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ccording to Hesiod, a Greek poet who flourished

during the eighth century s.cE, all of human

history falls into five ages. The dawn of time was a

golden age, when men lived like gods. Everything

was good then, food was plentiful, and work was

easy. The next age was silver, when men took gods for granted,

killed one another, and lived in dishonor. So the gods destroyed

them, sending a mighty flood that spared only the family of

Deucalion, who built an ark. Then came the age of bronze,

when everything was made of bronze—houses and armor and

weapons and tools—and giants fought incessantly from huge

strongholds, causing destruction so great that no man’s name

survives. The time following was short but bright, a heroic age,

the time of men who ventured with Theseus and fought beside

Achilles and sailed with Odysseus, men whose names will live

forever. But Hesiod’s own age was iron: a dull age, a time of
tedium and strife and bickering and petty feuds.

Hesiod's periodization captures an understanding of history

that had evolved with humanity itself and that reflects actual

developments. The stories he knew told of a time before cities.
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They recalled times of environmental catastrophe. They
chronicled the wars of the age we still call Bronze, when the
enormous abandoned palaces visible in Hesiod’s day were
built. And they remembered the race of heroes whose glory
was measured by their abiding fame, and who bequeathed
a further round of stories. Thanks to new archaeological
finds, new linguistic discoveries, and new efforts at decod-
ing the historical record, we can both confirm and correct
Hesiod’s perspective on the past.

In the second millennium B.c.E., the ancient Near
East was transformed by the arrival of new peoples and
by the emergence of extensive land-based empires built
up through systematic military conquest. These migra-
tions and conquests caused upheaval, but they also led to
cultural contact and economic integration that extended
from Scandinavia to China. By the thirteenth century B.CE,
nations {rom the southern Balkans in Europe to the west-
ern fringes of Iran in the Ancient Near East had been drawn
into a wide-ranging web of relationships.

Yet this extraordinary system proved more fragile than
its participants could have imagined. Around 1200 B.C.E.,
a wave of mysterious invasions led to the destruction of
nearly every Bronze Age civilization. As a result, around
the turn of the first millennium B.c.E. we enter a new world
organized along profoundly different lines. In this new age,
iron would slowly replace bronze as the primary compo-
nent of tools and weapons. New and more brutal empires
would come to power, while new ideas about the divine
and its relationship to humanity would emerge. Two of
the Western world’s most enduring religious traditions—
Judaism and Zoroastrianism (zoh-roh-AHS-tree-anism)—
were born, fundamentally altering conceptions of ethics,
politics, and the natural world. This Iron Age would prove a
fateful historical crossroads, as elements both old and new
combined to reconfigure the ancient world.

INDO-EUROPEAN LANGUAGES
AND PEOPLES

In 1786, a British judge serving in India made a discovery
that transformed the understanding of history. Turning his
spare time to the study of Sanskrit, the ancient language
of South Asia, Sir William Jones discovered that it shares
the same grammar and vocabulary as ancient Greek and
Latin—to an extent inexplicable by sheer coincidence. He
then examined the early Germanic and Celtic languages of
Europe and the Old Persian language of the Near East, and
found that they also exhibit marked similarities. He con-
cluded that all of these languages must have evolved from

a common source. Within another generation, the ancient
language whose existence Jones had hypothesized, and
the later languages derived from it, would be labeled Indo-
European, reflecting their wide distribution from India to
Ireland. The Biblical story of mankind'’s shared language,
the story of Babel, turns out to be partly true.

Since then, scholars have greatly enlarged our under-
standing of Indo-European languages and their speakers.
Yet much remains controversial. It is certain that Indo-
European linguistic forms begin to appear in the Near East
and eastern Mediterranean shortly after 2000 b.c.e. Around
this same time, a group of Indo-European speakers also
moved into the Aegean basin, where the resulting language
became an early form of Greek. Other Indo-European
speakers went east; some may have reached western China.

These were not the only new peoples moving into
the Near East. As we noted in Chapter 1, Semitic-speaking
peoples were also making their mark, beginning with the
Akkadians and the Amorites, from whose ranks Hammurabi
came. The Assyrians, the Phoenicians, and the Canaanites
would also become prominent. These newcomers did not
wipe out existing cultures; rather, they built on established
patterns of urban life and organization. But their collective
impact was enormous.

New Settlers in Anatolia

By 1900 B.c.E., the nomadic Assyrians had become cara-
van merchants whose extensive trade networks stretched
across Anatolia and Mesopotamia. They relied on the pro-
tection of local rulers and, in turn, they made these rulers
rich. They also served as advisers and officials, and married
into important urban families. In the process, they carried
Mesopotamian civilization and its trappings into far-flung
regions.

In their wake, new population groups were attracted
to Anatolia, northern Syria, and Mesopotamia. The most
formidable of these were the Hittites, an Indo-European-
speaking people who arrived around 2000 s.c.E. In contrast
to the Assyrians, the Hittites were conquerors and colonists
who imposed themselves and their language on the peoples
they vanquished. By 1700 B.c.E., they had integrated many
city-states into a larger kingdom.

The Hittites’ warrior aristocracy fielded the most fear-
some army of the Bronze Age. They were quick to adopt the
latest technologies, including the chariot and (eventually)
the use of iron for weaponry. But the Hittites also adopted
the more peaceful practices of those they conquered, using
cuneiform to record their own language and laws. And they
sought to control trade routes, particularly the overland
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rade in copper and arsenic, the raw materials for making
onze. By 1595 B.c.E., they had captured Babylon.

A century later, the Kassites, another new people,
d into that devastated city. For the next 500 years, they
ed over a largely prosperous Babylonian realm. The
tites, however, continued to destabilize the region, until
were themselves checked by the arrival of a people
as the Mitannians, whose initial advantage was
use of horses, hitherto unknown outside the steppes
ia. Their light, horse-drawn chariots became terrify-
ng death-machines, transporting archers rapidly around
the battlefield. The Mitannians also pioneered cavalry tac-
fies. Eventually, however, their opponents adopted these
technologies, and the Hittites once again achieved the
dvantage and turned their attention to Egypt.

| .
HE NEW KINGDOM OF EGYPT )

s we have seen, Egypt's Middle Kingdom had been formed
the many internal changes of the First Intermediate
iriod, chiefly the redistribution of wealth and power. Now

vas further transformed by external forces, through the
nic movement of new peoples. Some of these came to
ypt as immigrants; others were hired as mercenaries. And
a while, a strategy of accommodation preserved Egypt
m large-scale armed attack and fostered commercial
hange with neighboring regions. But around 1700 B.C.E.,

remain mysterious; the Egyptians called them sim-
ksos (HIHK-sohs), “rulers of foreign lands.” The Hyksos
gan to project their authority over most of Lower Egypt.

With this conquest, the central authority of the pha-
h once again dissolved and Egypt entered what scholars
‘the Second Intermediate Period (c. 1650-1550 B.C.E.).
ntly, however, the Hyksos took over the machinery
pharaonic government in Lower Egypt and took steps to
limize their rule. In Upper Egypt, by contrast, Hyksos
/er was weak. Here, a native pharaonic regime maintained
uous independence at the traditional capital of Thebes.

hough the Hyksos established Lower Egypt as the
95t significant power in the Near East, their conquest also
ned the dominion of Upper Egypt over the Nubians,
O eventually founded an independent kingdom called
Sh. This Nubian kingdom posed a much greater threat to
= Native dynasty at Thebes than to the Hyksos in Lower
YPt—Dbut it also provided additional incentive to south-
il pharaohs determined to oust the Hyksos. By the end
the sixteenth century B.cE., the pharaoch Ahmose had

was invaded for the first time since the unification of _
per and Lower Kingdoms. These invaders’ origins and 1~

driven them out, establishing the Eighteenth Dynasty and
the New Kingdom of Egypt.

The Pharaohs of the Eighteenth Dynasty
’ s Caby
. Under the Eighteenth Dynasty, Egyptian civilization
\ reached the height of its magnificence and power. Although
'many Egyptian traditions were renewed and strength-
ened, the dynamism of the New Kingdom—particularly
its new focus on imperial expansion—changed the very
fabric of Egyptian life, which had never before looked
beyond the narrow world of the Nile Valley.

- Among the striking developments that took place during
this period was the rise of a new aristocracy whose wealth
was acquired through warfare and the winning of lands (with
slaves to work them), which they received from the pharaoh
as rewards for service. The Eighteenth Dynasty itself was
forged in battle. Ahmose, the man who expelled the Hyksos,
had been reared by the warrior queen Ahhotep. His eventual
successor, Thutmose I (r. 1504-1492 B.c.E), was the son of an
unknown warrior who married Ahmose’s daughter.

Under Thutmose’s leadership, the Egyptians subdued
the Nubians to the south, seizing control of their gold mines.
They also penetrated beyond their northeastern frontier, driv-
ing deep into Palestine and Syria. By the time of his death,
Thutmose could claim to rule the land from beyond the Nile's
Fourth Cataract to the banks of the Euphrates. Never had

.. Egyptso clearly declared its imperial ambitions. Nor was this
| success fleeting. The Egyptians would sustain a strong mili-
tary presence in the Near East for the next 400 years.

The Legacy of Hatshepsut

The early death of Thutmose’s son and successor could have
resulted in a crisis for the Eighteenth Dynasty. Instead, it
led to one of the most remarkable reigns in Egypt’s history,
for Thutmose 11 (r. 1492-1479 B.c.c.) passed the power of
pharaoh to his sister, wife, and co-ruler Hatshepsut (haht-
SHEHP-suht, r. 1479-1458 B.c.E.). Such brother-sister unions
were common in the Egyptian royal family, although they
do not appear to have been the routine way to produce royal
children: pharaohs customarily kept a harem of subsidiary
wives and concubines for this purpose. However, Thutmose
1I and Hatshepsut did conceive at least one child together,
Neferure; in fact, she may have been their designated heir.
For 21 years, Hatshepsut ruled as pharaoh in her own right,
while her daughter took on the usual duties of queen.

Like her great-grandmother Ahhotep, Hatshepsut
was a warrior. Moroever, she was routinely protrayed on
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Interpreting Visual Evidence

Remembering Hatshepsut

Dt )

sad” the relationship between
wo royal relatives? Does this

3.Given that Hatshepsut was Egypt's . %
legitimate pharaoh, what might have J ;
motivated either Thutmose Ill or his ’
son Amenhotep Il to deface her image
many years after her death?

godlike, steadfast, virile, authoritative—
even when the pharach was a woman,
Hatshepsut (. 1479-1458 B.C.E, images
A and B). So many statues and por-
traits of her survive that nearly every
major museum in the world has at least
one (the Metropolitan Museum of Art
in New York has a whole room set
aside for them). But many of these
images show signs of having been de-
faced during the reign of her successor,
Thutmose IlI, who was also her nephew
and stepson. Until very recently, scholars
assumed that Hatshepsut must have
usurped his powers, and that this was his
revenge. Yet the evidence clearly shows
that Hatshepsut was Egypt's legitimate
ruler. Why, then, would Thutmose Il
or his_heirs have tried to efface her
memory? b
~ The two unblemished steles shown
here depict Hatshepsut and Thutmose
ll. In the stele on the left (image C),
the frame, wearing a royal helmet; she is
offering wine to the god Amun. Behind
her stands Thutmose lll, wearing the
crown of Upper Egypt. In the stele on
the right (image D), Thutmose Il wears

the warrior’s crown, while Hatshepsut
wears the double crown of Upper and
Lower Egypt and wields a mace.

St G b he pharaohs of Egypt's
E: New Kingdom carefully
i controlled their public
:E images. The visual lan-
'} guage they used was

messmasssmsns ¥
-
==

these images tell us about
sles? What else would we
cnow before making a judg-
sut masculine and feminine
istics in ancient Egypt?

Questions for Analysis

highly symbolic, an iconography (vocab-
ulary of images) intended to make each
successive  pharaoh look as much
like his royal predecessors as possible:

1.Bearing in mind that few Egyptians
could read the hieroglyphs accompa-
nying these images, how might they

psut and Thutmose. D. Stele of Thutmose and Hatshepsut, from the Red Chapel at Karnak. ] i

i A. Defaced head of Hatshepsut.

B. Undefaced statue of Hatshepsut.

| TRANSNATIONAL NETWORKS
OF THE LATE BRONZE AGE

Bronze Age history must be understood within the con-
text of what we might call international relations. Yet
it is more accurate to call the political and economic
networks of this period transnational, because this web
of alliances and relationships transcended any idea of

national identity.

This Late Bronze Age was an age of superpowers.
The great pharachs of the Eighteenth Dynasty had
transformed Egypt into a conquering state, and the
Hittites had created an empire out of the disparate city-
states and kingdoms of Anatolia. The Assyrians con-
trolled Near Eastern trade, and the Kassite kingdom
of Babylonia remained a significant force in economic
and military relationships. In addition to these impe-
rial entities, numerous smaller states flourished and
extended their influence. Holding it all together was a
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k of trade that created an interdependent Afro-
an world.

Snational Diplomacy

gh warfare remained the fundamental mode of
ion, a balance of power among the larger empires
lly helped to stabilize the region. By the fourteenth
BC.E., a wide-ranging correspondence was binding
together and promoting a set of mutual goals and

understandings. Surviving letters show that the most powerful ;
rulers address one another as “brother,” while lesser princes
and chieftains show their deference to the pharaoh, the
Hittite king, and other sovereigns by using the term “father”
Rulers of this period also exchanged lavish gifts and entered
into marriage alliances with each other. Professional envoys !
journeyed back and forth, conveying gifts and handling {
politically sensitive missions. Some of these emissaries were
also merchants, sent to explore the possibility of trading

opportunities as well as to cement alliances.
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Transnational Trade

Indeed, it was trade that allowed smaller communities
to become integral parts of this transnational network.
Seaside cities such as Ugarit and Byblos became centers
for the exchange of dazzling commodities. A single vessel’s
cargo might contain scores of distinct items originating
anywhere from the interior of Africa to the Baltic Sea, as
demonstrated by the contents of a merchant ship discov-
ered at Uluburun off the Turkish coast in 1982. The region
was also supplied with goods brought in overland, via con-
tacts reaching into India and the Far East.

Trade was not only the basis for a new economy, but
the conduit for art, ideas, and technology. In the past,
such influences spread slowly and unevenly; now, the so-
cieties of the late Bronze Age could keep abreast of all the
latest developments. This trend was particularly marked in
large coastal towns. At Ugarit, on the coast of modern-day
Syria, the swirl of commerce and the multiplicity of lan-
guages spoken by traders even propelled the development
of a simpler form of writing than the cuneiform still in use
throughout most of the Near East. The Ugaritic alphabet
consisted of about thirty symbols representing the sounds
of consonants. (Vowels had to be inferred.) This system was
far more easily mastered and more flexible than cuneiform,
and it would become the model for the development of all
modern alphabets.

The search for markets, resources, and trade routes
also promoted greater understanding among cultures.
After a great battle between Egyptians and Hittites near
Kadesh (c. 1275 B.cE), the pharaoh Ramses II realized
that more was to be gained through peaceful relations
with his northern neighbors than through warfare. The
treaty he established with the Hittites fostered stability and
allowed further economic exchanges to flourish.

But greater integration also meant greater mutual
dependence. If one economy suffered, the effects of that
decline were sure to be felt elsewhere. And the farther this
transnational system spread, the more vulnerable it became.
Many of the new markets depended on emerging societies in
far less stable regions, where civilization was also new.

AEGEAN CIVILIZATIONS: MINOAN
CRETE, MYCENAEAN GREECE

Greek poets like Hesiod described a heroic age when
great men mingled with gods and powerful king-
doms contended for wealth and glory. For a long time,

modern scholars dismissed these stories as fables. Tales
of Theseus and the Minotaur, the Trojan War, and the
wanderings of Odysseus were regarded as reflecting no
historical reality. Greek history was assumed to begin
in 776 B.c.E., when the first recorded Olympic Games
occurred. The Greece of the Bronze Age was considered
a primitive backwater that played no significant role in
the Mediterranean world or in the later, glorious history
of classical Greece.

But in the late nineteenth century, an amateur
archaeologist named Heinrich Schliemann became con-
vinced that these myths were really historical accounts.
Using the epic poems of Homer as his guide, he found the
site of Ilium (Troy) near the coast of northwest Anatolia.
He also identified a number of once-powerful citadels
on the Greek mainland, including the home of the leg-
endary king Agamemnon at Mycenae (MY-seh-nee). Soon
afterward, the British archaeologist Sir Arthur Evans
took credit for discovering the remains of a great palace
at Knossos on the island of Crete that predated any of
the major citadels on the Greek mainland. He dubbed
this magnificent culture—which no modern person
had known to exist—“Minoan,” after King Minos, the
powerful ruler whom the ancient Greeks described as
dominating the Aegean, and the man for whom the
engineer Daedalus had designed the Labyrinth.
Although some of their conclusions have proven to be
false, the discoveries of Schliemann and Evans forced
scholars to revise, entirely, the history of Western civi-
lizations. It is now clear that Bronze Age Greece—or,
as it is often termed, Mycenaean Greece—was an im-
portant and integrated part of the Mediterranean world
during the second millennium B.c.E.

The Minoan Thalassocracy

In the fifth century B.C.E., the Athenian historian
Thucydides wrote that King Minos of Crete had ruled a
thalassocracy, an empire of the sea. We now know that he
was correct, that a very wealthy civilization began to flour-
ish on the island of Crete around 2500 B.c.e. Thereafter,
for about a millennium, the Minoans controlled shipping
around the central Mediterranean and the Aegean, and
may have exacted tribute from many smaller islands. At
its height between 1900 and 1500 B.c.E., Minoan civiliza-
tion was the contemporary of Egypt's Middle Kingdom
and the Hittite kingdom. And unlike them, it was
virtually unassailable by outside forces, protected by the
surrounding sea.

38 CHAPTER 2 Peoples, Gods, and Empires, 1700-500 B.C.E.

1alyzing Primary Sources
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plomacy of the Mycenaeans and the Hittites

Around 1260 8.c.t., the powerful Hittite king Hattusilis 1/l sent the following letter to a “King of Ahhiyawa,” identifiable
as a leader of the Mycenaean Greeks, who often called themselves Akhaiwoi, Achaeans. This fascinating document
exemplifies the tangle of close ties that bound powerful men together within the transnational system of the Late Bronze
Age, as well as the problems and misunderstandings that could arise from the misbehavior of men under their command.
The events referenced here all occurred in western Anatolia (Turkey), a region controlled partly by the Hittites and partly
by the Greeks, the same region in which Troy (llium) was located. (See the map on page 34.)

have to complain of

the insolent and treach-

erous conduct of one
Tawagalawas [tah-wah-
GAH:-la-wahs). We came

tact in the land of Lycia, and he
to become a vassal of the Hittite
| agreed, and sent an officer of

st exalted rank to conduct him to my

ence. He had the audacity to com-
| that the officer’s rank was not
enough; he insulted my ambas-
in public, and demanded that he
i 1
eclared vassal-king there and then,
out the formality of an interview.
ll: | order him, if he desires to
ime a vassal of mine, to make sure
troops of his are found in
when | arrive there. And what
find when | arrive in lyalanda?—
foops of Tawagalawas, fighting on
of my enemies. | defeat them,
any prisoners . .. scrupulously
the fortress of Atriya intact out
ct for my treaty with you. Now a
subject, Piyamaradus [pie-yah-
dus] by name, steals my 7,000
rs, and makes off to your city of
.| command him to return to me:
beys. | write to you: you send a
lessage unaccompanied by gift or
, to say that you have ordered

your representative in Miletus, a certain
Atpas, to deliver up Piyamaradus. Noth-
ing happens, so | go fetch him. | enter
your city of Miletus, for | have some-
thing to say to Piyamaradus, and it would
be well that your subjects there should
hear me say it. But my visit is not a suc-
cess. | ask for Tawagalawas: he is not at
home. | should like to see Piyamaradus:
he has gone to sea. You refer me to your
representative Atpas: | find that both he
and his brother are married to daughters
of Piyamaradus; they are not likely to
give me satisfaction or to give you an
unbiased account of these transac-
tions. ... Are you aware, and is it with
your blessing, that Piyamaradus is going
round saying that he intends to leave his
wife and family, and incidentally my
7,000 prisoners, under your protection
while he makes continual inroads on my
dominion? . .. Do not let him use Achaea
[in Greece] as a base for operations
against me. You and | are friends. There
has been no quarrel between us since
we came to terms in the matter of llios
[the territory of Troy]: the trouble there
was my fault, and | promise it will not
happen again. As for my military occupa-
tion of Miletus, please regard it as a
friendly visit....[As for the problems
between us], | suggest that the fault may

not lie with ourselves but with our mes-
sengers; let us bring them to trial, cut off
their heads, mutilate their bodies, and
live henceforth in perfect friendship.

Source: Adapted from Denys Page, History and
the Homeric lliad (Berkeley, CA: 1959), pp. 11-12.

Questions for Analysis

1.Reconstruct the relationship between
Hattusilis Il and the Achaean king,
based on the references to people and
places in this letter. What picture
emerges of their interactions, and of
the connections between the Hittite
Empire and Mycenaean Greece?

2. Why is Hattusilis so concerned about
the disrespect shown to him by the
Achaeans? Reading between the lines,
what do you think he wanted to
accomplish by sending this letter?

3.Based on this letter, what can you
deduce about the standards of behav-
ior expected of civilized participants in
the transnational system of the Late
Bronze Age? Within this code of con-
duct, what sanctions or penalties
could be imposed on individuals or
their nations?
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MINOAN FRESCO, c. 1500 B.c.E. A stylized representation of bull-leaping, painted into the plaster of a wall at Knossos. = Is this likely to

represent real practices? = Why or why not?

Thanks to its strategic position, Crete was not only a
safe haven but also a nexus of vibrant economic exchange.
Like its counterparts in the Near East, it acted as a magnet
for the collection of resources which were then redistrib-
uted by its rulers and their emissaries. Knossos was also
a production center for textiles, pottery, and metalwork.
Minoan merchants traded these with Egypt, southwest
Anatolia, and Cyprus for a range of exotic goods. Artistic
influences also traveled along these routes; among much
else, Minoan-style paintings from this period appear regu-
larly in the Nile Delta and the Levant.

Traces of the bright colors and graceful lines of these
paintings are still evident on the ruined walls of the pal-
ace at Knossos (Kuh-NOSS-oss). Furnished with indoor
plumbing, among other luxuries, it covered several acres
and comprised hundreds of rooms joined by an intricate
network of winding hallways that inspired the famous
story of the Labyrinth. The Minoans probably worshiped
a god in the form of a bull or bull-man, and they appear
to have devised an elaborate ritual sport known as bull-
leaping, similar to bull-fighting but involving an element
of athletic dance. There is also some evidence that they
practiced human sacrifice (possibly facilitated by the dan-
gers of bull-dancing) as a religious rite.

Despite all these fascinating remains, Minoan culture
remains mysterious because its language has yet to be
decoded. Its script is called Linear A, to distinguish it from

Linear B, used in Mycenaean Greece—a script that has
been deciphered. Although Linear A and Linear B represent
different languages, the formal relationship between them
reflects the fact that Minoan commercial activity engaged
the mainland of Greece. The presence of a wide variety of
Minoan objects on the Greek mainland corroborates this.

Yet the dynamics of the relationship between Minoans
and Mycenaeans remains debatable. Before 1600 B.c.E., the
Minoans were clearly much more sophisticated and may
have dominated their Greek neighbors. One story told of
Theseus describes how the hero was sent to Crete as a
hostage, intending to free Athens from the heavy tribute im-
posed by King Minos. Given what we have already learned
about the close relationship between myth and history, it is
probable that this story preserves ancient memory, just as
the story of Daedalus is an attempt to explain the techno-
logical marvels of the palace at Knossos.

Mycenaean Greece

When Linear B was deciphered in the early 1950s, the texts
written in this script spurred scholars to reconsider the his-
tory of ancient Greece. Since then, new research shows that
the Indo-Europeans whose language became Greek entered
the region in several waves after the turn of the second
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R B TABLET FROM KNOSSOS. Unlike cuneiform, whose
cters are formed using the wedge-shaped tip of a reed, the scripts
ear A and B used a sharp stylus that incised fine lines in clay or

llennium, dominating and displacing the indigenous
bitants. By 1500 B.c.E., huge citadels dotted the Greek
dscape, ruled by warriors whose epitaphs boast of their
rtial prowess and who were buried with their weapons.
power of these rulers was based on their leadership
d their ability to reward followers with plunder. The most
essful of them gained control of strategic sites from
h they could exploit major trade routes, engaging in
1 trade and piracy.

" Over time, and perhaps under the influence of Minoan
alture, the Mycenaean citadels developed into much more
mplex societies. They served as both centers of government
_.k:md warehouses for storage. By the thirteenth century B.C.E.,
- some rulers had carved out territorial kingdoms with as
'Ewlﬂany as 100,000 inhabitants; later, Hesiod would imagine
- their citadels to have been built by giants. These palace cen-
ers were adapted from Near Eastern models and their mas-
e size was not ideally suited to the Greek landscape. In
ar also, Mycenaean imitation of Near Eastern examples had
its limits. For example, Mycenaean kings cherished the char-
Ots used by their contemporaries on the plains of Anatolia,

* yet such chariots were highly impractical on rocky terrain.
ﬁt Despite these and other differences from their Medi-
terranean neighbors, the Mycenaean Greeks played an
~important role in Bronze Age networks. By about 1400 B.C.E.,
JﬂIBy had subjugated Crete, taking over Knossos and using
itasa Mycenaean center. In western Anatolia, not far from

- Troy, at least one Mycenaean king exercised enough influ-

- ence for a Hittite ruler to address him as “my brother.” This
evidence suggests that the Mycenaeans earned prestige as
Warriors and mercenaries, as the Greeks’ heroic poems attest.

The basic political and commercial unit of the
Mycenaean world—a powerful king and ‘war leader, a
warrior aristocracy, a palace bureaucracy, a complex econ-
omy, large territorial kingdoms—differs markedly from the
Greek city-state of the classical age (Chapter 3). However,
we can trace some features of this later civilization back to
the Mycenaeans, including the Greek language. Linear B
tablets speak of a social group with considerable economic
and political rights, the damos; this may be the precur-
sor of the demos, the urban population that sought politi-
cal empowerment in many Greek cities. The tablets also
preserve the names of several gods familiar from the later
period, such as Zeus, Poseidon, and Dionysos. And later
Greeks believed themselves to be descended from these
legendary forebears, whom they credited with superhu-
man achievements. Although they knew little about their
Mycenaean ancestors in fact, the impact of what they imag-
ined about them was considerable.

The Sea Peoples and the
End of the Bronze Age

The civilization of Mycenaean Greece seems to have col-
lapsed around the end of the thirteenth century s.c.E. What
triggered this cannot be determined with any certainty,
but the consequences of the collapse are clear. Because
Mycenaean Greece was an integrated part of a transna-
tional network, the effects of its demise were felt through-
out the Mediterranean and the Near East. Thereafter, a
wave of devastation swept from north to south, caused
by a group of people so thoroughly destructive that they
obliterated everything in their path. We might know
nothing about them were it not for a narrow victory by
the pharaoh Ramses III around 1176 B.C.E.

In the stele set up to commemorate his triumph,
Ramses 111 referred to these invaders as “Sea Peoples” and
named several groups as part of a coalition. Some were
familiar to the Egyptians, and it seems that many were
from the Aegean. Most notable were the Philistines who,
after their defeat, withdrew to populate the coast of the
region named after them: Palestine.

Because the Sea Peoples’ arc of annihilation started in
the north, it may have been one of the factors contributing
to the collapse of Mycenaean Greece. Disruption of northern
commercial networks would have devastated the Mycenaean
kingdoms, which could not support their enormous popu-
lations without trade. Suddenly faced with an apocalyp-
tic combination of overpopulation, famine, and violence,
bands of desperate refugees would have fled the Aegean
basin. Meanwhile, the damage to commerce devastated the
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