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C.M., Tradition and Design in The Ilisad. (cont'd) L

From these indications it seems that the Hittite and Egyptian records
are not wrong, and that the Achaeans were a power to be reckoned with in ¥ax
the fourteenth and subseguent centuries.

No doud%t in the process of years the factq were distorted, and for

this reason it is impossible to press tooc far the account of the events
which Homer gives. This was indeed a2 heroic age, and none of the main +
features which Homer describes, the kingdom of Agamemnon, the Siege of
Troy, the Achaean domination, &re in themselves impossible or even
improbable. But beyond this 211 is fable. Even Azamemnon himself can only
be a poetical figure till his name is found in historical documents of the
time. Poetry is not history, and it is absurd to expect an epic poet to
write a chronicle or even to teke trouble with his names and details. He
may telescope centuries and invent as his fancy pleases. But ultimately
his story is founded in fact, and claims to tell of what has happened.
Homer was too far removed from the heroic age to paint it accurately, bdut
he had inherited the tradit*on of gre=t things done, and like Heroaotus

affer him, his subject was E(pr( /“,,:yo()wc Te KA\ Cg"w/;da"f'af) =
ey c;/l’qo-:, 7} Ss ﬂdﬂlﬂq{adhf‘l Ao LeXS v in A

—

. His details may be pure invention., dut the i
general political situation which he describes seems to be Yased on fact. +

Footnote 1. 'Great and admirable deeds, some done by
Greeks, some by foreigners.!

Eerly epic confounds fiation with fact, and the two elements are hard to un- T
ravel unless we have the independent testimony of history. So until the

Hittite records. confront us with the name of Agamemnon, we cannct tell

whether he.is.a resl man like Theodoric.in the Germanic epic, or =2 creature of
folk-lore tike Beowulf,.or a.degraded divinity like S=ztan in Paradise Lost.

Such’ qunstlons. however. fascinﬁflng. cannot yet be solved, but they lie far

'beh*na Hcmer.v

Tfﬁomer‘s”Time and Place

In antlculty, d93p1te grnat dlvergvncas of detail, there ware three main views
of Homer's date.* The first, held apparently by Hecataeus ‘and repeated by Era
tosthenes and other late writers, made him either a conteﬂporary of the events
which he’ described oY within a ‘century of them, thus placing him in the

twe1fth or- ‘eleventh century’ before' Christ. The second view was that held by
Herodotus, that Homer lived not more than four hundred yéers before himself,
that is, in the latter ‘half 6f the ninth century. A third view held by
Tbeonompus pﬂaced him even l_ter, meking him a contemporary of Gyges and of
Archilochus. Allowing for some divagations these three views still holc the
fiela. Andrew Lang‘and the stricter unitarians hold that Homer lived at
the-end of -the Mycenean -Age,.and. that. he records. the.world -he knew. Mr, .- .-
Allen znd Mr. Scott place him about 900. The third view seems %o be held in

an advanced form by Professor Murray, who regards the “fin&l form of the Iliad

as the work of the rhapsode Cynaethns who lived in the sixth century. Roughly.
the guestion of date is the question of choosing between these three alternatives.
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