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and Odyssey were entire poems long anterior to Peisistratus,
whether they were originally composed as entire or not.—
No traces in the Homeric poems, of ideas or customs be-
longing to the age of Peisistratus.—Homeric poems. 1.
Whether by one author or several? 2. Whether of one
date and scheme?— Question raised by Wolf — Sagen-
poesie—New standard applied to the Homeric poems.—
Homeric unity—generally rejected by German critics in
the last generation—now again partially revived.—Scanty
evidence — difficulty of forming any conclusive opinion.
—Method of studying the question of Homeric unity.—
Odyssey to be studied first, as of more simple and intel-
ligible structure than the Iliad,—Odyssey —evidences of one
design throughout its structure.— Exhibits very few marks
of incoherence or contradiction.—Chronological reckoning
in the Odyssey, inaccurate in one case.—Inference errone-
ously drawn from hence, that the parts of the poem were
originally separate.—Double start and double stream of
events, ultimately brought into confluence in the Odyssey.
—Skill displayed in this point by the poet.—Difficulty of
imagining the Odyssey broken up into many existing poems
or songs.—Structure of the Odyssey—essentially one—
eannot have been pieced together out of pre-existing epics.
—Analogy of the Odyssey shows that long and premeditated
epical composition consists with the capacities of the early
Greek mind.—Iliad—much less coherent and uniform than
the Odyssey.—Incoherence prevails only in parts of the
poem—imanifest coherence in other parts.—Wolfian theory
explains the former, but not the latter.—Theory of Welcker,
Lange and Nitzsch.—Age of the Epos preparatory to that
of the Epopee.—Iliad essentially an organised poem—but
the original scheme does not comprehend the whole poem.
—Iliad—originally an Achilléis built upon a narrower plan,
then enlarged.—Parts which constitute the primitive Achil-
léis exhibit a coherent sequence of events.—Disablement
of Agamemnon, Odysseus and Diomédés, all in the battle
of the eleventh book.—The first book concentrates attention
upon Achilles, and upon the distress which the Greeks are
to incur in consequence of the injury done to him.—Nothing
done to realise this expectation until the eighth book.—Pri-
mitive Achilléis includes books i. viii. xi. to xxii.—Ninth
book an unsuitable addition.—Transition from the Achil~
léis into the Iliad, in the beginning of thé second book.—
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Transition from the Iliad back into the Achilléis at the end
of the seventh book.—Fortification of the Grecian camp.—
Zeus in the fourth book, or Iliad, different from Zeus in the
first and eighth, or Achilléis.—Continuous Achilléis—from
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the influence of maritime habits and commerce.—Difference
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of the Spartan women—opinion of Aristotle.—State-
ment of Xenophon and Plutarch.—Number of rich wo-
men in the time of Aristotle—they had probably procured
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—his means exclusively severe.—Statements of Plutarch
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to restore the dignity of the state.—Historic fancy of Ly-
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of the time of Agis.—Acknowledged difficulty of under-
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sitions with regard to the Spartan law and practice of
succession.—Lycurgean system—originally applied only
to Sparta—introduced equal severity of discipline, not
equality of property.—Original Dorian allotment of land in
Sparta unknown-—probably not equal.—Gradual conquest
of Laconia, the result of the new force imparted by the
Lycurgean discipline.—Conquest of Amykla, Pharis and
Geronthre, by king Téleklus.—Helus conquered by Alka-
menés.-—Progressive increase of Sparta

CHAPTER VII.

First and Second Messenian Wars.

Authorities for the history of the Messenian wars.— Chiefly
belong to the time after the foundation of Messéna by
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Epameinondas.—Absence of real or ancient traditions
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