CHAPTER V
THE MEDIAN AND PERSIAN EMPIRES

1. Tae INDO-EUROPEANS: THE TRANIANS; THE MEDIAN EMPIRE

60. The Country. — As we descend through the centuries, we
find new peoples constantly becoming civilized and the area of
history ever widening. In the fifth millennium B.c. history is con-
cerned with the Nile valley only. In the fourth the country of the
Semites is added to the area, and at the same time Crete and the
Aegean region. Henceforth Europe as well as the Orient has a
history. It is well to keep this fact in mind while we continue our
study of the Oriental empires.

The next Asiatic country to come within the historical field is
the plateau of Tran’. It lies east of the Tigris-Euphrates valley,
between the Caspian Sea and the Persian Gulf. The central part
is a great salt steppe resembling the Great Basin of North America.
Through lack of water the larger part of the country is barren.
In the northwest was Media. In the south, bordering the Persian
Gulf, was Persia. An ancient writer, who was well acquainted
with Persia, describes it as follows: “ Here a mild climate prevails
the land is rich in herbs and well-watered pastures; it produces
abundance of wine and of all fruits except the olive. Therein are
luxuriant parks. Rivers of clear water and lakes well-stocked with
water-fowl irrigate the country. The breeding of horses and beasts
of burden prospers; forests full of wild animals are plentiful.”

61. The Indo-Europeans. — The Iranians — inhabitants of Iran
—— were Indo-Europeans, the third great branch of the White race.
In the word Indo-European the part «Tndo ”’ has reference to
India, and the name was contrived to denote the most westerly
people (Europeans) and the most easterly known people (Hindoos)
of the group. Indo-Europeans are those of the White race, what-

48



Origin of the Race 49

ever their descent, who speak an Indo-Furopean tongue. All
languages of the group have descended from a common parent
speech.! This parent speech must have belonged to a people who
once lived together as a group of closely connected tribes in a
definite region. Scholars disagree as to whether this early home
of the language and people was in Europe or in Asia or partly in
both. It is quite clear, however, that as early as 3000 B.C., the
tribes were moving apart and the dialect of each was growing into
a separate language. Even in their old home they were probably
not all of one blood, but were composed of divers stocks inter-
mingled. And while each tribe was migrating it was continually
taking up into itself all manner of people whom it met with on the
way. On reaching the home where we find it at the dawn of its
history, the tribe generally absorbed the natives of the place, and
continued long after to welcome strangers, whatever their origin.
In these ways the Indo-European peoples, as we know them in
history, were as thoroughly mixed as we can possibly imagine them.
Meantime the language of a given people was altered somewhat by
these foreign elements, and more by natural growth along with the
’wwwdemIMMdeﬂmWWRMMMM%mf
tial Indo-European character.

62. The Iranians; the Median Empire (606550 B.C.). — About
2000 B.C. some of the Indo-European tribes began to invade India
and eastern Iran, and to take possession of these countries. Slowly
the Tranians, as we may call the invaders of Iran, worked their way
westward in the face of the Elamites and other earlier inhabitants.
Some Iranian tribes, the Scythians, overran and desolated the
Assyrian empire; others settled down quietly and paid tribute to
the king at Nineveh. When the Babylonians revolted and made
war on Nineveh,? they called upon a powerful Iranian king to help
them. His people were Medes. In the division of the fallen Assyr-
jan empire they received the northern part, leaving the southern

10ur word “father,” for instance, is in Sanskrit (the classical language of India)
pitér, in ancient Persian pitar, in Greek matip (patér), in Latin pater, in German valer,
and similarly throtgh the other kindred tongues. These words for father have descended

from a single word in the parent speech. All these nations whose languages are so nearly

connected we call Aryan or Indo-European.
%§ 36.
E
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50 The Median and Persian Empires

part to Babylon. Not content with their share, the restless Medes
overran all Asia Minor as far west as the Halys River. This stream
formed the eastern boundary of the Lydian empire,* which checked
their progress in that direction. Meanwhile they were subduing
their nearer neighbors, including Persia on the south. But their
empire came to an end in 550 B.C., only a little more than half a
century after its founding.

II. Ter PErSIAN EMPIRE

63. Cyrus the Great (556-529 B.c.). — Cyrus, king of Persia,
was a vassal of the Median king. But in 530 B.C. he led a suc-
cessful revolt against his master. Thereupon the Median empire
became Persian. Able and ambitious, Cyrus pushed his conquests
in every direction. One of his most important acquisitions was the
Lydian empire, which included all western Asia Minor. The kings
of Lydia had created this realm by conquering their neighbors,
including the Greek colonies in Asia Minor. In the time of Cyrus
Croe’sus was king. The heir of enormous wealth amassed by his
predecessors, Croesus lived in luxury, and lavished money on favor-
ites and on friendly states. Against the rising power of Persia he
formed a grand alliance, which included the kings of Egypt and
Babylon. But the blow fell sooner than he had calculated. Cyrus
marched rapidly against him, defeated his army, and took Sar’dis,
his capital. Croesus was made prisoner. As Babylon had joined
Lydia in the war, Cyrus besieged the city and took it by surprise,
while the great lords were feasting in the palace.

64. Cambyses (529-522 B.C.). — Cam-by’ses, son and successor
of Cyrus, conquered Egypt. There taking the place of Pharaoh,
he worshipped the gods of the country. It is said, however, that
in intoxication or violent anger he killed the steer-god Apis. Puffed
up with pride, he thought he could conquer the world ; but he met
with enormous losses in a vain attempt to subdue Libya. News
of an insurrection at home recalled him. Before setting out for
Egypt he had secretly killed his younger brother Smer’dis. During
his absence a certain priest who resembled the dead brother per-

1§ 63.



Political History 51

sonated him and mounted the throne. Most of the empire accepted
the usurper. Cambyses turned homeward, but died on the way
from a self-inflicted wound.

65. Darius I (521485 B.c.). — Da-ri'us, a distant kinsman of
Cyrus, ascended the throne and killed the false Smerdis. After
restoring order he gave the empire a thorough organization. Con-
tinuing a policy begun by Cyrus, he divided the whole area, with
. the exception of Persia, into twenty provinces, or sa'tra-pies, over
which he appointed governors, termed satraps. Under them were
native rulers of cities or tribes. The satraps were commanders of
troops, chief judges, executives, and tax collectors. In addition to
fixed gifts of produce for the support of the royal court and of the
army, each satrapy paid a definite annual tribute of silver or gold,
to which were added large indirect taxes and revenues from public
property. It was necessary also for the subjects to support their
native rulers as well as the satraps, and in time of war to perform
military service. Darius built excellent roads from his capital,
Susa, to the remotest satrapies, and introduced a postal system for
carrying official letters. The system of provinces was carried out
more thoroughly than had been the case under Assyria, and the
governors were held more strictly under control; in these respects
the Persian government was an improvement on that of Assyria.

Darius was not only an organizer, but an able military leader.
On the east the boundary was advanced to the Indus River. It was
a difficult task to protect the northern frontier from barbarian in-
cursions. Especially on the northwest, he was annoyed by the
Scythians,! who had migrated from Iran to the country beyond the
Caspian and Black seas. After vainly trying all other means of
stopping their inroads, he resolved. to cross into Europe and attack
them in the rear.  The invasion of Europe led indirectly to a
conflict with the Greeks. Beginning with this struggle, the remain-
ing history of ancient Persia will be told in connection with that of
Greece and Rome.? '

66. Civilization: the Arts. — The Indo-Europeans of Iran were
still shepherds and peasants when they conquered the Assyrian
and Babylonian empires. We could not expect them thereafter

1§ 62. 2 §§ 185 ff., 533



52 The Median and Persion Empires

to develop the useful and fine arts along original lines. The king
and nobles felt that they must have at once all the good things
enjoyed by their subjects. All their higher culture was therefore
borrowed. Most of it came from Babylonia, though some elements
were Egyptian and even Greek. Naturally they imported every
kind of movable finery ; and they engaged Babylonian artisans and
architects to work for them.

The chief feature of their architecture, like that of the Baby-
lonian, was the terrace. With an abundance of fine limestone in

‘fous oF CYRUS

their country, however, they were original enough to use it to a
great extent in their buildings. They showed their independence
of the Babylonians, too, in employing the column as a second great
feature of their architecture. In contrast with the Egyptian,'
their columns were tall and graceful, doubtless owing to Greek
influence. They were placed farther apart than in Egyptian tem-
ples, thus giving the Persian building a lighter and more airy effect.
An early example of their architecture is the tomb of the great
Cyrus. The building is at Pa-sar'ga-dae, the seat of his tribe.
It is a simple chamber, “ well preserved, but open and empty, onits

1§ 25.;



base of seven retreat-
ing stages, all of solid
blocks of white mar-
ble, surrounded by
fragments of what
was evidently a colon-
nade.”! Here the
Persians laid the body
of their king, covered
with wax, . for they
thought it a sin to
defile the holy air or
earth by cremating or
by burying the dead.

For the foundation
of his palace at
Per-sep’o-lis? Darius
erected a terrace of
stone, mounted by
beautifully sculptured
stairways. On one
part of the terrace
stood his dwelling, a
large hall with 2
porch in front and
rooms on the rear and
sides. Near by is the
Hall of the Hundred
Columns, for state
and festive occasions.
On the same platform
other buildings of

1 Ragozin, Story of M edia,
p. 300 f.

2The Persian king had
several capitals, including
Susa, above mentioned, and
Persepolis.
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54 The Median and Persian Empires

later kings repeat the plans of the two just mentioned. The walls
of the palaces have disappeared. Among the reliefs are lions, bulls,
and monsters like those of Assyria,! though better proportioned and
more natural. Certainly Greek artists must have had a hand in
the work. Whereas earlier Persian art shows the king fighting
with lions, later reliefs rep-
resent courtly pleasures
and religious formalities.
Through these changes we
may trace the decay of
Persia under the corrupting
influence of Oriental power.
Tn science and in all the
arts, with the exception of
architecture and sculpture,
the Persians accomplished
nothing worthy of mention.
They were not workers, but
warriors and rulers.

67. Religion and Litera-
ture.—In the earliest times
the Persians worshipped a
few powers of nature.” The
priests, ma’gi, attended to
the offerings and ceremo-
nies. Our word magic, de-
rived from the name of this
class, testifies to one of
their functions— that of winning the gods and expelling evil spirits
by charms. Before the religion had come to include many gods, it
was reformed and purified by Zor-o-as'ter, a prophet who lived in
the latter half of the seventh century B.c.°> He taught the existence
of one supreme God, creator of heaven and earth and man, and all
pleasant things for man. He was wise and holy ; he alone had maj-

A PrrsiaN King Kiruine A MONSTER

(A relief in Persepolis)

1§ 44. 2 CL § 42.
3 This is the view of Professor A. V. W. Jackson, the greatest living authority on the
subject ; see his Zorcaster, 141 ff.



Religion and Literature 55

esty and power. He had an eternal enemy, the evil and impure
spirit of darkness, the leader of a host of demons. Though the evil
one dared contend against God, he had neither wisdom nor strength,
and he was always worsted. Those who, in opposition to the prince
of demons, worshipped and obeyed the good God, gained immor-
tality and the reward their character deserved, whereas the wicked
fell into the pit of the demons. The true followers of the great

Darius RECEIVING CONQUERED ENEMIES
In the sky is the only God, by whose grace he conquers.
(Scene from the Behistan Rock)

prophet had neither images nor temples, but worshipped God on the
hilltops with fire, prayers, and drink-offerings. But some .used
symbols representing God, and even images ; and the masses failed
to content themselves with one deity.

Their holy book A-ves'ta, revealed by God to Zoroaster, contains
religious laws, rituals, prayers, and hymns. A considerable frag-
ment of the work is still extant. In addition to religious literature
they had some historical writing, including a ““ book of chronicles
of the kings of Media and Persia.”* This work has been lost, but

1 Esther, X. 2.
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we still have numerous inscriptions, carved by the kings, which give
us valuable information. The most important by far is that of
Darius engraved on the smoothed face of a lofty rock ! near the
western border of his country. In it the king recorded the deeds
he had done by the grace of God.

68. Morals. — The moral nature as well as the religion of the
race was admirable. Especially among Oriental nations, the en-
joyment of power and wealth in easy, luxurious living weakens
both body and mind, and corrupts the character. At first brave
and hardy, a conquering race soon degenerates and falls a prey to
warlike neighbors. This principle goes far toward explaining the
rise and fall of Asiatic empires. The Persians, for instance, —
strong, brave mountaineers, with simple habits and sound character,
— easily overcame the decayed Babylonians and Assyrians. For
a long time the conquerors retained their early virtues. They con-
tinued to educate their children “in three things only, — in riding,
in shooting, and in speaking the trut 72 Tinally, however, they so
declined that they were in turn subdued by a small army of in-
vaders from Europe (333330 B.C.)?

69. Contributions to Civilization. — Their greatest achievement
was to improve upon the government of Assyria. In all earlier
empires the conquering nation was everything, the subjects counted
merely as a source of income. In Cyrus and Darius this national
idea gave way to the imperial. In other words, they were the first
to treat their whole empire with consideration and kindness, to
look upon it as an organic unit, and to exert themselves for its
defence and improvement. In the vast extent of their realm, as
compared with those of earlier times, lay another advance; for
the idea of universal brotherhood could not arise in a world of
petty warring states. A broad political basis had to be laid on
which it could be built up. The Persian empire went far toward
serving this purpose. Lastly, by bringing Asia and Europe into
closer touch, it aided the interchange of ideas and inventions, con-
tributing thus to the progress of the world.

1 The name of the cliff, hence also of the inscription, is Behistan. This is the spelling

of the word adopted by Professor Jackson.
2 Herodotus, 1. 136. 3 §§ 316 ff.
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TII. Summary of Oriental Civilization

1. General Features. —The civilization of the Orient contrasted strik-
ingly with that of Europe. The Easterner had a vivid imagination, but
his reasoning power was never so strong or so well-trained as that of a Euro-
pean. He did not think consistently or follow his reason, but was natu-
rally obedient, ready to yield to authority. Asa result of this character
religion exercised great influence over all his actions; and he held the
priests in especial reverence. In every population were sharp economic
contrasts. The masses toiled to produce the good things of life, while the
rulers and priests enjoyed the fruits of this drudgery. In political matters
the Easterner had no thought of independence, but obeyed the king as a
child obeys his parent. Government in the Orient, therefore, was always
monarchical; the kings were absolute masters of their subjects. This
power enabled them to build on a large scale. Hence we find throughout
the Orient vast ruins of palaces, temples, statues, and other works. The
lesser arts and sciences all grew up as the creatures of religion. They
developed rapidly, but were so shackled by religious rules that they re-
mained dwarfed and immature. Though in the main all Eastern nations
were alike, they showed some minor differences and contrasts of character
and customs.

2. Contrasts between the Nile and Euphrates Cultures. — Similarities
between these cultures are included in the paragraph above. The following
contrasts may be noticed. Through the greater part of her history Egypt
rarely suffered invasion, the opposite being true of Babylonia. Egypt in-
Auenced few other peoples, Babylonia many. The Egyptians built in
stone, the Babylonians in brick. The former made extensive use of the
column, the latter practically none. Tn religion the Egyptians took much
thought of the next world, the Babylonians were chiefly absorbed in this.
The one nation was addicted to animal worship, the gods of the other were
nearly all celestial. Morally the Egyptians were perhaps the more devel-
oped people, whereas the Babylonians took the lead in commerce and science.

3. Mingling of the Cultures. — The two cultures mingled little till late
in history. From the time of the Old Kingdom there was some commerce
between the two regions. The Hyksos in their invasion of Egypt introduced
customs and ideas of their own, but nothing from Babylonia. To some
extent the Syrians, Hebrews, and Phoenicians represented a blend of the
two cultures; they derived some elements of their civilization from Egypt,
but far more from Babylonia. It was rather in their capacity as merchants
that the Phoenicians helped make each better acquainted with the products
of the other. Assyria brought the two regions together by conquest, but in
a purely mechanical way.

4. Transmission of the Culture to the West. — Egypt gave her products
and her arts to Crete and the Aegean region, and Phoenicia scattered the
seeds of Oriental civilization over the islands and coasts of the Mediterra-
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nean. Another intermediary was Asia Minor, especially Lydia. Oriental
arts, customs, and ideas passed through this country to the Greek colonists
on the western coast of Asia Minor, and thence to Europe. We can also
discover a reaction of Europe on Asia. Notably the Egyptians imported
delicately painted pottery from Crete; and Lydia took perhaps as much
from the Greeks as she gave them.

5. Consolidation; the Blending of the Cultures. — Persia not only
brought the civilized nations of Asia together in one empire, but made of
them an organic unit. Her kings chose the best arts and industries in the
empire, to be blended harmoniously for the decoration of their capitals.
In this way the Persian empire brought to completion a long period of polit-
jcal and cultural history.

Suggestive Questions

1. What distinguishes the Indo-Europeans from other peoples of history
(cf. ch. 1)? 2. Compare the columns of the temple at Thebes with those
in front of the palace of Darius (pp. 17, 53). Which seem the more grace-
ful? 3. Does the capital® consisting of a pair of animals seem to be espe-
cially appropriate? 4. Compare the Persian character with the Egyptian.
Which seems to be the more developed? 3. Compare the religion of the
Persians with that of the Flebrews. 6. Name the Oriental empires in
chronological order down to the Persian. What advances, if any, were
made by each in organization and government? . From the maps of
these empires calculate their relative size.

Note-book Topics

{. Organization of the Persian Empire. — Herodotus, iii, 8g—117.
II. The Scythian Expedition of Darius. — Herodotus, iv, 1—-144.
1II. Zoroaster. — Jackson, Zoroaster, especially ch. xxi.

1 For the meaning of the word capital, see § 173.
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