
Bryn Mawr Classical Review 4.6 (1993) 479 

na-po-ti-ni-ja is arresting, for "no Greek scholar could read [this] word without 
dividing it Athena Potnia 'Mistress Athena,' almost echoing the Homeric: 
potni(a) AthenaU".l And Demeter, "probably also a latecomer" to the 
Olympians. can doubtless be recognised under the name Potnia in the person of 
the 'Earth Molher,' "being in origin a realization of the Earth-goddess".2 

All of this represents vital continuity between the Mycenaean Bronze Age 
and subsequent eras. This sometimes emerges in surprising secondary contexts. 
Thus the cult of Artemis at Amarynlhus in Euboea/ Boeotia forms "an interest
ing link with later religion," for "classical Amarynthus had a famous temple of 
Artemis, and the site was certainly occupied in Mycenaean times".3 Chadwick 
is also justified in suggesting that in the Mycenaean period cult statues were 
"most commonly made of wood," and in noting lhat lhere are many references to 
"wooden statues of very great antiquity known as xoana". He aptly asks: "is it 
impossible that some of these were not, as has usually been assumed. of the ar
chaic period, but actually Mycenaean?"4 

In light of this incontrovertible continuity in the religious sphere. it is no 
less possible that there was similar continuity in the social and political realm. 
As for the latter, if one can go so far as to maintain that "Homer and Hesiod 
show that the polis already existed in all its essential aspects by the end of the 
Dark Age" (62), is there really any reason not to conclude lhat the polis existed 
already in Mycenaean times? Certainly M. does not demonstrate that it was 
formed in the so-called 'Dark Age'. One has therefore to be very cautious about 
painting a picture in which just about everything begins all over again in the 
'Dark Age,' and lhat from virtually ex nihilo we have a process of incremental 
progress. We simply do not possess the sources to trace or demonstrate such a 
hypolhesis. 

The picture of Mycenaean culture is one of great sophistication.5 In con
nection with its end, one should perhaps talk more in terms of disruption than of 
destruction. 

M. maintains that one of the means of iIluminating lhe vision is by tracing 
the phenomenon of urbanisation: 

... the development of the polis is also a process of urbanisation. which 
can be traced in the physical remains, 

and to this end cites the case of Nausicaa: 
Around our city is a high fortified wall; there is a fair harbour on either 
side of the city, and the entrance is narrow. Curved ships are drawn up 
on either side of the road. for every man has a slipway to himself, and 
there is an assembly place by the fine temple of Poseidon, laid with 
heavy paving sunk in the earth (Od. 6. 262 fr.). 

lIbid., 88.
 
2Ibid., 95.
 
3Ibid., 99.
 
4Ibid., lOt. He notes that if wood is carefully looked after, it can last for a thousand
 
years.
 
5Whether Linear B was inherently incapable of being used for anything other than
 
business concepts (6), is open to discussion.
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M. can apparently cite only one concrete example-Smyrna, ca. 800-700 BC. 
The picture painted by Nausicaa certainly does not appear to apply to such places 
as Sparta, Athens, Corinth. Miletus, Thebes, Halicarnassus or Samos at a simi
lar date-at least not on the basis of the archaeological record, to which M. ap
peals. Which of these places, e.g., had walls at this time? It is easy enough to 
take cover in the argument that "the Gathering Place (agora), being empty, is 
hard to find without total excavation, and virtually impossible to date" (64). 
This argument, however, quickly evaporates, since in the next breath M. refers 
to "the earliest temples," but has just ciLed Nausicaa, who talks about "their as
sembly place by the fine temple of Poseidon". It does not require total excava
tion to explore the area adjacent to a temple. And as for agoras being "virtually 
impossible to date," the Athenian Agora is the very centre-piece of the 
chronology of early Attic culture and much else far beyond Attica. 

Otherwise, M. sees the polis as equivalent to the city-state, or the typical 
(and unique) Greek state. In the course of his narrative, however, he frequently 
refers to the "cities," when he really means the various states. This is confusing 
in light of the emphasis on urbanisation. 

In his chapter on "Tyranny" (137-158), M. devotes considerable space to an 
attempt to find "general explanations" behind the phenomenon of tyrannis. After 
obscrving different features in various poleis he suggests that 

it is more plausible to relate the phenomenon of tyranny generally to 
the emergence of greater freedom of thought and more flexible social re
lations consequent on economic change, than to see the tyrants specifi
cally as the leaders of the wealthy against the aristocracy, 

but then immediately adds: 
More probable is the theory that connects this style of popular dictator
ship with the emergence into politics of the hoplite class (141). 

Both these are intriguing ideas. For the former, however, no detailed argument 
is offered. In support of the latter, Aristotle (Politics) is cited. But the hypothe
sis rests on admittedly weak support-that the evidence is "circumstantial rather 
than direct," and on the even weaker support of the 'evidence' associated with the 
highly elusive Pheidon of Argos, not to mention the still weaker notion that the 
demos is synonymous with "the hoplite class"; it is therefore far too optimistic 
to claim that "in acting for themselves, the hoplites acted for the demos as a 
whole" (144). Furthermore, there must have been significant differences from 
one polis to another. This is, presumably, the point of the long discussion 
then devoted to Corinth, with much space given to Cypselus, including the un
necessary digression into the save-the-baby motif (even its alleged origin in 
Mesopotamia [Sumer)) (145-53). This section reads more like a general history 
of Corinth than it does as a specific illustration of a "general explanation" of 
tyrannis-and not least in light of the claim that the tyrannoi at Corinth merely 
continued where others had already led: 

the commercial and artistic dominance of Corinth which had begun un
der the Bacchiads continued under the tyrants (150). 

Equally elusive as "general explanations" are such "less rational factors" as 
"fashion" and "a form of mutual self-help between tyrants" (144-45). The latter 
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should in any case be seen, not as a cause of tyrannis, but as a device to retain 
power once it had been seized. 

The chapter on "Athens and Social Justice" (181-200) gives a rather idealised 
picture, with the (repeated) reference to Solon as "the founder of democracy! 
Athenian democracy," and that democracy is essentially synonymous with social 
justice. Although there is a long tradition in English-speaking scholarship that 
Solon is the founder of Athenian democracy, there are others who do not share 
this view.l It also seems questionable to suggest that "much of Solon's politi
cal work failed," whereas "in other respects," above all in the field of social jus
tice, he "had succeeded" (199). The various aspects of his reforms were inextri
cably linked. For instance, his political reform was designed to give teeth to his 
social measures. 

There is much more that could be mentioned. Let me end with drawing at
tention to several lesser points. In view of the fact that one has throughout 
one's career attempted to impress upon students the correct spelling of 
Mycenaean, it is somewhat disconcerting to find the use, consistently, of 
"Mycenean," indeed with such persistence that there appears to be even an at
tempt to 'correct' others.2 By contrast, one finds "Achaean," consistently. But 
if "Mycenean," why not then "Achean"? I found few typographical errors, but 
did note "peole" for "people" (139). It is also a trifle surprising to find a classi
cist using the phrase, "attesting to" (174). More serious, and intriguing, is how 
Peter Kuniholm has become transformed into Peter "Kulihan" (321). And as for 
there being a "complete series" of dendrochronological evidence for the period 
from 2200 to 530 BC, this seems to be somewhat optimistic. 

While there is unquestionably much in this book that is valuable, on the 
whole it tends to give a somewhat oversimplified picture. After all, it deals with 
one of the periods that is most difficult to reconstruct. 

Edmund F. Bloedow 
University of Ottawa 




