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PREFACE

THE following essay, which aims at testing the
tradition of the Trojan War by comparing the text
of Homer with the natural conditions described, or
more often implicitly assumed, in the Iliad, falls
naturally into two parts. So far as it deals with
the site of Troy and the features of the Trojan Plain,
it forms but one more item in a mass of literature
of which the bibliography alone would require many
pages such as this. The first four chapters can do
little more than select or criticise, with such advan-
tage as comes from a study of the country itself.
The need of acknowledgment to predecessors would
be almost lost in their number, were it not for the
two names which stand out pre-eminently—those of
Schliemann and Dorpfeld. To the latter I owe a
double debt—privately, for his generosity in reading
the proof-sheets, and criticising or correcting all that
concerns that portion where he stands alone as dis-
coverer and interpreter ; publicly, for the inestimable
gervices which he has rendered, and happily is still
rendering, to the scientific study of every period of
ancient Greece, historic and prehistoric alike. All
this first part of the book I am content should be

vil
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taken as a tribute to his work and genius, of which
I am a whole-hearted admirer.

With the last four chapters the case is different.
Here the ground is, so far as I know, practically
unbroken. I have acknowledged elsewhere the
valuable suggestions of M. Victor Bérard and Sir
W. M. Ramsay ; but the main conceptions on which
my work is based, and the lines on which it is worked
out, are, 1 believe, entirely new. It is by these
that the book must be judged. Overtaxed reviewers,
indeed, need hardly consider themselves bound to
begin before page 310 or thereabouts, but should
kindly read as far as page 330; in this compass
they will find the conclusions with which I am
mainly concerned.

Mr. T. W. Allen, starting from different assump-
tions, has treated the Catalogue of the Greeks
somewhat as I have dealt with that of the Trojans.
The independence of our work will be obvious at
first sight; he will doubtless disagree with much
that I have said as I disagree with much of his.
It is the more satisfactory that our results, attained
by such different paths, should offer mutual con-
firmation.

Mr. Andrew Lang has most kindly helped by
reading the proof-sheets and offering many criticisms.
He will naturally disavow any responsibility for my
opinions; our differences in Homeric matters are
still, I fear, as obstinate as they are friendly.

Another friend, Mr. J. Thacher Clarke, has given
help and encouragement in the earlier stages of the
book ; the Report on the Investigations at Assos
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(Papers of the Archaeological Institute of America,
Classical Series; I. Boston, 1882; II. New York,
1898), of which he is the principal author, proved
the most trustworthy guide to the Troad of all that
I could find when I was preparing for my journey,
and his name will often be found in the sequel.

Any other debts which I owe to predecessors will,
I believe, be found acknowledged in their places.

11th July 1912.

Ta1s Preface, hardly passed for press, already stands
in need of a sad Postscript. When Andrew Lang
returned me the proof of it, there stood, scribbled
beside the allusion to our differences, “ Why, you
are plus royaliste que le roi.” Ten days later his
acute and versatile spirit, in the maturity of its
power and with energy unabated, passed from us.
It is not without gratitude that I think of this seal
to a friendship of over thirty years. Begun with
collaboration in Homer, 1t has ended with the sense
that, beneath all our differences, there has at least
been common ground, and with the hope that the
following pages may contribute something to that
ultimate, if far distant, agreement for which we have
both, in our several ways, striven to work.

WALTER LEAF.

27th July 1912.
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strong tendency to become concrete. Hissarlik might, on the analogy of
hostel-hostelry, be translated Castlery, s.e. a castle with its appurtenances.
On the general map of the Troad will be found the towns of Aivajik
and Aivalik, both formed in the same way from A4iva, quince.

Note on Map 6.—This map was drawn to accompany a paper, ‘‘ Notes on
the Troad,” which appeared in the Geographical Journal for July 1912.
It is founded upon Philippson’s Topographische Karte des westlichen
Kleinasien (1:300,000), which for the greater part of this district is a
reproduction of Kiepert's Karte von Kleinasien (1 :400,000), fresh material
being added only in the south-eastern part—roughly speaking east of a
line from Ak Chai, near Edremid, to the mouth of the Aesepus. Various
alterations have been made by myself in other parts of the country ;
these refer partly to ancient sites, partly to natural features. Some of
them are discussed in the paper in question; some are reserved for
defence elsewherc. 8ave for the coast-line and the Plain of Troy,
where the Admiralty charts cannot be bettered, the Troad is still very
imperfectly mapped, some districts being still left to mere conjecture ;
my own corrections are no more than approximations, and are not
founded on any survey.



CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTORY

¢“Flieh'! Auf! Hinaus ins weite Land ! ”—GoETHE.

TaHE most serviceable introduction to the following
pages will be found in a brief account of the manner
in which they came to be written. Convention
requires a preliminary apology for the personal tone
of this introductory sketch; but I honestly think
that this will be no drawback. For one of my chief
aims is to illustrate the significance of impressions
gained by personal contact with the scenes of history.

Controversy on the Homeric question has been at
least as active during the last ten years as at any
time since the publication of Wolf's Prolegomena, and
at least as ineffective in producing any general agree-
ment. A leading part has been taken by English
and American scholars. In their capable hands the
problem is gradually working itself out, so far as it
can be worked out by the student: though the end
is not yet. For my own part I have said my say,
and have felt no temptation to take part in the

battle, so long as I could do little more than repeat
1 B
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arguments which, while they appear conclusive to me,
are regarded by my opponents as no more than
evidence of my natural incapacity for poetical appre-
ciation. In fact, my chief wish has been to get out
of the grooves which always tend to imprison the
two parties to a long and probably indeterminate
controversy, and approach the whole matter, if
possible, from a fresh point of attack.

It is not, then, that I hold the controversy, as it
is at present proceeding, to be useless or ineffective.
Both Mr. Lang and Prof. Murray have to some extent
modified my own attitude, though not in any way
which is worth a public statement. I have no desire
to withdraw, so far as the main position is concerned,
anything that I have said; though the following
pages will, I hope, show that I am not obstinately
set against material alterations in detail. Indeed, it
has been my endeavour in all that follows to adopt,
so far as I could, my opponents’ attitude, and to
speak of the Jliad as if it were in truth a unity, and
to deal as little as possible with any of the problems
of the Higher Criticism. This attitude of mind is at
all events a pleasant and restful one : I would gladly
have maintained a simple faith, had I been able—such
a faith as qualifies a man to swallow translations of the
Phaistos disk, and the authenticity of Dictys of Crete.
But with the best will I have found myself more
than once in awkward collision with the statements
of the Iliad itself, and have been able to evade the
obstacle only by an assumption of internal incon-
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sistencies which, for my own peace of mind, I would
gladly not have seen.

It was under a certain sense of weariness with my
own work that, a few months after the publication of
the second edition of the Ilvad, I paid in April 1903
my first visit to the site of Troy. It lasted only
a few hours, and was largely occupied with the
recognition, not always easy, of the remains which
I had learnt to know in books, especially in Dorpfeld’s
work, then quite new. But I returned to the ship
with a new problem in my mind. The landscape
had forced upon me a question which I had not
before seen raised. @~ Why had that insignificant
hillock been twice, before the beginnings of literary
history, the seat of a wealthy and cultivated people ?
And why, through all after ages, had it either lain
neglected or been inhabited only for honorary reasons ?
To this question I could at that time give no answer,
beyond a suggestion that the early importance of the
place must have been connected with early trade
routes afterwards abandoned.

Not long after my return I came across M. Victor
Bérard’s remarkable work, Les Phéniciens et I’ Odyssée.
It is necessary that I should guard myself against
any suspicion of agreement with his main position.
His obstinate refusal to see any but Phenicians in the
Mediterranean, his wilful blindness to all that has
been learnt about the early civilisation of the Aegaean
area, deprive of any real value precisely the results of
which he is most proud; and even in minor points,
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wherever I have been able to test his theories on the
spot, I have learnt only to refuse his conclusions and
mistrust his judgment.

None the less I look upon this book as one of
the most suggestive and fruitful I have ever read.
M. Bérard’s pictures of the conditions of traffic in
the Mediterranean, his constant recourse to modern
Sailing Directions, his acute analysis of the geo-
graphical and economical conditions which led to the
rise and fall of ports and cities—in short, his
persistent confrontation of the Homeric text with
modern physical facts—all this seemed to me little
short of a new calculus, exactly what I needed to
solve the problem which had never ceased to occupy
my mind.

M. Bérard’s explanation of the site of Troy, indeed,
appeared wholly unsatisfactory and, as in so many
other cases, in disagreement with the logical results
of his own method. But here again I found help, still
indirectly due to him, in a notice of his book by Sir
W. M. Ramsay in the Classical Review (vol. xviii.
p. 165). This remarkable article seemed to display
that large grasp of the general prehistoric problem
which was so lamentably lacking in M. Bérard : and
the fact that it anticipated many conclusions which
I had myself reached, in particular as to the real
significance of the Trojan War, only encouraged me
to persevere, feeling that I was on the right lines.
And I especially took to heart Sir William’s urgent
insistence on the results which might be attained
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through a closer acquaintance with the Troad as a
whole. To him and to M. Bérard my fullest acknow-
ledgments are due. |

Thus it was that my views on the main problem
gradually cleared up, and crystallised round the
Catalogue of the Trojans, which appeared to be
arranged in such a manner as to proclaim itself an
authentic record of the various routes by which
trade must have come to Troy, so long as Troy could
block the Hellespont. When I visited Hissarlik for
the second time in April 1910, the general theory
had taken shape enough to be stated briefly to my
fellow-passengers on the Dunottar Castle; and in
the autumn of that year the bulk of Chapter VI.
was written out, nearly as it now stands.

But Sir W. Ramsay’s advice was still in my mind,
and I felt that I needed to know better not merely
Troy, where I had spent in two visits only some
eight hours, but all the surrounding landscape of the
Troad. My second visit had taught me no more
of this than the first, and the study of travellers’
accounts left much in dark. It was fortunate, there-
fore, that I was able to arrange a tour in April and
May 1911, in company with Mr. F. W. Hasluck,
now Acting Director of the British School at Athens.
Starting from Chanak Kalessi (Dardanelles), we rode
by Hissarlik past the Bally Dagh to Ezine, and on
to the site of Alexandria Troas; thence along the
western coast, or quite near it, to the Sminthium by
Kulakli, and Cape Lekton. Turning east, we visited
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Sivriji Bay and the ruins of Assos, taking boat for
Papasli and an araba to Edremid, whence we ex-
amined the scanty remains of the ancient Adramyt-
tium at Kara Tash, a few miles away. Riding over
the eastern shoulder of Ida, and mounting to the top,
we went on to camp in the upper Scamander valley
for several nights, and followed the course of the
river downwards to Thymbra and Dardanelles. Start-
ing thence in arabas we made acquaintance with the
northern district, Arisbe, Lampsakos, Parion, Priapus,
and the Granicus valley, by which we again passed
to that of the Scamander at Bairamich, and so back
by our previous route to Dardanelles. We may thus
claim, I believe, to have seen every site in the
Troad named by Homer, with the single exception of
Zeleia, which was already known to my companion,
and the upper valley of the Aesepus, into which we
only looked from the hills which close. it towards the
west.

The result of this journey, which Mr. Hasluck’s
companionship and experience made both delightful
and easy, was to correct a few misapprehensions on
minor points, but to confirm the view that the Troad,
so far as it 18 described in the Iliad, is described from
true historical knowledge, and that so much of the
Trojan Catalogue as deals with the kingdom of Priam
may be taken as an authentic historical document: a
conclusion which I do not hesitate to extend to the
larger part which tells of the Trojan allies. It grew
especially clear that the long strip of the southern
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Troad, from the Satniois valley to the plain of
Adramyttium, so closely connected with the Troad
proper, and yet with so distinctive a physiognomy,
could not have been merely omitted, as some have
supposed, in a Catalogue treating of the Troad ; and
the belief that it was summarised by Homer under
the ‘ tribes of the Pelasgians” grew into a conviction.
In many other respects the journey was fruitful ; but
these must be reserved for a discussion not of Homer's,
but of Strabo’s, description of the Troad.

But it is, after all, round Troy itself that the
questions hang by which the historical reality of the
Iliad has to be tested. The actual site of Troy and
the whole of its immediate surroundings have been
discussed now for a hundred years, with enthusiasm up
to and beyond the bounds of acrimony, and minuteness
which, based as it is in many cases on intimate
familiarity with the country, leaves nothing to be
desired. Here there is little left for a new-comer to
contribute in the way of material. He can hardly
expect to do more than select and criticise. Yet an
account of the long history of the various settlements
on the hill of Hissarlik was indispensable for my
purpose. It would have been satisfactory if I could
conveniently have referred my readers to a handy
account of the nine “cities,” and their various
“ periods ” ; but none exists, so far as I am aware, at
least in English. The great work of Dérpfeld and
his collaborators, Troja und Ilion, remains the one
authoritative statement of the facts; it is bulky and
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expensive, and, alas, sadly marred by the complete
absence of any index. So I have had no choice but
to draw up for my own purposes a brief abstract of so
much of that monumental work as seemed necessary
for an outline of the history of the place. This will,
it may be hoped, suffice for all those, other than
specialists, who are interested in Troy, whether as
scholars or historians. My précis—it is little more
—has had the inestimable benefit of Dr. Dorpfeld’s
revision in proof, and may therefore be trusted to be
at least accurate.

In Chapter III., dealing with the actual ruins, I
have of course followed Dorpfeld implicitly. In the
interpretation of results with relation to the Iliad
I have often had to differ from him, sometimes in
matters of importance. Full though the lliad is of
local colour, this appears, with very little exception,
by way of allusion, and not of description. Large
assumptions are made : the reader is supposed to know
the general scenery, and understand without more ado
where was the ford, the oak, or the Skaian Gate.
Room is therefore left for large differences of opinion ;
and it is not surprising that problems should arise
which hardly admit of a definite solution.

But difficulties such as these do not affect the main
result that the landscape of the Iliad is really the
landscape of Hissarlik, and that the descriptions of
Homer are drawn from the knowledge of eye-witnesses.
That the poet who wrote any particular passage had
been himself a visitor to the scene of his poem is
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indeed a matter not easy to establish. The principal
features of the Trojan plain must have been embodied
in poems much earlier than the Iliad as we have it ;
and it is hard to place a limit to the power of national
tradition in conserving details which might at first
seem entirely subordinate and unessential. If the
tradition is based on the story of a real war, it may
from the first have told how the heights of Ida and
Samothrace looked down on the battle-field, what
rivers ran through it, and how near together lay the
fortress and the sea. Nor must we forget that, when
once the Greeks had peopled the Asian coast, Troy
was no distant and inaccessible spot. The temple of
Athene which stood over it was in all probability an
object of patriotic pilgrimage from early days; and
it stood on one of the greatest highways of human
trafficc. Hundreds of men who listened to the
rhapsodists in the market-places of Phocaea, Ephesus,
and Miletus must at one time or another have been
wind-bound at the mouth of the Hellespont, and
known the Scamander and the famous hill as well as
they knew the deltas of the Hermus, the Cayster, and
the Maeander. With such an audience, flagrant
misdescription would be fatal to poetic effect, when
the poet was professing to describe real events taking
place on familiar ground.

But in the case of other graphic touches, which
can certainly have formed no essential part of the
legend, the case is different. Among these I should
certainly class the incidental allusions to the Trojan
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flora. When Hephaistos stays with his flames the
career of the river-god Skamandros,* elms burnt and
willow-trees and tamarisks, and lotus burnt and rush
and galingale, which round the fair streams of the
river grew in multitude” (Zl. xxi. 350-52). To-day
the river-channel through the plain is marked by the
line of low willows and elm-bushes—the elms are
allowed to grow to trees only in the side valley of the
Thymbrius—and the tamarisks spread from the banks
in thick copses, making with their young shoots at
the end of April conspicuous patches of dull crimson.
Rush, galingale, and lotos, whatever they were, may
perhaps be taken as common to any river-side; but
it 18 impossible not to feel that a poet’s eye has seized
the very marks which best single out the banks of
Scamander from the surrounding plain.

But if this is the case with the plain, still more is
it true of the mountain. It is not to be supposed
that the legend of Troy said anything of the flowers
that grew on the top of Ida; nor is there any obvious
reason why an ordinary traveller should ascend it on
the way to anywhere. That Zeus should go there is
natural enough : it is the only mountain-top near
Troy, and commands a distant but clear view of the
battle - plain, doubtless within range of immortal
eyes. As he sat there, Hera came to lure his
thoughts away from the battle; and Gargara put
forth for the pair a nuptial couch of flowers, * fresh
new grass, and dewy lotus, and crocus, and hyacinth
thick and soft” (1l. xiv. 347-9).
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The summit of Ida is a shapeless plateau, strewn
with stones, and in itself most unlovely. But as the
pasture of the plains below begins to die out in the
heat of early summer, the fresh grass grows on the
heights, and offers food to countless flocks and herds.
And all round the fields of melting snow there springs
up in May a glory of colour which those who have
seen it are not likely to forget—crocus and hyacinth
carpeting the slopes with brilliant orange and blue,
mingled in thick beds worthy for the couch of
gods.’

True, this does not actually prove that the poet
who wrote the lines in /. xiv. had actually been to
the top of Gargarus. Tennyson writes of the coming
of the goddesses to Ida, when “ the crocus brake like
fire.” His description too is faithful to nature, though
he had never been there. As he copied from a
predecessor, 80 may Homer have done. But at some
time a Greek poet saw the crocus and hyacinth on
Ida with his own eyes, and put them into verse—of
that there can be no doubt. He had gone there per-
haps to attend the religious festival of which the altar
found near the summit bears witness. Ida was a holy
mountain then as it still is to the nomad Mahomedans,

1 The crocus is C. gargaricus, a species first found here and named from
the place. The ‘‘hyacinth” is a squill, Scilla difolia. Col. Prain, the
Director of Kew Gardens, writes of the flower I sent him, ‘‘The squill is no
doubt Secslla bifolia in the wide sense, and we should have put it down with-
out hesitation as the form treated by Boissier as a distinct species, S. nivalis,
which Mr. Baker treats as only a marked variety of S. bifolia (S. bifolia, var.
nivalis, Baker), if it was not that, as a rule, nivalis hasonly a few flowers.”
We did not see the crocus anywhere else in the Troad, but of course it may
have been over on the lower slopes. It is found also on the Mysian Olympus.
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who still celebrate there a yearly festival on the
Christian date of August 15.

But, hard though it may be to prove positive
personal knowledge at any one point in a long train
of tradition, the converse problem is generally easy
enough. We seldom have difficulty, in any work,
whether in verse or prose, where local colour plays a
part, in showing that the author did not know his
scenery, if such be indeed the case. When Shake-

speare and Campbell write of Elsinore, the one speaks

of the

dreadful summit of the cliff
That beetles o’er his base into the sea :

the other of ‘ the wild and stormy steep.” We do
not hesitate to conclude that neither of them ever set
eyes on the level sandspit on which the historical
castle stands. Even Tennyson betrays himself in the
very passage which has just been quoted. For the
crocus 18 joined with ‘“ the wandering ivy and vine”
which ‘“ran riot, garlanding the gnarled boughs.”
Yet no vine can ever have lived within several hours’
journey of the bleak snow-fields around which the
crocus breaks into fire.

The point is small enough, and in itself not worthy
of censure, or even notice. But it is very remarkable
that, so far as I can judge, no case of such a local
inconsistency, not a single anatopism, as De Quincey
would say, can be brought home to the Iliad.
Difficulties there are in the Homeric topography, and
questions which are beyond our power of solution ;
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but none of them brings any ignorance of the country
to light. The two “ springs of Scamander ” under the
walls of Troy may indeed imply something of the
sort ; but that stumbling-block must be discussed
later. Locality plays so large a part in the Jliad, the
whole scene is so constantly taken for granted as a
thing known, that this negative consideration seems
to me of the greatest weight, and to attest not so
much the autopsy of a particular poet as the reality
of the material on which he is working.

Partly on these grounds, but still more on others
which will appear in the sequel, I can feel no doubt
that the Jliad is based on a very solid foundation of
historical fact. The Trojan Catalogue, in particular,
seems to represent accurately a state of things which
must have existed at the time of the Trojan War, and
could not have existed after it, nor for long before.
It must in fact be essentially a contemporaneous
document. It would seem to follow that there
existed from the first some sort of a metrical narrative
of the war, of which the Trojan Catalogue at least
has survived in something very like its original form,
while the substance of the rest has been gradually
transformed, by the natural growth of centuries, from
a narrative into a poem, each generation taking up the
tradition, and gradually moulding it by expansion and
omission, to be handed on to the next for fresh
development, till it reached its final form in the Iliad
a8 we now have it.'

/‘.

! To guard against misapprehension, I would say that a prose chronicle
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This view only very indirectly affects the questions
dealt with by what is called the Higher Criticism. It
has long been generally accepted—indeed it is almost
self-evident—that the Iliad is the outcome of a large
mass of earlier poetry, dealing with the same story,
and assumed to be universally familiar. No place is
left indeed for certain theories touching the nature of
this earlier Epic development ; the view, for instance,
that it began with detached lays; for, if I am right,
the Tale of Troy was a corpus from the first. Still
more must we exclude the hypothesis which has had
some vogue, that the Tale of Troy began in earlier
intertribal struggles, fought out in Greece itself, and
transferred to Asia Minor only with the current of the
earlier colonisation. It is true that the tomb of
Hector was honoured in Boeotia; but it does not
follow that Hector was originally a Boeotian. Itis at
least equally reasonable to believe the legend, that he
was & valiant Trojan, who inspired such respect in his
enemies that they endeavoured to appropriate him,
and to keep him on their side, by bringing his bones
to Greece and paying him honour in their own land.!

cannot be said to be a priors impossible—we have one instance at all events
of an epic, the Shahnama, composed from such material —but for
Mycenaean times it seems to me so improbable as to be entirely out of the
range of serious discussion. What I have in my mind is a narrative poem,
designed for oral transmission ; and I suppose it to have given a history of
the whole war, or at least of all the parts of it which were best suited for
such treatment. The two points which seem to me likely are—(1) that it
was, if not continuous, at least comprehensive ; (2) that it was con-
temporaneous.

1 This is well put by Mr. Lang, The World of Homer, pp. 1838-7, to which
the reader may refer for a fuller discussion, with which I find myuself in
entire sympathy.
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But this is a question of ultimate origins only ;
it affects the question of the actual composition of
the Iliad only in a very remote degree. Ten years
ago I wrote that the evidence pointed to the prob-
ability that the Trojan Catalogue consisted of * older
material worked up and partly adapted to this place.”
I should say the same still, though I should be in-
clined to lay rather more emphasis on the oldness of
the material, and perhaps less on the working up.
And, generally speaking, it may be said that the
recognition of the story of a real war, handed down
in a full, if not continuous, poetical narrative, leaves
less room for the invention of incidents and the
introduction of outside material by subsequent poets
than I was at one time inclined to believe. It leads
rather to the conception of independent working out
of material, all approximately of the same age; of
different concurrent developments, all reacting upon
another in the progress of their growth; but it gives
no help in simplifying the problem of their ultimate
combination. For instance, I should now be more
inclined to think that all that part of the Ilzad which
deals with the wall round the camp may have been
due to a wall in the original narrative. But this
gives us no help towards explaining the difficulties
which the wall brings into the story—the strangely
forced manner in which it is introduced, the incon-
sistency with which, at one moment the central
feature of the fighting, it is suddenly ignored, and
must indeed be absent if the story is to be intelligible.
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And so in all other points the primary question of the
inconsistencies and junctures in the text remains just
where it was. In any case large room must be left
for the imagination of the poet; the Iliad is a great
deal more than the versification of an old chronicle.
But in what follows it will be possible to leave such
problems out of sight, except in the few cases where
they directly affect the actual topography.

Finally, one fundamental assumption must here be
clearly stated. It is that both Achaians and Trojans
in the twelfth century B.c. were in the Mycenaean
stage of culture,’ and that the Mycenaean remains
both at Mycenae and at Troy were theirs at the time
of the Trojan War. This is not the place for any
detailed argument on behalf of this thesis. It must
suffice to state it here as forming the basis of all that
follows. It is a view which I have always held : it
seems to me to have been convincingly established by
the whole course of recent discovery, and the wonder-
ful revelations of Crete have done much to explain
what was difficult in it. The following propositions
will sufficiently set out the conclusions which to me
appear most probable, and which I have taken as a
_working hypothesis.*

At some time probably near the beginning of the
second millennium B.C. there came a great descent of

1 ] am glad to welcome a somewhat tardy convert to this view in Mr.
T. W. Allen: see Classical Review for Dec. 1911.

2 An excellent summary of the position, for those who do not wish to
study the subject as specialists, will be found in Mr. Hogarth’s article on
¢« Aegean Civilisation " in the new edition of the Ency. Brit.
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peoples from the north. The invaders, who were
presumably of Indo-European race and language, and
closely related to one another, divided in the Balkan
peninsula; one stream passed eastwards across the
Hellespont and the Bosporus, and settled in the
western portion of Asia Minor; another continued
directly southwards, and, after a prolonged pause on
the northern slopes of Olympus, went on through
Thessaly into Greece, which they gradually over-
spread. Their progress was apparently rather a
peaceful permeation than a warlike invasion; for
they found a remarkable civilisation already in pos-
session. This they did not destroy: they adopted it,
and to some extent modified it ; but it seems to have
been already decadent, and their coming probably
hastened its decay.

It is convenient to use the term Aegean as the
general name of this civilisation, which has been
traced throughout the Greek islands, and on both
sides of the Aegean Sea, to east and west; whether
it reached the northern shore is not yet known. As
it existed in Crete, where it seems to have attained
its most continuous development and highest bloom,
it is called Minoan. The latest stage, as modified by
the northern immigrants in Greece proper, is called
Mycenaean, from the place where we know it best.
The lords of Mycenae, and those inhabitants of
Greece who were contemporaneous with them, are
the Achaians of whom Homer tells.

The chief objection to this hypothesis has been
C
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founded on burial customs. The Homeric Achaians
always burn their dead; the Mycenaeans always
buried them. The two practices involve different
views of the destiny of the departed spirit, and, so
long as the facts were undisputed, the difficulty was a
real one. It was, indeed, an enigma on both sides.
Those who maintained that the Achaians were not
Mycenaeans, but invaders who entered Greece after
the disappearance of the Mycenaean culture and
before the advent of the Dorians, were unable to
explain how it was that this apparently dominant
race, covering the whole of Greece, had disappeared
without leaving a single material trace of their
existence. The archaeological record appeared to be
continuous, and it left no room whatever for any
such Achaians.

But it is always dangerous to dogmatise till the
facts are known. Prehistoric exploration in Greece
is every year bringing fresh surprises, and it is
never safe to go beyond the limits of a working
hypothesis, subject to modification. There were
traces, even in Crete, of burial and cremation side by
side at Muliana : it is reported, though there appears
to be no scientific publication of the fact, that
Mycenaean graves with cremation have been dis-
covered at Salamis and Argos. The last few months,
however, have brought decisive evidence. In the
island of Leucas, which, I may say in passing, he has
in my opinion now convincingly proved to be the
Homeric Ithaca, the unwearied explorer Dérpfeld has
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actually discovered a Homeric cemetery. Several
graves contain the ashes of a pyre; beside these are
buried the remains of the bones either in an urn or
a cist, and both pyre and graves have been then
surrounded with a circular wall, the foundation of a
tumulus. The whole process illustrates exactly the
Homeric description of the funeral of Patroklos in
Il. xxiii. 71-256. In one point only is there a differ-
ence easily to be understood. Patroklos dies in a
foreign land ; his bones, therefore, are not laid under
the tumulus, but are taken to Achilles’ tent, to await
their return to Phthia. Even the quenching of the
pyre with wine seems to have had its counterpart
in Leukas; for the wood is only partially reduced
to ashes, and seems to have been quenched before
combustion was complete.

The tombs had been frequently plundered, and
little was found beyond the mere foundations to
illustrate the culture of the period to which they
belong. Fortunately, however, in one grave three
daggers had escaped the notice of treasure-seekers,
and a sword with a golden hilt and other fragments
of metal in the tumulus suffice to prove that the
metal in use was bronze and not iron. The pottery
“i1s very characteristic: it is identical with that
in the third stratum in Teskla and Dimini, and
with some vases in the shaft-graves of Mycenae.” !

1 Dirpfeld, Sechster Brief iber Leukas- Ithaka : die Ergebnisse der Ausgra-
bungen von 1910, dated Oct.'1911. See also ‘‘ Zu den altgriechischen Bestat-
tungssitten ” in Neue Jahrd., 1912, pp. 1-26.
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It is not, however, the place here to enter into a
discussion of this thorny question. It will be enough
to place on record this discovery of a clear case of
hybridisation in culture, the ultimate significance of
which may be far-reaching. In the case of funeral
rites I have elsewhere! pointed out the signs in
Homer of a struggle between the two conceptions of
the Underworld, and the tombs of Leukas show us the
contest in material form.

The Trojan branch of the immigration had met
the Minoan influence at a greater distance, and seems
to have been less influenced by it. But the remains
of the Mycenaean settlement at Troy, other than the
buildings, are, as we shall see, insignificant, and on
many vital points we are in the dark. In particular,
no graves have been discovered, and we do not even
know 1if the Trojan Mycenaeans buried or burnt their
dead.? But the pottery shows clearly that an old
local fabric held its own against the external influence.
There is at Troy Mycenaean pottery which is clearly

imported from abroad : there is local imitation of the

! Il{ad, vol. ii., Appendix L.

? The interesting tumulus at Hanai Tepe, close to Mr. Calvert's farm at
the mouth of the Thymbra valley, may be taken as evidence of complete
cremation, if the layer of ashes there found is funerary, as seems most
likely. There the common pyre, if such it be, is surrounded by a low
retaining wall, and we cannot but be reminded of the common tomb of

TouBon 9" &g’ althn ¥na noleon éxarardnrec

Sxprron &x nediou, noti ' aldTdN Tei)oc ¥oaman.

But I do not adduce this as evidence, partly because the facts do not seem
well established, and partly because its distance from Hissarlik, some two
hours’ ride, precludes any direct connexion with Troy. Nothing Mycenaean
was found there, and the pottery is different from that found at Hissarlik.
The tumulus is described in Schliemann’s Zlios, App. iv. p. 705 fI.
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Mycenaean style; but the old monochrome ware is
never expelled.

In one important point the Mycenaeans of Troy
agree with those of the mainland : their buildings
are all of the “ megaron” type, separate houses con-
gisting each of a great hall with central hearth, and
at most one or two chambers leading out of it. The
Cretan palaces are ‘labyrinthine,” vast complexes of
chambers and passages all under a common roof. The
megaron type is shown by the palace of the ‘‘ Second
City ” of Troy to have heen indigenous in the northern
regions, and never to have been supplanted by Minoan
builders.

Two points must be borne in mind in comparing
Homer’s descriptions with the Mycenaean remains.
The first is that Mycenaean art, though adopted
by the Achaians, probably remained a foreign art,
executed by Minoan workmen, or at least following
closely Minoan types, which at this late date, as
Minoan dates go, had already reached the stage of
stereotyped convention. This seems clearly to be
the case with regard to men’s dress. The typical
Minoan dress is the ‘bathing-drawers” costume.
It is not to be supposed that this was ever really
worn in Greece: it belongs to a much warmer
climate. It is probably a conventional survival
at Mycenae, like the toga which, to judge from
the art of the period, we might suppose to have
been the habitual garb of British statesmen in the
eighteenth century.
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And secondly, Homer as we know him is not a
contemporaneous poet. In the days when the Iliad
attained its present form the Mycenaean civilisa-
tion was long dead and buried: another race
had been, and other palms were won. Another
great wave of invaders had swept not only over
Greece, but over Troy. As in the west Dorians had
broken up the old Achaian states, so in the east
another Thracian wave had brought in Bithynians
to scatter the Phrygians, and at Troy itself we
shall find evidence still later of a people from the
Danube valley who had made a temporary home on
the hill of Hissarlik. The old boundaries had been
swept away, iron had taken the place of bronze, the
court of Mycenae had been driven from its palace, and
nobles and commons had been confused in the search
for a new home across the seas. The Greek world had
become new. It was inevitable that the poets of the
new era should have mingled much that was new
with the more ancient matter of the poems on
which they worked. In short—I adopt Mr. Allen’s
word—* Homer anachronises,” probably to a much
greater extent than Mr. Allen would be prepared to
admit.

But, fortunately, Homer's anachronisms need not,
for the purpose of this book, greatly concern us.
Men and their belongings, their clothes and arms,
their civic constitution, their whole outlook on this
world and the next, had changed; but the face of
nature remained the same. 1t is with this that we
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are now concerned—the relations of men to sea, hills,
plains and rivers. The main object of all that follows
is to show that if Homer anachronises, he does not
anatopise, and that where he is dealing with fixed
conditions he can still be tested and found to give a
true report.



CHAPTER 1I

THE LANDSCAPE OF TROY

The ghost of Homer clings
Round Scamander’s wasting springs.
—SHELLEY.

Tae Plain of Troy is certainly not picturesque. It
contains no natural features to attract the lover of
scenery, or stir the imagination of the poet. If no
human drama were ever acted there, it is hard to see
why any bard should have made it the stage for a
story pieced together out of legend, or transferred to
it the tale of battles fought among the steep and
rugged hills and fertile plains of Greece itself. A
little farther south, among the bays and promontories .
of Adramyttium, Smyrna, Ephesus, and Miletus, the
unrecorded struggle of Greek colonisation was played
out; and there, on every hand, were striking scenes
of sea and mountain, the great towns and fat meadows
where early Greece grew to wealth and power.
What was there, save actual history, to locate at
the mouth of the Hellespont the story which, of
all that have ever been set down, has most affected

the imagination of succeeding generations ?
24
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The traveller, anchored in the strait off the mouth
of the Scamander, will indeed, if the weather is fine,
be struck by two mountains at the extreme limits of
the view. To the north-west is the bold mass of
Samothrace, to the south-east the long line of Ida.
The height of Samothrace is thrown into relief by the
low hills of the nearer Imbros, over which it towers ;
the height of Ida by the snow which streaks the
upper slopes into May, and even June. But neither
possesses such distinction of outline as Taygetus or
Sipylus : in actual mass they are not comparable to
Olympus or Parnassus. Between these extreme
points the landscape shows no single conspicuous
feature. On the north the Kuropean shore of the
strait is bare and uninviting ; the half ruinous village
and fort of Sidd-ul-bahr serve only as signs of evident
decay ; the piers of a fallen aqueduct suggest that the
country is but poorly watered : the fairly deep recess
of Morto Bay appears to offer an anchorage which is,
in fact, dangerous from hidden rocks; and the single
tree at the top of the highest hill, once, as the charts
still record, the best landmark of the district, has
now disappeared.

Turning his face southwards, the traveller will
note two low ranges of hills. One runs towards him
along the western shore-line from Besika Bay,
dropping down to a sand-spit on which lies another
decaying fort, Kum Kaleh—Sand Castle : higher up,
on its northern brow, it bears a curious line of wind-
mills, suggesting that the epithet of *“ windy ” is not
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unsuitable for Troy. To his left, another low range
runs parallel to the Hellespont, and gently subsides
into the level plain. These two unemphatic ridges
are the world-famous ‘ promontories,” Rhoeteum
and Sigeum. Between the two lies the flat plain of
the Scamander, stretching for some eight or nine
miles back to a hilly country in which few details
can be distinguished from the sea. About half-way
between the shore and the distant hills the visitor will
be able to make out, with the aid of a good glass
and a friend who knows the country, an inconspicuous
little bluff, standing faintly out against the back-
ground, and marked by stripes of “ spoil” and débris
—the hill of Hissarlik, the centre of the whole
landscape, Homer’s Troy.

It is significant that the most obvious features
of all the hills around the plain should be the work
of human hands. The numerous tumuli which stand
up against the sky-line have at least a marked
outline, and in some instances, notably that of the
Ujek Tepe far away to the south, a height almost
comparable to that of the hills on which they stand.
These tumuli are burying-places of various age; they
have unfortunately contributed little to our know-
ledge of early times. Most of them have long ago
been truncated and defaced by treasure-seekers.
Some may, in such a scene, be regarded as modern.
The great tumulus of Ujek Tepe, for instance, is
possibly the tomb built by Caracalla for his freedman
Festus in 214 A.p. The traveller who visits Troy
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from the sea will land at a little jetty close to
another Roman tumulus, the “ Tomb of Ajax,” built
apparently by Hadrian when the older tumulus
bearing the same name had been well-nigh washed
away by the sea. Another, the so-called ‘Tomb of
Achilles,” proved when excavated to have been used
in the days of the Athenian colony at Sigeum: it
contained good Attic work of the fifth century B.c.,
though the mound itself may date from earlier days.
It is hard, therefore, to say which of these various
tombs may have been raised in prehistoric times:
some at least are of great antiquity, but none can be
taken as positive evidence for the Homeric age.

Let us now suppose the visitor to land at the
jetty with the “ Tomb of Ajax” on his left, and on
his right a brackish creek running some distance
inland—the mouth, in fact, of a long channel, the
In-tepe Asmak, containing little water and no
current, except, it would seem, during the spates of
winter. As he passes southwards through cultivated
land dotted with small oaks, he will round the ridge
on which stands the Tomb of Ajax, till he can look
up an open valley running from the east, the valley
of the Diimbrek-Su, the Simois. This, too, is a petty
stream, in summer falling to discontinuous pools, and
even when the water runs a few inches deep in
spring, losing itself in marshes, and draining to the
subsoil rather than through the channel of the In-
tepe Asmak.

Crossing the channel of the Diimbrek-Su by a
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stone bridge, the traveller finds himself following
another similar channel, here called the Kalifatli
Asmak, a continuation of the In-tepe Asmak. This
channel too is entirely disproportionate to the amount
of water which it carries; it is generally a chain of
pools, covered in April from side to side with a
continuous white carpet of water ranunculus—so
close that Virchow has actually seen the tortoises
which abound in the pools sunning themselves upon
it. The banks are steep and rather high: as it lies
between the road and Hissarlik itself, it has to be
crossed by a second stone bridge. When this is once
passed, the traveller finds himself close to the ruins,
and follows the track by a gentle slope to the huts
built by Schliemann for the purposes of his excavation,
immediately to the south of the heaps of débris and
brick which crown the mound itself.
ere we will pause for a time, and, assuming that
the mound of Hissarlik is really Troy, we will look
round at the landscape, and see how far it corresponds
to the scene of the Trojan War described in the Iliad.
~ The identity of the larger features is unmistakable.
Over the low range of hills fringing the sea to the
west rises the conical peak of Tenedos ‘ notissima
fama.” The “broad Hellespont” flows to the north.
Samothrace and Ida, farther away, display them-
selves as seats worthy of gods; Poseidon sitting on
the one, and Zeus on the other, can well, with the
far-seeing eyes of gods, survey the field of battle.
In the nearer view we find that Hissarlik is just
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at the distance from the sea required by the Homeric
Troy. Three miles is a small enough distance to be
covered several times a day, as the battle surges
backwards and forwards between the naval camp and
the Trojan walls. The Hellespont, and the ships
sailing upon it, can be clearly discerned; yet the
distance is too great for the naked eye to distinguish
men near the shore. It was therefore necessary for
the Trojans to post the fleet-footed Polites as sentinel
at a half-way point to warn them when the Achaians
were issuing from their camp.’

It has indeed been held that in Homeric days the
sea must have run much farther inland, the river
having silted up a deep bay between the promontories
of Sigeum and Rhoeteum. This theory seems to
have been propounded by a learned lady, Histiaia of
Alexandria Troas, and was assumed as self-evident by
Strabo: it has been maintained in recent days. Such

1 In I1. vii. 381, Idaios is sent from Troy to the Greek camp to propose
an armistice for the burial of the dead. He starts at daybreak (A&®een), and
finds the Achaians already assembled beside the ship of Agamemnon.
He delivers his proposal, which is accepted after brief discussion, and he
goes back at once. The Trojans are awaiting the result of his errand ; on
hearing it they equip themselves to bring in the dead and fetch wood for
the pyre, while the Achaians are making like preparation. ‘¢ Thereafter the
sun was newly beating on the fields as he climbed the sky from Ocean,
when the two sides met " to collect the bodies. This passage is commonly
quoted as evidence of the short distance between town and camp. To me it
is not clear that it can be so used. The two limits of time are rather vague,
but it is hardly possible to stretch them into more than two hours, from an
hour before to an hour after sunrise. And the events crowded into this
space, in itself barely enough for the mere passage of Idaios backward and
forward, preclude our taking it as a piece of prosaic realism. It is by no
means clear that the phrase fiéhioc utn Enara Néon npocéBallen &polpac
(421) does not imply the sunrise of the next day. I prefer, therefore, to put
this argument aside.



30 TROY OHAP.

an assumption must have seemed necessary to those
who were watching the rapid filling of the deep bays
on the western coast of Asia Minor, at Miletus and
Ephesus, and elsewhere ; but they made the mistake
of not noticing the different conditions of the Helles-
pont, where the sediment of the river is discharged
not into a gulf, but at right angles into a narrow
channel swept by a strong current. This puts a very
definite limit upon the advance of the shore, and an
equilibrium between the forces of deposition and
dispersion must have been established long ages
before the twelfth century B.c. Careful investigations
by Virchow and others have failed to produce any
sign of marine deposits in the plain, and it may be
taken as certain that the coast-line did not in the
Mycenaean age materially differ from that which
now exists. Hissarlik was as far from the sea then
as 1t 1s now.

Nor can there be any mistake about the two
rivers. Hissarlik lies at the junction of two valleys,
through one of which flows the Mendere, a name
which is but a slight mutilation of Skamandros
adapted to the familiar Turkish word deré, « valley.”
The Mendere is a considerable stream throughout the
year; in winter it often brings down heavy floods,
which overflow the whole plain, and leave it covered
with silt and tree-trunks. The description of the
fight between Achilles and the River in Il. xxi. is a
magnificent picture, transfigured by the highest art,
of such a flood; the very trees and shrubs, so
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minutely named in it, are those which line the course
of the Mendere to-day. Here at least we feel that
we are in the very presence of the poet.

The other valley, lying to the north of Hissarlik,
provides, as we have seen, only a poor brook, with no
proper outlet to the sea, and running dry in summer.
But this very insignificance corresponds to the sub-
ordinate place which the Simois holds in the fliad,
compared with the Scamander. It has indeed been
doubted if the original tradition of the Iliad knew
of a Simois at all ; I once doubted it myself, but now
think otherwise. The due proportion between the
two rivers now seems rather an indication of real
knowledge of the country, such as might well be
incorporated in the very earliest chronicle of the
war. The Simois is small indeed, but it marks one
of the natural limits of the battlefield, and it is
a8 such that it is generally named.

Satisfactory though this identification is, a serious
question arises when we attempt to realise the actual
course of the Scamander as conceived in the Iliad.
The Mendere now runs along the western side of the
plain, and is nowhere visible from Hissarlik, from
which it is distant at the nearest point more than
14 miles. On the other hand, there lies at the foot
of the hill, as we have seen, a large water-course,
the Kalifatli Asmak,' conveying no constant stream,
and entirely disproportioned to the line of stagnant
pools which lie along it. May not this be the ancient

1 Asmak is the Turkish name for such torrent beds dry in summer.
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bed of the Scamander such as it is represented in the
Homeric battles? If so, then it lay between the Greek
camp and the town, and must have been constantly
crossed in the course of the fighting. If the Homeric
Scamander ran in or near its present bed, it lay
wholly to the west of the battlefield.

The possibility of a wide change of course, where
a river, subject to violent winter floods, passes through
a nearly level alluvial plain, is not to be denied. The
Mendere itself has proved this within the last few
years. A new channel opened in 1895, some distance
above the village of Yeni Shehr, and this now carries
a large, if not the larger, portion of the stream into
the great lagoon lying some distance east of the
older mouth under the castle of Kum Kaleh. And
in the neighbouring valley of the Tuzla Chai
(Satniois) there is a clear proof of a similar change
of course within recent times; as a Roman bridge
now stands, with its arches almost intact, about 230
metres from the present bed of the river.!

But it does not follow that because a change of
bed is possible, it has therefore taken place ; still less
that it took place between 2000 and 3000 years
ago. The banks of the Kalifatli Asmak are steep
and sharply marked: they must be constantly
renewed. No ancient banks could retain this shape
through the numerous inundations to which they
have been subject for so long a time. In the case
of the Tuzla Chai we are told that the old bridge

1 Assos Report, i. p. 200.
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now stands upon a level plain; “ were it not for the
bridge one would not be likely to suspect that the
river bed had formerly been in that place.”' If the
Kalifatli Asmak really represents so old a channel,
it must have been subject to a constant scouring
action capable not only of keeping it open, but of
creating it.

It is in fact only one of many such channels,
which intersect the plain at various points, and form
indeed one of its characteristic features. There is no
. cogent reason for supposing this particular bed to be
any other than a deep groove cut by the scour of
a rapidly subsiding flood, perhaps in the last few
centuries, perhaps older, but in itself quite undatable.

There is in the Iliad itself a striking picture of
exactly such a dry channel cutting through the plain.
In the chariot-race in [Z/. xxiii. Antilochos and
Menelaos are driving neck and neck: ‘and presently
did the good Antilochos espy a strait place in a sunk
part of the way. There was a rift in the earth,
where torrent water gathered and brake part of the
track away, and hollowed all the place ”—

pooyudec TN rafue, fn yauépion dhin Gdcp
éxépprzen 800io, Bleune Ot yQpon &nanra (420-1).

The Kalifatli Asmak itself contains too much water
to be passable by racing chariots; but there would
be little difficulty in finding, not far from the shore,
a dry bed which, with its sandy bottom, would serve
as the obvious course towards the shore. The point

1 Assos Report, i. p. 200.
D
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18 a striking instance of accurate and vivid local
knowledge.

In these dry beds, too, we can recognise the &vauhor
which would soon be filled with Trojan corpses, should
Achilles again take the field (ZI. xvi. 71) ; and it must
surely have been in one of them that Odysseus feigns
the ambush to have been set, in reeds and marsh,
close under the towering walls of Troy, far from
the ships, where the Greek heroes shivered through
the frosty night (Od. xiv. 468-502).

It seems then that the topography gives us no
certain data for the ancient course of the Scamander.
Historical notices are confused, and probably indicate
a similar uncertainty in ancient days.! All that we
can do is to see if the conditions allow us to fix on
any course which will satisfy the scenery of the lliad.
For this purpose we have to choose between two
alternatives which, for the sake of brevity, we may
distinguish as the Kastern theory and the Western.

According to the Eastern theory, for which the
support of Schliemann and Dérpfeld has won wide
acceptance, the Scamander flowed in Homeric days
along the course of the Kalifatli and In-tepe Asmaks
to the sea. It thus lay entirely between the camp
and the town, and had to be crossed at a ford by
anyone going between the two. This ford lay at the
point where it was joined at nearly right angles by
the Simois, close to the present bridge by the village

of Kum Kai,
} See Appendix A.
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The Western theory, on the other hand, maintains
that the Scamander then flowed in or near its present
bed along the western edge of the plain, and, as now,
was nowhere joined by the Simois. The ford led
across the river, from the plain to the ridge of hills
by Sigeum : the road to the camp passed close by it,
but did not actually cross it. It was thus possible to
go all the way from town to camp without crossing a
river at all.

The ford of the Scamander is mentioned in three
passages of the lliad. (i) In xiv. 432 the wounded
Hector is carried by his friends, deeply groaning,
‘“towards the town. But when they came to the
ford of the fair-flowing River, even eddying Xanthos,
whom immortal Zeus begat, there they lifted him
from the chariot to the ground, and poured water
over him.” (ii.) In xxiv. 349 Priam and Idaios are
driving from the town to the camp: “and when they
had driven past the great tomb of Ilos, they stayed
the mules and horses at the river to drink.” And on
their return (692) ‘ when they came to the ford of
the fair-flowing River, even eddying Xanthos whom
Zeus begat,” Hermes left them, ‘“and they drove on
to the city.” In neither of these cases is it said that
the ford is crossed : another reason for stopping there
is given in each case, namely, to get water, for Hector
or the animals. (iii.) At the opening of xxi. the
Trojan army is in full flight before Achilles. “ But
when they came to the ford of the fair-flowing River,
even eddying Xanthos, whom immortal Zeus begat,
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there sundering them he chased the one part to the
plain toward the city, even where the Achaians were
flying in affright the day before . . . but half were
pent into the deep-flowing silver-eddied river, and
fell therein with a mighty noise, and the steep
channel sounded, and the banks around rang loudly.”
Here it is made very clear that, though the ford lies
on the direct way to the town, it is not crossed; it
is 'those who are cut off from the way ‘to the plain
toward the city ” who are driven into the river: the
river lies therefore beside and not across the frack
which leads to the city.

Let me say at once that the present course of the
Scamander does not entirely satisfy the conditions.
It is too far to the west : no ford across it could he
actually on the direct road between camp and town.
The only position which meets the requirements is a
river-bed running through the very middle of the
plain, with a ford crossing it in a west-east direction
about half a mile west of Kum Ko6i. That this is at
least a possibility is shown by the existence of more or
less deserted channels, some of them very deep, along
the whole conjectural course of the Scamander pro-
posed in the accompanying sketch map. This will
show better than words how the ford lies just where
the battlefield is narrowed by the two streams, and
thus marks the natural boundary between the opposing
forces. Here, as Priam goes to the Greek camp, he
enters the danger zone, and Hermes takes charge of
him ; and here on his return he passes into the
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neighbourhood of his friends, and can safely be left by
his divine bodyguard.

But it will be urged that Homer expressly says
that the Simois joined the Scamander. That is true :
in Il. v. 774, the goddesses Hera and Athena come
down to take part in the battle; ‘“and when they
came down to Troy and the two flowing rivers, even
to where Simois and Skamandros join their streams
(ﬁx1 podc Cuwdac cuumBdlhheron Fdd Cxéucubpoc), there Hera
stayed her horses and loosed them from the car and
poured thick mist round about them, and Simois
made ambrosia spring up for them to graze.” 8o it
18 : in this one passage the poet clearly conceives the
two rivers as meeting close under Troy, and so cutting
the city off from the camp.

He thus stands in direct conflict not merely with
the opening of xxi., which so clearly shows that the
rivers did not meet, but with the whole of the battle
pictures of the lliad. On the Eastern theory, the
only battlefield over which armies can move freely is
the little space, hardly a mile in length and less in
width, bounded by the Hissarlik hills on the south,
by the Diimbrek Su and the Kalifatli Asmak on
north and west. This might perhaps pass for the
fights from the third book to the seventh, where the
Greeks have so clearly the upper hand that they may
venture to fight with a river passable only by a ford
immediately in their rear. But with the eighth book
the difficulty becomes acute. Thenceforth the fight-
ing sways constantly backwards and forwards, from
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the inside of the Greek camp to the very walls of
Troy (xvi. 702), but there is never any ford to be
passed. Yet had there been one, inevitably it must
have been the very pivot upon which every battle
turned ; neither side could even get into touch with
the other until the ford had been secured.! The poet
knows well enough what a ford means to a defeated
army ; when the Trojan host is divided, and part of
them are caught in flank at the ford and driven into
the river, they are helplessly slaughtered like rats in
a trap. But if the ford was where the Eastern theory
puts it, such an incident as this must have been of
daily occurrence.

This comes out perhaps with a special clearness at
the beginning of the eleventh book. In lines 48-51
the Achaian forces are drawn up at the trench
immediately in front of the camp. They attack the
Trojans, at first with a series of small successes which
culminate at line 150 in a sweeping victory. * Foot-
men slew footmen as they fled perforce, and horsemen
horsemen . . . and King Agamemnon followed them,
slaying ever and shouting to his Argives . . . and so
they hasted past the tomb of Ilos, son of Dardanos of
old, through the midmost plain, past the fig tree,
hurrying towards the town, and the son of Atreus
ever hurrying upon them shouting . . . and when
they came to the Skaian gate and the oak tree, there
they began to stand and waited one for the other.”
Here we have specific mention of the tomb of Ilos,

1 All this is well argued by C. Robert in Hermes, xxiv. 78 ff.
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which, according to xxiv. 849, must have been quite
close to the ford : yet the ford is not; it does not
cause even a momentary hindrance, and the fight
continues without interruption right up to the Skaian
gate of the city itself. It is the same in xvi., when
Patroclos chases the Trojans actually from within the
camp till he can leap upon the very wall of the town.

It is vain to argue that a ford means little or
nothing to the light-shod Oriental, and is an obstacle
only to the booted men of modern Europe. That
may be true for one man, or even for twenty ; but for
an army ! And an army which placed its reliance on
chariots !

The wall round the Greek camp introduces diffi-
culties of its own: it is sometimes present, and
sometimes ignored—that at least one may, I think, be
permitted to say without incurring the pains and
penalties of Higher Criticism. But when it is
mentioned, it 18 a real wall, and the difficulties pre-
sented by the moat beneath it are vividly set before
us. But the ford, at least as serious an obstacle, is
simply ignored from beginning to end of all the
fighting between the armies. If we are to believe
our poet capable of this, we need trouble no more
about Homeric topography, or, for the matter of that,
armour and tactics; he is an unreal dreamer, who
has no idea of the scenery of Troy or the conditions
of battle.

Even the existence in Homeric times of a deep
channel where now lies the Kalifatli Asmak, though
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it may have been, as now, without any current except
in winter, seems to me inconsistent with Homeric
scenery. It has steep banks of alluvial soil, and the
Turks, lightly though they think of fords, have
found it worthy of a stone bridge immediately under
Hissarlik. It has already been suggested that the
Asmak is of later formation ; there may well have
been a time when the main channel of the Scamander
took the drainage of the Duden swamp near Thymbra,
the chief source of the water in the Asmak. There
would then have been nothing to keep the Asmak
in existence; and I can only picture the place where
it now stretches as being, in the days of the Trojan
War, level with the surrounding plain.

Robert, in the article already mentioned, adds two
reasons for supposing that the Simois is not really
conceived as flowing into the Scamander. (i) In
the list of rivers of the Troad in xii. 19-23, all are
said to flow *from the mountains of Ida to the
sea,” and this appears to mean that they all have
separate mouths. Here the Simois is mentioned apart
from the Scamander. (ii.) When Scamander calls on
Simois (xxi. 308 ff.) to help him in overwhelming
Achilles, he addresses him not as a subordinate affluent,
but as an equal, “ dear brother.” The arguments are
ingenious, but can hardly be called cogent. Indeed
the passage in xii., where Simois and Scamander are
coupled by a xaf, whereas all the rest are joined by e,
seems rather to mark them off as an inseparable pair :
the added description, * whereby many shields and
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helms fell in the dust, and the generation of men half
divine,” applies at least as much to the Scamander
as the Simois. |

Be this as it may, it is certain that, for the credit
of the Iliad, the isolated line which speaks of the
junction of the two rivers must go. In what manner,
whether by itself or in the company of its neighbours,
must not here be argued : that would be to enter on
the forbidden paths of the Higher Criticism. But
when we have once faced the excision, we can say
with confidence that in all points where the landscape
18 fixed, Homer represents it with absolute faithfulness :
and that in the one point where it is fluctuating, the
changing course of the Scamander, it is possible to
frame a reasonable hypothesis which makes the whole
picture real and consistent.

There remain some details of the picture which
are worth a short discussion, though we are reduced
to mere guessing about them. |

(1) Firstly, as to the “spring of the plain” (epecude
nedfoo) where the Trojan army is thrice drawn up
(x. 160, xi. 56, xx. 3). This I now think Doérpfeld is
right in placing at the slightly rising ground on
which stand the few huts of Kum Koi, just in the
narrow space between the spot where I would place
the ford and the modern bridge over the Simois.
This is the obvious position for an army defending
Troy against an attack from the north: it is well
protected on both sides by river beds against flank
attacks, and the available front for assault is
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narrowed to the utmost. The ‘“rise,” it is true, is
almost microscopic, but it is enough to lift the village
above flood water, and Schliemann testifies that it
conceals a rider from the view of anyone on the hill
of Hissarlik.!

(2) Close to it, perhaps on it, must have stood the
“ Tomb of Ilos,” which we have twice found mentioned
as a landmark near the ford. In x. 414 the Trojans,
encamped on the *spring of the plain,” are debating
beside the tomb of Ilos; and in xi. 166 the battle is
at once in the midst of the plain (t.e. half way
between ships and town) and beside the tomb of Ilos.
So that all is here consistent. Here stood, too, a
wild fig-tree serving as another landmark—different
of course from the other wild fig-tree which, as we
shall see, grew close to the Skaian gate, under the
wall of Troy. It may be remarked that close to the
village of Kum Koi lie scattered columns, the
remains perhaps of a Roman shrine.? It is likely
enough that such a shrine continued an old tradition
of the tomb of a hero; though the tumulus, crowned
by a pillar of which Homer speaks (xi. 371),* has long
gince been washed away.

It may, however, just as well be the site of the

1 See Schuchhardt, Schltemann’s Excavations (Eng. Tr.), p. 29.

2 Schliemann’s identification of the spot with the Polisma mentioned by
Strabo is unsupported and intrinsically improbable. Dérpfeld thinks that
the remains only indicate a Turkish cemetery, the stones having been
brought from Ilium.

: critAHi xexAuuénoc andpoxaiiton &éni TOuBon

“IAou Aapdanidao, nalkaiol dnumoréponToc,
The tumulus is specially described as ‘¢ artificial.”
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tomb of Aisyetes, where (Il. ii. 793) Polites sat,
relying on his speed of foot, the Trojan sentinel
posted to give warning as soon as the Achaians issued
from their camp. We can hardly suppose him placed
anywhere but just here, half way between the armies.
There is room enough for two tumuli in this debatable
land, or indeed for more, standing in rows as they
do, for instance, on the top of the Bally Dagb.
Ancestral tombs are likely enough to be found
together in groups.

(3) At the beginning of xx. the gods join for a
time in battle, one part going to the Greek army, the
other to the Trojan (31-40). But soon a truce is
proposed between them, and the Greek party leave
the battle-field for ‘‘the mounded wall of Herakles,
that lofty wall built for him by the Trojans and
Pallas Athene, that he might escape the monster and
be safe from him, what time he should make his onset
from the beach to the plain.” The Trojan party * sat
down on the brows of Kallikolone.”

The place where Herakles rescued Hesione from
the sea-monster was, according to Stephen of Byzan-
tium and the Scholiasts—deriving apparently from
Hellanikos—the promontory Agammeia. There is
no evidence from other sources to fix this point:
indeed the name is found only in this connexion.
But promontories are not abundant on the generally
straight shores of the Troad: and Thacher Clarke’s
identification of Agammeia with “the steep and
desolate point of land which forms the mnorthern



44 TROY CHAP.

boundary of Beshika Bay”! is highly probable, and has
been accepted by Kiepert. Just to the north of it
lies the great cutting through the ridge which
tradition ascribed to Herakles, here, as elsewhere, a
drainer of marsh-land. The summit ridge close by
clearly fulfils the conditions of Homer's Wall of
Herakles. Distance, as we know from Zeus on Ida
and Poseidon on Samothrace, is no obstacle to divine
vision: from here the view of the plain is un-
interrupted, and the position is absolutely a neutral
one between the opposing armies, as a glance at the
map will show. This condition, it may be remarked
in passing, is not fulfilled by the location of the
Wall of Herakles on the point of Sigeum, which
Dorpfeld proposes. This would be to all intents and
purposes in the Greek camp, from which the gods
retire.

For Kallikolone we should, therefore, naturally
look in a corresponding position on the other or
eastern side of the plain. The name tells us little;
but it must be a hill with ¢ brows,” and these are rare
in this region of gentle declivities. It happens,
however, that just where we want it, there 1s a group
of hills so markedly ‘browy” that they gave the
name of Ophrynion to the Greek town set upon them.
The place is that where now stands the modern village
of Eren Koi. From the top of this ancient citadel
is & clear and striking view right down the valley of
the Simois, embracing the whole battlefield; and

1 Assos Report, ii. 226, where the legend is fully discussed.
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here the Trojan gods, at about the same distance as
the Greek, would be equally free from the suspicion
of surreptitious interference. And on the lower ridges
of this hill-group, where it encloses the Simois valley,
Ares had a little before been striding along to
encourage the Trojans :—
dxU xar' &xporéric néhioc Tpdeca kehebon,
&\\ote ndp Cundenm eoéwon &ni KalixoAhconHi.

Why this particular group should have received the
name of Beauty Hill we cannot pretend to say. It
is as destitute as the other hills of the neighbourhood
of special distinction of form or colour. But the
northern portion can at least claim one beauty—the
finest view in the northern Troad, both up and down
the Hellespont, from Sestos to Sigeum.

The degree to which the correspondence of
“ Dichtung und Wahrheit” extends may best be
measured in contrast with the claims of the only
serious rival of Hissarlik, the site on the Bally Dagh,’
which for about a century was generally regarded as
the citadel of Troy. Yet, beyond that it stands on
the margin of the Trojan plain, it has hardly a single
point in which it answers to the details of the lltad.
At a distance of eight miles from the sea, it is safe
from sudden surprise, and no fleet-footed Polites
would be of service; each attack upon it from the

camp would involve a serious expedition, instead of

1 This, and not Bali or Ballyk, is, according to Mr. Calvert, the correct
form. Bal-ly is the adjectival form from Bal, ‘‘ honey.” Here y expresses
the peculiar Turkish vowel (‘‘ back high wide,” slightly rounded) which has
its nearest relation in the Slavonic languages.
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being an incident which could be twice or thrice
repeated in a day. A chase round the walls becomes
so impossible a feat as to raise Homer's description
quite beyond any human interest into the region of
grotesque exaggeration so characteristic of Eastern
poetry, so carefully avoided by Greek. The hill
itself, with the plain below it, is invisible from Ida.
And the crowning absurdity is that it involves the
identification of the great river, the Mendere, with
the unimportant Simois, while the Scamander is
found in the little brook which rises from the springs
at the village of Bunarbashi, and trickles for half a
mile or so till it loses itself in reedy swamps.

No one would ever have dreamt of placing Troy
here, had it not been for the supposed discovery of
the enthusiastic M. Lechevalier, who said that he had
found here the two springs, hot and cold, which
Homer places immediately under the walls of Troy.
Unfortunately thermometers are not enthusiastic, and
obstinately refuse to recognise any difference of
temperature between the thirty or forty springs
which here gush out from the rocks. The curious
thing is that belief in the spot should have survived
their conclusive evidence. This is largely to be
attributed, no doubt, to the picturesque surroundings
of the Bally Dagh, with its steep precipices falling on
two sides down to the river, here winding through
a gorge of great beauty. It is eminently a place
which impresses the imagination ; Hissarlik is emin-
ently, so far as natural beauty goes, the reverse.
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And the Bally Dagh is the only picturesque spot
round the whole plain.

Much stress has been laid upon the words of the
great soldier Moltke, ‘“ We who are no scholars suffer
ourselves to be simply guided by a military instinct
to the spot which, in old times as well as now, would
be colonized, if an inaccessible citadel were to be
founded.” Moltke’s “if” is a wise word: inacces-
sibility is rather a disqualification than an advantage
for a town which has to play a part in history. It
may indicate the site for a fortress to command
a great trade route or an important harbour : in itself
it can do no more than furnish a robbers’ nest. The
Bally Dagh in fact has never been of importance :
the very name of the small settlement which once
stood on it is matter of dispute. Probably it was
Gergis, one of the three hill-forts in which the lady-
satrap Mania kept her treasure;' for such a purpose
it is admirably suited. It has a false appearance of
strategic importance as it towers over the defile of
the Scamander. But this defile itself is too narrow,
steep, and winding to furnish a road; the track
to-day uses but a stretch in the middle, and at both
ends mounts high over the hill-sides. The natural
outlet for the rich plain of the middle Scamander
does not lie along it at all ; it passes westwards from
the modern Ezine over much easier paths to the
sea. That this is the best route is amply proved
by the importance to which Alexandria Troas rose at

1 Xen. Hell, iii. 1. 15.
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once when an artificial harbour was made to afford
a shelter on this naturally open and exposed coast ;
and by the fact that the steep hill commanding the
passage, the Chigri Dagh, was the site of a large
fortified town, Neandria, which existed till the
foundation of Alexandria. This is the really strategic
point. The Bally Dagh in fact would have military
importance only if the middle and lower plains of the
Scamander were in different and hostile hands; it
would then form an essential frontier-post between
the two. Such a partfition is very unlikely, and has
apparently never occurred.

In spite of the loving detail with which the litad
(xxil 147-156) describes the double fountain under
the walls of Troy, it is no longer possible to use it as
evidence: no such combination of hot and cold
springs now exists in the plain. All the sources
have been tested : some are warmer than others, but
the difference is in no case great, and nowhere are
two springs of perceptibly different temperature near
one another. The warmest in the plain are those in
the Duden Marsh, close to the Thymbra farm.
They were uncovered when the late owner, Mr. Frank
Calvert, had the marsh drained a good many years
ago. The temperature was found by Virchow' to be
from 20°-4 to 22° C. (68°-72° F.) as compared with the
12°-8 to 17° C. (55°-62° F.) of the rest. They may
therefore be called comparatively tepid. But Mr.

1 Beitrige zur Landeskunde der Troas, p. 16. The whole question is
there fully and finally discussed. :
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Calvert, the present owner of the farm, assured me
that the nearest cold spring was a mile away.
Either therefore a warm spring has disappeared since
Homeric days—and, it must be added, before the
days of Demetrius of Scepsis, who was as ignorant as
we—or the poet purposely introduced into his land-
scape a feature which did not exist. Of the two
hypotheses the latter is the more probable. It does
not seem likely that any hot spring ever existed on
the tertiary strata of Hissarlik, at a considerable
distance from the volcanic rocks which form a marked
feature of other parts of the Troad, and are well
provided with really hot, and not merely tepid,
sources.

Full though the Ilzad is of local colour, we have
nowhere else any set description of any of the natural
features of the plain. Everything is taken as known,
and enters only by way of allusion ; we are expected
to recognise at once the place and significance of the
ford, the tomb of Ilos, the Simois and all the rest.
Yet so abundant are the materials that it is still
possible to do so. We fail only in the one place
where the description is elaborate and minute. Is
not this to be taken as a warning that the poet is
introducing something of his own—something which
was not in the primitive story, because it did not
in fact exist at Troy? He is clearly within his
poetical rights in so doing, on the one condition that
he does not introduce anything which clashes with

his general scenery ; and what he gives us is in fact
E
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very characteristic of the Troad at large, though not
of the immediate surroundings of Troy. The hot
springs ' of the Troad are as marked a feature as the
cold which break out all over many-fountained Ida;
the poet has done no more than bring them together
into the very centre of his scene.

There is indeed, immediately under the summit of
Ida, a well-known pair of springs which may have
had something to do with the picture: though I
must confess that after visiting them I feel less
confidence in this explanation. The scenery, where
they burst forth at the foot of a steep limestone
cliff, is really sub-Alpine, and all the more im-
pressive because there is so little that can be called
mountainous in the Troad. They lie close to the
natural path from the summit of Ida to the Trojan
plain; so that anyone who had himself set eyes .on
the crocus and hyacinth of the heights is likely to
have seen these too.

They are not indeed, in the strict geographical
sense, ‘‘ the sources” of the Scamander, as might be
supposed from the way in which they are commonly
described. They come not from the head, but from
the foot, of a lateral glen, and after a course of
a few hundred yards fall into a considerably larger
torrent, the main stream of the valley. But this is
itself only an affluent of the Scamander, the real

1 The country is still dotted with hot baths, most of them showing
abundant evidence of medical reputation in classical days. The nearest of
them is at Lijia Hammam, about 15 miles from Hissarlik, and close to the
site of Alexandria Troas.
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headwaters of which lie some miles away to the
north-east.

It is more important to observe that they can-
not properly be described, at least in their present
condition, a8 ‘“hot” and ‘“cold.” They differ in
temperature; one may be called cool, and the other
almost tepid. But it would seem that the difference
between them has apparently diminished notably in
the course of a century : the contrast may once have
been such as the Iliad describes.! But if we are to
have recourse to theories of geological change, it seems
possible to use this evidence in favour of the dis-
appearance of a hot spring close to Troy, rather than
for the localisation on Ida of what the poet describes
in the plain.

There is, however, one piece of evidence which must
not be left entirely out of sight. The warmer of the
two springs is to-day a holy well. It is sacred to St.
Elias : a religious service is held there annually on
the saint’s day, and it has a great reputation for
the cure of fever. The bushes over it are hung with
votive rags, and the stones which form its basin show
little black patches where incense has been burnt.
Such holiness is commonly an immemorial inherit-

1 The following are the recorded observations, by E. D. Clarke (1801),
Barker Webb (1819), Virchow (1879) and myself (1911):

March 1801 . Air 'F. Uppersprings34°F. Lower 69° F.?
October 1819 . ,, 63° ’y 43° y 10°
April 1879 .y B9° ’ 47° » 61°
May 1911 . ,, 68° ’s 45° ,» 08°

The difference between Virchow and myself may well be within the limits
of error of my thermometer.
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ance which has survived all changes of peoples and
faiths : it may well be that it dates from days long
before Homer. If these springs were places of
pilgrimage in prae-Mycenaean days, we have a reason
why they may have been so far displaced, and
brought to the central scene of the poem.

We shall see later on that a spring, in fact a triple
spring, does exist under the walls of Troy, at a spot
where it well suits the tale into which it is woven.
It is not unreasonable to suppose that this spring has
been endowed with the qualities of various neighbours
combined into a poetical whole ; and the marked way
in which this is done, so different from the allusive
touches where other scenery is concerned, may be
taken as the poet’s warning that he is here drawing
on his imagination.

We must now leave the plain, and turn to the
hill of Hissarlik itself for further information.



CHAPTER III

THE RUINS OF TROY

Non semel Ilios vexata.
HoORAGCE.
‘THE plain of Troy itself, exposed to frequent inunda-
tions in winter, marshy and malarious in summer,
i8 almost uninhabitable. The alluvial soil, fertile
enough where not waterlogged, can maintain a
considerable population; but those who till it are
compelled to have their homes on the hillsides, barren
though they are, as high as may be above the wet
and fever of the level. At the present day only
one poor village, that of Kalifatli, lies on the flat;?
while the hills around carry a considerable number
of thriving settlements, some of them newly founded
with Moslem refugees from various Turkish countries
taken over by Christian powers. Of all these ranges,
the one most obviously convenient to the tiller of the
plain is that of Hissarlik : instead of lying along the
margin like the rest, it projects into the centre, and °
8o gives access to the largest area of fertile land. We
need not be surprised therefore to find that it has

1 Kum KGoi is, I believe, inhabited only during the summer,
63
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been for nearly 5000 years an inhabited site. The
actual point where the ruins stand has indeed been
clear of houses for some 1200 years or more; but
the neighbouring village of Chiblak is old, and a
refugee settlement, named Hissarlik from the ruins,
has recently been established still nearer to them.’
The district offers for building the three most
important materials, timber, stone, and clay. The
hills are in parts well wooded, and the great pine
forests of Ida are not far off. The limestone rocks
at hand are easily quarried; they produce two sorts
of stone, one hard and durable, the other soft and
soon crumbling away when exposed to the air, though
sufficiently good for foundations. The third material,
clay, only needs carrying up from the plain below.
In the form of sun-dried bricks it offers the most
convenient and serviceable of all substances for cheap
construction : walls made of it are warm in winter
and cool in summer, and last indefinitely so long as
they can be kept dry. They must be raised on stone
gills from contact with the moisture of the soil,
protected from drip by wide eaves, and kept faced
with some sort of plaster or whitewash to preserve
them from driving rain. When once the wet is
allowed to get in they quickly subside into a heap
of mud. Clay roofs are a special source of anxiety :
they have to be rolled after every shower, and the

1 It will not be found on the map, as it is more recent than Spratt's
survey (1844); it lies just where the word ‘‘ Amphitheatre” is placed.
Since these pages were in the press I have seen the new Turkish map just
isgsued. In this the village is called Tevfikich,
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roller on the flat roof—a drum of an ancient column
for choice—is still a familiar sight throughout the
district.

It will readily be understood that under these
conditions any limited site, if inhabited for long,
would rapidly grow in height. If deserted for only
a few years, it would be found by returning settlers
a heap of confused rubbish, with walls and roofs
fallen in, timbers rotted, and stones and shapeless

clay all mingled together. The new inhabitants
would roughly level fresh platforms by shovelling

some of the débris over the sides of the hill, and
bringing up new material for their new houses. So
it was that the hillock of Hissarlik, at first a rocky
hump rising only some 50 feet above the plain, grew
in the course of centuries till this height had been
almost doubled by human hands.

The appended section (Fig. 1) is not drawn to
scale; it is merely diagrammatic, but shows the way
in which each stratum after the first completely en-
velops all that have preceded it. The summit has
twice been levelled : first in Stratum II., at a height
of 100 feet above the sea, and afterwards by the
Greeks or Romans who formed the top, at a height
of about 120 feet, into a temple precinct. In so doing
they sheared off and destroyed for ever the whole
central portion of Stratum VI. The hill thus roughly
resembles half an onion, with a slice taken off
the top. The whole northern slope too has been
stripped of all remains of the walls which must






m THE RUINS OF TROY 57

details it is misleading. There is, for -instance, little
but position to distinguish III. from IV., while V.
might perhaps be regarded rather as an earlier period
of VI. On the other hand the contrast between the
“first period ” and the ‘‘second period” of VI is at
least as great as between any two strata.

The various strata were named  Cities” by
Schliemann, and the name is still used, though it
again has become somewhat conventional. The
various settlements were either villages or castles ; no
city, or even town, stood on the spot till the Romans
built Ilium. Demetrius of Scepsis says that in his
day, the first half of the second cent. B.c., Ilion was no
more than a xwuénolic, too big for a village, but not to
be called a town; and that the houses were not even
tiled. Both these observations have been confirmed
by the excavations. Not a single roof-tile has been
found earlier than Roman days.

Into the history of the excavations themselves it is
needless to enter here. Up to the year 1890 the
story is told in Schuchhardt’s Schliemann’s Excava-
tions. The English translation of that work appeared
at the moment when, by a cruel irony of fate, Schlie-
mann died, just too soon to see the walls of Homer’s
Troy, for which he had searched in vain for twenty
years. The few Mycenaean potsherds found in the
last of his campaigns proved the clue by which, after
his death, Dorpfeld, with funds furnished first by
Mme. Schliemann, and afterwards by the German
Emperor, solved the riddle. His solution of it ranks
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with the greatest feats of scientific divination. The
brief abstract of it which follows can give but an
imperfect idea of the steps by which the conclusion
was reached.

THE FIRST STRATUM

The earliest settlement which has left traces on
the hill was discovered by Schliemann when, in 1872,
he cut his great trench from the north down to
the solid rock. Founded on the rocks were several
walls, and with them were fragments of pottery
and other remains, which give some idea of the culture
of the settlers. The way in which the excavation
was conducted was, however, not such as to enable us
to speak positively as to what belongs to this stratum.
A trench cut ruthlessly down through seven strata
obviously leads to a possible intermingling of small
objects falling down the steep sides, and some of the
finds which Schliemann attributes to this stratum are
now referred with confidence to one or other of the
upper layers. This is particularly the case with some
of the objects of metal ; and it 18 therefore impossible
to say definitely whether this settlement was purely
neolithic or “chalcolithic —standing, that 1is, at
the beginning of the bronze age. It is, however,
probable that some bronze knives at least, which
differ from any found in the upper strata, may be
taken as evidence that the use of metal on a small
scale was already known. The bulk of the imple-
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ments, however, was of stone, chiefly jade, greenstone,
and serpentine.’

Schliemann also attributed to this stratum certain
fragments of wheel-made pottery which further
inquiry would lead us to put among later work ; it
would seem that the use of the wheel was still unknown.
The pottery which unquestionably belongs to the first
settlement, though hand-made, shows in the best ex-
amples great technical skill. Some is rougher, some
finer ; but even the rougher sherds are often covered
with a glaze of fine clay skilfully smoothed with a
polisher of stone. The colour is generally black, but
varies considerably, owing apparently to the fact that
the baking was done in an open fire, not in an oven.
The decoration generally consists of linear patterns,
straight lines or zig-zags, rarely curved, and filled in
with white chalk. It is usually confined to the
inside of the cups.

These objects are, however, now far from Hissarlik,
in the museum at Berlin. All that can be seen of
the first settlement on the spot consists of a few lines
of wall running transversely across the bottom of the
great trench. One of them at once strikes the eye
from the arrangement of the stones in a sort of herring-
bone fashion,® the others are little more than lines of
rude and almost unshaped blocks. The two southern-

1 ¢ Virchow afterwards excavated in this stratum. Bronze has certainly
been found in it, as Virchow and I myself attest. I do not share Gotze's
view. The settlement was certainly neolithic, but already possessed metals,
like, for example, the neolithic stratum in Boeotia " (DORPFELD).

3 Marked with ““b" in Plate 111.
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most are marked on the plan as wider than the rest,
though on the spot this difference now hardly appears
to the eye. It seems, however, to afford evidence
that these were walls of defence, while the others
belonged to houses or similar buildings, perhaps only
sheepfolds, whose plan can no longer be discerned. If
this is correct it follows that the settlement must have
existed for a long period, and was extended by
pushing forward the line of defensive wall : there is
no other obvious reason why two thick walls should
have been built one in front of the other. Further
evidence of long-continued habitation is afforded by
the fact that some walls have been found whose
foundations do not go down to the rock, but rest on
débris. The considerable depth of the deposit, some
12-14 feet, points in the same direction; but the
upper portion of it, below the surface of the second
settlement, shows no sign of human habitation, and
is therefore probably made earth, brought to raise the
level of the plateau.

With this scanty knowledge we must be content
to leave this early settlement in prehistoric darkness.

THE SECOND STRATUM

With the Second Stratum we find ourselves, in
every sense, at a higher level than the first. Culture
has advanced, and we can trace, to some extent, its
gradual development; so that, though we have no
means whatever of connecting the story of the town,
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or rather castle, with outside events, we can still
construct the skeleton of a history.

We find ourselves dealing with a people who were
in the full development of the bronze age. They were
a wealthy people: abundant stores of gold ornaments
were found among the ruins left after the final
destruction of the settlement by a great conflagration,
which swept the entire area of the castle. They
inhabited the site through a long series of years,
which must, on the whole, have been a period of
increasing wealth; for twice, at least, the central
plateau was enlarged by the extension of the great
walls which surrounded i1t; and twice the houses
which covered its surface were levelled and rebuilt,
apparently on a larger scale.

The settlement, however, was no more than a
castle of quite moderate size. Though the trace of
the walls is not complete, enough remains to show
that the interior area available for buildings, roughly
circular in shape, can hardly anywhere have much
exceeded 100 yards in diameter. It can at best have
been the strongly-fortified dwelling of a chieftain and
his family, with a quite small garrison of retainers.

The surface of the hill was from the first regularly
levelled, and this level of just over 30 metres, say
100 feet, above the sea, is 80 exact throughout as in
itself to mark off this stratum from all the rest. The
height of the hill outside varied; on the 8. W. side,
just outside the walls, it was about 21 or 22 metres
(70 feet) above the sea, while at the S.E., where it
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joined the neck of high land running eastward, it
was about the same as the interior. Thus large re-
taining walls were needed all round the S.W. and
W. sides, and presumably still larger ones on the N.,
where all trace of them 1is lost.

The construction of these retaining walls is very
characteristic of the stratum. They are built with a
very marked slope or “ batter,” varying roughly from
45 to 60 degrees, and of comparatively small stones,
hardly hewn, and loosely laid together with nothing
better to bind them than unburnt clay. They can
thus be climbed almost anywhere. They terminate at
the interior level of 100 feet. On the top of them
stood the walls proper: vertical ramparts of unburnt
clay, crowned, we must suppose, by a roofed gallery
running along the top—for a clay wall needs such a
roof to preserve it from the effects of rain. How
high the ramparts were cannot be told; we can only
say that they were not less than 10 ft. high, for in-
some places the remains are still standing to that
height. They seem to have had an average thickness
of something like 11 feet. On the S.E. side, where the
inner and outer levels were the same, the retaining
wall was needless, and the clay ramparts stood
directly on a vertical stone socle about 3 ft. high,
just enough to prevent the moisture of the soil rising
into and softening the sun-dried bricks.

These walls were pierced by two main gates; one
on the S.W. side, another on the 8., just where it
begins to turn to the N.E. It is a study of the
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alterations made in these gates which has enabled
Dorpfeld to divide the history of the stratum into
three periods; a division confirmed by corresponding
differences in the interior buildings, and to some
extent by advances in culture. It may be mentioned
here, though somewhat out of place, that there was a
distinct step in civilisation between the first and
second periods of this settlement. In the first period,
as careful excavation has proved, the pottery shows
no advance beyond that of the First Stratum ; indeed
in some respects there is a falling off. The wheel is
not yet known, and the handiwork, notably the
polishing of the surface, is inferior ; the pots are still
baked at the open fire, and exhibit all the irregularity
of hardness and colour which that process involves.
But in the second period both the potter’s wheel and
the kiln have been introduced, and are used with a
considerable degree of technical skill.

The architectural evidence for the three periods of
the second stratum is clearest in the case of the
southern gateway, and is well set out in the accom-
panying figures, which show the first and the latest
states of the gate in solid black (Figs. 2 and 3). It
will be seen that the original approach from the
outside was by a long passage about 8 feet wide,
rising by a gentle slope, about 1 in 15, from a height
of 2651 metres, 87 feet above the sea. This passage
is evidently intended for the use of cars. It passes
through a large tower projecting from the city wall.
The .}'ound dots flanking it on both sides represent
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remains of wood-ashes were found in these spots, and
it was moreover possible to measure the diameter of
the posts, and even to tell something of their surface ;
for the fire had baked all the surrounding clay into
solid brick, and preserved not only the holes in which
they stood, but even the marks which they had made
in the clay of the vertical walls." They were roughly
hewn stems of some 8 inches in diameter.

It is evident that they were meant not only to
support the walls, but to carry a roof. We can,
therefore, say that the great tower through which the
way went had an upper floor at about the level of the
inner plateau. At one point in the right-hand wall,
just when it has passed the main wall, it will be seen
that the posts for a short distance stand much closer
together. This probably indicates that through some
subsidence or bad work the side wall had here given
way, and was thus repaired.

A little beyond this spot the roadway makes a
turn to the right. It has, in fact, almost reached the
building which stood in the middle of the fortress,
and in order to maintain an even slope, it was
necessary that it should take a circuitous course.
But it can be seen that a steep ramp—almost a stair-
case—is provided for foot-passengers, and brings them
up straight to the front of the main building (see
Fig. 4). How the main approach continued could

only be discovered by destroying later remains,

1 Exposure to the weather is unhappily doing its work rapidly ; in 1911
I could hardly distinguish a trace of these interesting marks which in 1908
were quite unmistakable.

F
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and is, therefore, not known. It may either have
turned round till it reached the main level near the
top of the little ramp, or it may have led to some
building farther to the right than the present megaron
of the third period, to which we shall presently come.!
That the roadway was open to the sky after passing
the bend is indicated by the fact that the walls are
here sloping and revetted with stones, instead of being
vertical and sustained by wooden posts.

The additions made to this entrance in the second
period are shown in Fig. 2 by the cross-hatched
portions. It will be seen that on the W. side the
wall has been brought forward 20 feet and on the E.
30, while the tower covering the gateway has been
doubled in area, the whole of the older work being
enclosed in an outer casing of fresh masonry, enabling
a much larger number of men to take part in the
defence. But the original design of the covered way
has been adhered to. The additions themselves were
apparently made not in a single stage, but in two
successive enlargements.

In the third period the whole design was funda-
mentally changed. The old covered way was entirely
filled up, the surface levelled, and a new main wall
built, abutting on the large tower nearly at its outer
point, and standing on both sides of it well in front
of the old wall. The area of the tower itself was

levelled and thus thrown into the interior plateau.

1 It may be noticed that in the square F3 of the plan are foundations
which seem to indicate the existence at this point of a large building of the -
first period.
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of this hall, in front and at the back, are two
more spaces enclosed by side-walls of about the
same length as those of the middle chamber. There
is no means of saying whether these supported a roof,
and so formed two porches, or were merely buttresses.
As Dorpfeld remarks, a covered chamber outside the
gate is not a likely arrangement, as it would merely
form a shelter to protect an enemy attacking the
gateway. .

This gate is on the general level of the inner
plateau, its sill being but a few inches lower than the
floor of the Megaron. It is placed where the slope
of the hill brings the outside level nearly to that of
the plateau, but there was still a rise of several feet
to be gained before the wall was reached ; whether
there was for this purpose a ramp or steps is not
clear. The steps which appear at the right-band
bottom corner of Fig. 3, marked aa, belong to a
later time. |

We can, however, form a conjecture by comparing
what was done at the S.W. gate. The change in the
position of the gate which we have been considering
was in fact part of a systematic reconstruction, and
the same stages can be traced in the gate marked FL,
in squares B5 and C5. Gate FL was, like FN, formed
originally by a large projecting tower pierced by a
covered way which penetrated some distance inside
the wall before it reached the central level. Here
again the wall was pushed forward in the second
period, though not so far; nor were any great
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additions made to the size of the covering tower.
Here, too, in the third period, the tower was levelled,
and the main wall built right across it—mnot in this
case outside—a new gate being made a short distance
to the east. This new gate, FM, though smaller than
FO, shows precisely the same plan — the central
chamber or guard-room, with the projecting walls
forming antechambers in front and behind.

In this case we see two features which may
probably have existed in FO. There, however, they
are barely, if at all, traceable, whereas in FM they
form two of the most noticeable remains of the
Second Stratum. The first is the sallyport, a narrow
passage which will be seen on the main plan leading
northwards from the covered way, just at the angle
where the wall abuts on the tower. When the wall
was brought forward in the second period, this
passage would have been blocked, had it not been
continued at right angles through the new structure.
This continuation formed a sort of small interior
chamber in the thickness of the wall, and was closed
by a doorway with a wooden lintel, supporting the
upper portion of the wall. ~When Dorpfeld discovered
it, it was still perfect, except that the wooden lintel
had decayed, so that the stones immediately above
had sunk till they rested on the rubbish with which
the whole chamber and doorway had been filled.
He put an iron girder to retain them in their position ;
but this was stolen for the sake of the metal, and the
upper portion of the door fell in. But the inner

| -
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chamber, and the sideposts of the door, are still
conspicuous, as the wall here stands no less than 25
feet high.

The other striking feature of this portion of the
wall is the great ramp leading to the gate FM. The
portion of it which is uncovered rises steeply, at a
slope of about 1 in 4; it is paved with limestone
slabs, carefully fitted, and as sharp, one would think,
as the day they were laid. It is noteworthy that
they show no traces of wheels : indeed wheeled traffic
would hardly have been possible on so steep a slope.

In addition to these two great gates there may
have been others on the north side, where the wall
has entirely perished : there was also a small sally-
port at the extreme west point (FJ in plan, square
B4).

There were also, at one point at least, just east of
the great gate FO, three flanking towers. Here the
ground outside rose nearest to the level of the fort,
and protection was most needed.

The internal plateau to which these gates led was
occupied by a number of buildings. When Schlie-
mann began his excavations, he drove his great
trench through the western half of this plateau, and
destroyed some of the most important evidence; but
fortunately he left enough to give an idea of what
must, to all appearance, have been the principal
dwelling within the fort. This is known as the
megaron, and is marked II. A (Fig. 4). The plan
can be fairly made out in most respects; but the
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































