggests that the tongue of Attica running out into the Aegean
was called par excellence the coast land, and one from Hesychius, which by a
clever but not certain emendation is made to tell us that 5 Acarpia stretched
from Parnes to Brauron.®® Now it was very natural that the name Mountain
should be given to the part of Attica where there were most mountains, and
the name coast land to that which had in fact a larger proportion of coast to
Hinterland than any other portion of Attica. But in regard to the evidence
of Thucydides,*® we cannot assume that the Peloponnesians ravaged the whole
of the apex of the triangle. They may well have marched down one coast
and up the other. In fact this is just what Thucydides in the very next
sentence says they did, xai mpdTov uév érepov Tavryy 3 wpos Ilenomovinaor
opd, émetra 8¢ Ty wpos EdBoidy Te rai "Avbpov Terpapuévny. In regard
again to Hesychius’ evidence, it would only be valid for the purpose of the
argument if his definitions were mutually exclusive. As a matter of fact
he never mentions 7o wedlov at all, and describes % mapaiia as 7 'ArTici,
&vlev kal v vadis mdparos. Can it be claimed, in view of the fact that Strabo

"Could citizens

The orthodox view places this district

51 Hyp. fr. 33 Blass ; Xen. de Vect. 4. 14 and
15 and passim ; Thue. vii, 27.

52 Dem. xlii. § 20.

5 Ardaillon, Les Mines de Lauriwm, p. 91.

5 Bergk 12 (4). 49, 50.

5 Pythes of Phrygia is reported to have
used citizen labour in his mines a generation
after Polycrates (Plut. de Mul. Virt. ii. 262).

5 Parteien in Megara w. Athen, p. 85.

% Thucydides does indeed speak of =hv

wdpakov iy karovuévny, which suggests that
the word mdparos is conventional. But by this
expression Thucydides surely only means that
this was the Attic word for the Atlic coast.
His own word for the Peloponnesian shore
in the very next sentence is 7& émifardooia.

58 Ataxp;a—-xwpa 7 and I'lapvneos €is BaBuvAd-
vos (editors €ws Bpavp@vos).

9 ii, 55.
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uses the word mdpahos of all the coast as distinguished from the Hinterland—
mentioning 7 Tapaiia 1§ xard Salapiva and the wapadia from Sunium to
Oropus—and that an inscription of about 320 B.c. (Z.G. ii. 1059) mentions
mapaiia as part of the land of the Sfjuos IIapaLezﬁs--—that the evidence for
the conventional view is sufficient ?

It is far more probable that mountainous country, wherever it occurred
in sufficient bulk to distinguish it in character from that of the sea-faring
population, would be included under the name 8axp/a, and that sailors, even
if they did happen to live north of Brauron, sympathised with the views of
the ‘shore.” Doubtless it would be difficult in some cases to determine where
the line should be drawn, but it is against all reason to include in the sea-
faring population the miners who inhabited the mountainous Hinterland of
the apex of the Attic triangle. It is worth. remarking that the mines which
Peisistratus worked were not those nearest the sea, but were well inland at
Maronea, a place where the ground varies from 170 m. to 370 m. in height
(Bursian Gr. Geogr. i. 254).9° If once it be admitted that the mining popula-
tion of the ryouvds Zovwearos formed part of the Audxpeor, it can hardly be
disputed that they must have been politically more important than the
scattered inhabitants of the Northern Uplands.

When once established Peisistratus took care to control the labour of the
city by legislation.®? There is no mention of his having regulated the coinage,
but his son Hippias, who appears to have followed closely in his father’s
steps, declared the coinage out of currency, called in all the coins at a reduced
price and then éfédwke 16 adTo dpydpior.? Numismatists are agreed that
what Hippias did was to issue not the same coins again, but the same silver

“recoined with a more refined type. Hippias doubtless made some immediate
profits himself from this recall and re-issue of the coinage, but he may well
have had the design of improving the reputation abroad of the Athenian
. mintage. Beloch(i. 329) well insists upon the acute commercial instinct of
Peisistratus in getting a footing on the coast of the Hellespont by seizing

80 The Attic uéraria first appear in history in

484 B.c. (Hdt. vii. 144; Plut. Them. iv; Arn
Resp. Ath. 22), when 74 uéraAia T& év Mapwrely
&pdyvn.  But this. does not show that they had
not previously = influenced Attic history.
They had certainly been worked ages earlier.
‘La disposition des gisements’ (at Maronea),
says Ardaillon (Les Mines de Lauriwm
pp. 132, 133), “est telle que les plus riches ne
sont pas ceux qui pouvaient &tre atteints les
premiers.” A technical explanation of the
veins follows. ‘Il fallut donc des sitcles de
recherche et d’efforts [Cf. Xen, de Pect. iv. 2,
oddels obde weiparar Aéyeww amd wolov Xpdvov
émexeiphn (14 &pylpea)] pour en soupgonner
Vexistence et en atteindre le niveau’ (i.e. of the
rich vein ¢ discovered’ in 484). Athens was
tempted to work the somewhat poor wupper
veins in the sixth century by the great demand

for silver caused by the introduction of a silver
coinage. The poorness of the veins which
Peisistratus worked, is confirmed by the fact
that to root his tyranny firmly he had to start
fresh workings in Thrace. For Thracian silver
mines see Strabo Zz 331 fr. 84 xal aird 7o
Mdyyator dpos xpuoeia xal &ppulpera Ixe
mérarra (cf. Resp. Ath. 15 sup.) and Hdt. v. 17
near lake Prasias on the Strymon (cf. Hdt. 1. 64
sup. ).

6 Plat. Sol. 31 7dv 3¢ Tis &pylas véuoy od
SdAwy Enrer &AL MewoioTpaTos: Cf, Periander,
Nie. Dam. fr, 58 (Bus. i, 1. 646 Anm. 2),
éxdAve Tods worlras SodAovs kracbar kal ox oAy
Yyew, &el Twa alrois &pya éfevploxwv. Her.

Pont. fr. 5. Wilisch Die ditkorinthische
Thonindustrie, p. 15. :

62 Aristot. Oecon. ii. 4.
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Sigeum.® His unsuccessful rival Miltiades had already established a Tvpavyis
on the opposite coast. It is important for our purpose to emphasise the fact
that the policies of the several tyrant dynasties were from first to last coherent.
in themselves and analogous to one another. Hippias not only kept his hold
on Sigeum to the last and eventually retired thither, but actively developed
his father’s line of policy by forming a close personal connexion with the
tyrant of Lampsacus,* and effecting a reconciliation with the Philaids on
the European side of the strait.®® That his reformation of the coinage was
intended to further his foreign and colonial commercial policy is made the
more probable by extant. coins, some found in the Thracian Chersonese with
the Hippias Athena type on one side and the Milesian lion on the other,%®
others with the same Athena head,and on the reverse the type of Lampsacus.
Lermann % argues that the Thracian coins must have been struck when the
Chersonese was independent of Athens, because when dependent it would not
have been allowed to strike coins.  But though this may be true, the use
of the Athena type points to some close connexion with the mother city. The
analogy of the coins of the Corinthian colonies makes this practically certain, and
the Lampsacus coins are a parallel still more to the point. Lampsacus could
only have used the Hippias Athena consciously as an ally of the Athenian
tyrant. It is therefore to be inferred that Hippias’ monetary reforms were
not a mere isolated speculation, but part of the broad and widely extending
commercial policy on which his power was based. In carrying out these
schemes Hippias was but following in the path of his father, who had himself
laid the foundations of them, and who probably owed his position to the fact
that he was enabled, through his large mining interests, to take the lead in
the commercial development which Solon had inaugurated with his financial
reforms. :

It is more than a coincidence that as the Peisistratids secured their apy
by a mixture of commercial enterprise and political intrigue, so it was by a
mixture of political intrigue and commercial enterprise that they were
driven out, through the Alemaeonidae undertaking the contract for rebuilding
the temple at Delphi.

The Seventh Century Tyrannies.

Lydia.—Gyges, the first ruler to be called tyrant,® was famous for his
wealth.® He possessed gold mines,” and was probably the first to coin in
Lydia. Can the legend ™ of the magic gold ring point to a tradition that
Gyges possessed gold mines before his accession and owed his throne to

63 Hdt. v. 94 kparfoas d¢ adrod (ewolarparos 57 _Athenatypen, pp. 20-21. ‘

Siyelov) raréorpoe Thpavwoy elvar maida éwurod
véBor. Cf. Periander and Corcyra,

8 Thuc. vi. 59.

65 Hdt. vi. 89.

8 Cardia and Limnae in the Thracian
Chersonese were Milesian colonies (Str. xiv.
635, vii. 331, fr. 52).

%8 F H.G, iii. p. 72 fr. 1; Et, Mag. vipavyos,
%9 Archil. Bergk, 19 (2); Str. xiii. 626, xiv.
680. . T
70 Cf, Str. xiii. 1. 22 and 28 with Radet,
La Lydie, pp. 172-3.
1 Pl Rep. ii. 359 D.
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them ? For the financial basis of the power of even the later Mermnadae ¢f.
Niec. Dam. ed. Tauchn. p. 270 (based on Xanthus of Lydia, see Bus. 1. 2, 451-2).

Miletus—We only know that the tyranny was preceded by a struggle
between two parties called Ploutis and Cheiromache,’ names which sound
remarkably like capital and labour. The accession of Histiaeus, the later
tyrant, seems to have synchronised with a revival of the commercial prosperity
of Miletus.”> Histiaens showed great eagerness to secure a commercial
settlement in Thrace, which was regarded by his enemies as the proposed
basis of a new political power.™ & Bacihed, koidv T¢ xpHipa émoinaas, avdpi
"BEAMue Sewwed Te kal gopd Sods . . . oM ;. . Wva . . . éoTe pérarha dpyipea,
SuiAds Te woANOS Teproiréet.

Ephesus.—Radet "> makes out a good case for believing that the Ephesian
tyrants shared with the Mermnadae the monopoly of the great trade route
that ran through Sardis to Ephesus. It is impossible positively to prove or
disprove that the basis of the power of the Ephesian tyrants was commercial,
but it appears to have been at any rate financial, cf. Suid. Hvfaydépas—red
Sjuw kai @ wAnie v Te xal édoker reyapiopévos, Gua Ta pv alrods
vremwifov dmoayéaeaw, Ta 8¢ Umoomelpwy adrols d\iya rképdn.T

Argos—It was surely Phejdon’s invention of wérpa for the Pelopon-
nesians rather than his #8p:s or impiety that caused him to be regarded as
a different kind of ruler from his forefathers, as a TiUpavvos instead of a
Baoiets.

Corinth—Corinth had long been a great emporium,” but a great com-
mercial development took place about 700 B.c. in (1) pottery”® and (2) ship
building and trade by sea.™ The activity of the Cypselids in this new
marine commerce is beyond dispute. Wilisch 8 attributes to the Cypselids
the development of the Corinthian export trade in pottery. Cypselus was a
metic® and therefore probably originally a trader.®? T

"~ Megara.—Theagenes® secured his power 7dv edwépwv Ta rTiVn
amoadpdfas. The preservation of this statement becomes more compre-
hensible if Theagenes’ coup was a simple but effective way of securing the
monopoly of the famous Megarean woollen industry.®

Conclusion.

The commercial origin of the tyrant’s power seems fairly certain in the
case of Samos and very probable in that of Athens. In the case of the

2 Plut. @. Gr. 32.

78 Hdt. v. 28.

™ Ib. v, 28.

7 La Lydie, pp. 184 and 148,

76 Cf. Sol. 2 (13) 6 xphuaot webBuevor ;

émypioydvreyv, and the account of Ameinocles’
invention in the same chapter.

80 Op. cit. p. 151,

8. From Gonussa, Paus, v. 18. 7.

82 Can the story of the infant Cypselus being

Theogn. 823 répdesw elkwy.
. 77 Thue. 1, 13 ; Str. viii. 878.

" Wilisch, Dic .Aitkorinthische
dustrie, p. 151.

7 Thuae. i. 18, Tév 'EAAvwy 75 mdAat katd ¥iy

Thonin-

concealed in a kypsele mean that the future
tyrant spent his earlier days in the obscurity of
a pottery ?

8 Ar. Pol. viii. 1305 a.

8t Xen. Mem. ii. 7. 6; Bus. GG i. 1. 471.
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seventh century tyrannies it is more conjectural, but the legends that have
been preserved about the early careers of Gyges, Pheidon, Cypselus, and
Theagenes give some support to the conjecture. Further, the careers of the
seventh century tyrauts bear such a remarkable resemblance to those of
Polycrates and Peisistratus, that it is reasonable to infer that the origin of
the tyrannies was the same in both centuries, especially as it has been shown
that Athens and Samos became predominantly commercial somewhat later
than Corinth, Megara, and the other cities where tyrants arose in the seventh
century. Neither the accumulation of probabilities nor the argument from
analogy is quite convincing in itself, but each gives additional weight to the
other. If once the commercial origin of the tyrant’s power is admitted, the
various facts recorded about the tyrants certainly gain in meaning and co-
herence. The mercenaries, the monetary innovations and reforms, the public
works and labour legislation and the foreign alliances which are so repeatedly
found associated with the early tyrants and which give the preserved accounts
of them such a distinct stamp, become far more significant if the tyrant's

power was based on his control of the labour and trade of his city. It is

scarcely conceivable under any other theory, that there should not have been
at least occasional cases of commerecial retrogression or stagnation under the
tupavvis. The fact that the commercial theory gives the most coherent
explanation of the policy of the typical early tyrant is again no proof
that the theory is true, but it is a further perfectly sound reason for
accepting it on a less amount of direct evidence than would otherwise be
required.

But perhaps the best test of the truth of any theory upon the origin of
the early tyrannis is the evidence afforded by contemporary literature, espe-
cially the political poems of Solon and Theognis. Has the commercial theory
the support of this contemporary evidence ?

The political aim of Theognis was to prevent a recurrence of tyranny
in Megara.. What does the poet bid his townsmen beware of ? Not of
eloquence, not of violence, not of rashly appointing a vouoférns or alovuvirys.
All his warnings are directed against wealth. The whole town of Megara
had become commercial8 Birth had lost its prestige,® and wealth acquired
unprecedented power.8”

It was the wealth of the would-be tyrant that Solon too feared.®®

Solon and Theognis wrote with the examples of - Gyges, Pheidon, Ortha-
goras, Cypselus, and Theagenes before them.®® If they constantly feared that
some mAovaios doprnyds * would make himself tyrant, it must surely have

85117, 449, 499, 1105, 1164 g.h. (money) ; 8 4, 2 and 2. 5 (Bergk); cf. Theog. 44f.,
576, 619, 671 f., 691, 856, 1202 (shipping), 823.
and note the large number of similes and 8 Ig it possible to see in Solon 12, 29-32
metaphors in the oligarchic Theognis drawn a reference to the fates of the various tyrant
from money and shipping. families of the seventh century ?

8 679, 318, 523-6, 683. 9% Theog. 679.

& 621, 679, 699, 1157.
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been because the tyrants of the seventh century had sprung from the new
class of mAovoior poprnyoi. If the poems of Solon and Theognis are care-
fully read through, they will, I'think, be found throughout to dwell specially
upon the danger of the w\ovsios making himself tyrant by means of his
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