
“The measure of intelligence is the ability to change.” 
― Albert Einstein 

 Maritime cultures share similar virtues as Modern Technological cultures:  Namely problem solving, 
objective-reasoning and egalitarianism and adaptability.  Indeed some historians have argued that 
Modern democracy emerged in the 1700's and comes from the sea. [1]

by Alisson Clark

Sure, they did their fair share of burning and looting. But who knew pirates were ahead of our 
Founding Fathers when it came to good governance?

Everyone knows that swashbuckling types aren't exactly known for obeying the rules. But years before 
the United States gained its independence, democracy was actually thriving aboard pirate ships. 
Perhaps that's because they reasoned that a little law and order was better than the alternative. 
Crammed aboard a ship with 300 unruly sailors, pirates were quick to adopt a government rather than 
let anarchy ensue.

Democracy Now
Of course, why they chose democracy as their form of government is another matter. As it turns out, 
buccaneers were leery of absolute authority. Many were escaped slaves or indentured servants who'd 
suffered under the tyranny of plantation owners in the Caribbean. Others had served under iron-fisted 
ship captains, who were rarely held accountable for their abuses of power. So, pirates settled on a form
of government that recognized the individual without putting too much control in any one person's 
hands—democracy.

For a mob of mostly illiterate seadogs, their concepts of governing were pretty evolved. Typically, they 
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divided authority into three branches, complete with checks and balances. The captain, who only ruled 
absolutely in times of battle, was the executive branch; the quartermaster, who arbitrated 
disagreements and doled out punishments, was the judiciary; and the entire crew served as the 
legislature, voting on matters of importance, such as when to attack other vessels and when to elect a 
new captain. 

Another surprise? The crew could be more merciful than you'd expect. Once captains were voted out of
office, they could be left at port or deposited on a deserted island. But they could also be reintegrated 
into the crew. One deposed captain, Howell Davis of the Buck, was downright poetic about being 
ousted: "I find by strengthening you, I have put a rod into your hands to whip my self,"� he told the new 
captain, "but since we met in Love, let us part in Love."� 

The Benefits Package
Government wasn't the only area in which pirates were ahead of the curve. They also had worker's 
compensation plans. Many ships' charters gave pirates enough gold to last a lifetime if they sustained 
a career-ending injury. In his 1678 memoir, buccaneer Alexander Exquemelin, who sailed with the real 
Captain Morgan, detailed the sums guaranteed to swashbucklers who lost eyes, fingers, or limbs in 
battle. A lost right arm was worth the most—600 pieces of eight—which is equivalent to more than 
$100,000 today. 

Although pirates governed themselves with an egalitarian spirit, it may be a while before we see a 
parade or White House ceremony in their honor. There's no evidence that the Founding Fathers looked
to pirates as inspiration for their democratic ideas. That said, pirates did nurture American 
democracy. They sold food and supplies to the colonies when European powers couldn't (or wouldn't). 
And they often pumped their profits right back into the local economy, spending it on booze, gambling, 
and "entertainment."� According to some sources, if it weren't for these rowdy ruffians, some colonies 
might not have survived to become cradles of democracy.

This article originally appeared in mental_floss magazine. If you didn't get what you wanted this 
holiday season, and what you wanted was a subscription to mental_floss magazine, here's where you 
can order one yourself.

Celts

Carographia Mapping Civilizations  ,Vincent Virga and the Library of Congress

http://www.mentalfloss.com/magazine/subscribe.php
http://www.mentalfloss.com/magazine/subscribe.php


The initial moves from the Tagus estuary were maritime.[2] A southern move led to the Mediterranean 
where 'enclaves' were established in south-western Spain and southern France around the Golfe du 
Lion and into the Po valley in Italy probably via ancient western Alpine trade routes used to distribute 
Jadeite axes.[2] A northern move incorporated the southern coast of Armorica with further, less well 
defined, contacts extending to Ireland and possibly to central southern Britain.[2] The earliest copper 
production in Ireland, identified at Ross Island in the period 2400-2200 BC, was associated with early 
Beaker pottery.[2]  [17] 

The enclave established in southern Brittany was linked closely to the riverine and landward route via 
the Loire and across the Gatinais valley to the Seine valley and thence to the lower Rhine.[2] This was 
a long-established route reflected in early stone axe distributions and it was via this network that 
Maritime Bell Beakers first reached the Lower Rhine in about 2700-2500 BC.[2] …... It was from this 
fusion zone that the modified Beaker package spread northwards across the Channel to Britain.[2]  [21]

Scholars have been previously blind to the underlying Maritime nature of European Culture, and have 
wrongfully explained the dramatic expansion of the West after Columbus's 1492 in technological terms.
No amount of technological advancement propelled a civilization to sea. In fact, quite the opposite 
happens, when technologies and manufacturing improve, societies become more inward looking and 
land based.  China Japan and Germany are more typical examples of how technologies make 
civilization land orientated.  

The difference between maritime and agrarian societies
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Agrarian societies are especially noted for their extremes of social classes and rigid social mobility,  as 
land is the basic  source of wealth, social hierarchy develops based on landownership and not labor. 
The system of stratification is characterized by class conflicts : governing class versus the masses, 
urban minority versus peasant majority. 

The landowning strata typically combine government, religious, and military institutions to justify and 
enforce their ownership, and support elaborate patterns of consumption, slavery, serfdom, marriage, or 
peonage is commonly the lot of the primary producer. 

The Winners  of agrarian societies did not manage their empire for the common good or in the name of 
the public interest.   Property ownership led to implied systems of human worth.  Caste systems, as 
found in India, are much more typical of agrarian societies where lifelong agricultural routines depend 
upon a rigid sense of duty and discipline.   Persia vs. Greece was the contrast of a Seafaring society vs. 
an empire with an agrarian base. The emphasis in the modern West on personal liberties and freedoms 
was in large part a reaction to the steep and rigid stratification of agrarian societies.

Progress was considered Agriculture.  

Like the air we breath, the some concepts are so diffused in our language we rarely think of them. In 
chinese, a matriachical society the word Woman is synonymous with Good.  Likewise, Until recent 
decades, the transition to farming was seen as an inherently progressive one: people learnt that planting
seeds caused crops to grow, and this new improved food source led to larger populations, sedentary 
farm and town life, more leisure time and so to specialization, writing, technological advances and 
civilization.  

Perhaps this is one reason Maritime cultures get a bad rap. 

However some cultures rejected agriculture. Although the reasons are not known, they apparently 
culturally and socially renounced agriculture. Maritime Cultures such as the Phoenician, the 
Scandinavian, and the Caloosahahachee [1footnote] and  1.  Portuguese voyages of discovery began in 
1415, 2.  1492: Columbus reached the Americas,  3.  1497–1498: Vasco da Gama sailed around Africa 
to India

“You must be shapeless, formless, like water. When you pour water in a cup, it becomes the cup. When 
you pour water in a bottle, it becomes the bottle. When you pour water in a teapot, it becomes the 
teapot. Water can drip and it can crash. Become like water my friend.” 
― Bruce Lee 
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Modern moves: Although they are now allowed to live on the mainland, many of the thousands of 
fishermen remain in their floating homes

Before the founding of the Peoples Republic of China, the ‘gypsies of the sea’ were not allowed to go 
ashore or marry the people living along the beach.

Everything from weddings to funeral ceremonies were instead held on the boats.

In recent years, with the help of the local government, the fishermen have started to build houses along 
the shoreline.

However, many of them prefer to still live out on the sea on their floating homes as is their people’s 
tradition.

Some observers, suggest the difference between Maritime and Agrarian societies is their ability to 
adapt to change. 

Agrarian societies have difficulty adapting to Change. 

The Why of it: Change and Chaos theory: 

Perhaps Maritime communities are predictability respond to randomness: moreover there is a pattern to
their adaptation to the unpredictably of the sea. 

Chaos theory concerns deterministic systems whose behavior can in principle be predicted. Chaotic 



systems are predictable for a while and then appear to become random. The amount of time for which 
the behavior of a chaotic system can be effectively predicted depends on three things: How much 
uncertainty we are willing to tolerate in the forecast; how accurately we are able to measure its current 
state; and a time scale depending on the dynamics of the system, called the Lyapunov time. 
 

Spontaneous order
Under the right conditions chaos will spontaneously evolve into a lockstep pattern. In the Kuramoto 
model, four conditions suffice to produce synchronization in a chaotic system. Examples include the 
coupled oscillation of Christiaan Huygens' pendulums, fireflies, neurons, the London Millenium Bridge
resonance, and large arrays of Josephson junctions.

Social Aspects of Maritime cultures:

Jerred Diamond's message resonates most powerfully when he describes the importance afforded to 
social relationships in small-scale societies. Even the very old are typically surrounded by at least some
of their adult children and their life-long friends. In Western societies, Diamond says, "We acquire and 
shed relationships throughout our lives much more" readily than do people elsewhere. 

Women:   Exhibit A
It can be argued that all of Civilization is about women. Moreover, women are the progenitors of 
society and civilization.  As such, the place of women in the society is the central defining charateristic 
of any Civilization.. 

“In youth, it was a way I had,
To do my best to please.
And change, with every passing lad
To suit his theories.

But now I know the things I know
And do the things I do,
And if you do not like me so,
To hell, my love, with you.” 
― Dorothy Parker, The Complete Poems of Dorothy Parker 

Seamen:

Life of a Sailor: the histroy of who we are

We are emigrants and having the mind of sailors, we want to connect. We are discovering and unifying 
all parts of our psyche, and are having genuine dialogs and real meetings. In the past we were forced 
to become part of a collective, where the ideologists were acting as crooked preachers to lure the 
naïve. The ideologists were enlisting us to live a life of monks. In return they were promising happiness 
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and a heaven on earth. Opposite to radical collective, instead of creating the rigid structure of 
compliance and ignoring our subconscious feelings, sailors decided to enjoy flexible interactions 
between all parts of the psyche. To be happy we are altering connections between our fragments. The 
plasticity of self is a big advantage. It is including the cooperation of consciousness and sub-
consciousness. We do not suppress our thoughts and feelings and are treating them with respect. We 
are not rejecting any subconscious messages however unlike they are. Only when our fragments are 
respecting each other does the genuine dialog exist, and our identity is solid and does not fall apart 
under the stress. Life of the Sailor examines the psyche of the collective and asks the question, how do 
we remain true to ourselves 

“It is a law of nature we overlook, that intellectual versatility is the compensation for change, danger, 
and trouble. An animal perfectly in harmony with its environment is a perfect mechanism. Nature never
appeals to intelligence until habit and instinct are useless. There is no intelligence where there is no 
change and no need of change. Only those animals partake of intelligence that have a huge variety of 
needs and dangers.” 
― H.G. Wells, The Time Machine 

Footnote

Archaeologists have principally studied land based societies and have failed to announce and account 
for Maritime cultures

 . [West Coat of Florida, USA. The Caloosahatchee people derived 80% to 90% of their animal food 
from fish. Shellfish, including crabs were also important. Minor components of their diet included 
white-tailed deer, other mammals, waterfowl such as ducks, American Alligators, turtles, West Indian 
Manatees and sea urchins. Plants collected as food included various wild roots, mastic fruit, prickly 
pear cactus fruit, palm fruits, sea grapes, hogplum, and cocoplum.]
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the neutrality of water makes it the ideal medium in which to explore the rhythms of survival. Water 
gives life, and also extinguishes it. “Water is not the Mother of Creation or the Master of Destruction,”
Ikeya states; it simply exists as an essential but unfeeling element (Source). By photographing the body
in a physical struggle against water, Ikeya’s works are dark portraits of the value of life and the 
concurrence of death. The boundaries between unforgiving “nature” and the indestructible “human” 
are literally subsumed, washed away into emotional and physical gestures of life-defining resistance 
against — and fatal integration with — the ocean. The moment of struggle becomes the affirmation. 

By themselves, Wilson says, none of these theories is satisfying. Taken together, though, all of these 
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factors pushed our immediate prehuman ancestors toward what he called a huge pre-adaptive step: the 
formation of the earliest communities around fixed camps. 

“When humans started having a camp—and we know that Homo erectus had campsites—then we 
know they were heading somewhere,” he told me. “They were a group progressively provisioned, 
sending out some individuals to hunt and some individuals to stay back and guard the valuable 
campsite. They were no longer just wandering through territory, emitting calls. They were on long-term
campsites, maybe changing from time to time, but they had come together. They began to read 
intentions in each other’s behavior, what each other are doing. They started to learn social connections 
more solidly.” 

Wilson’s “campsite” theory, of course, connects us directly back to the species described in the Nature 
article, and helps him lump humans together with the handful of other known species to have made it 
across what he calls the evolutionary “bottleneck” toward highly structured social life. “The humans 
become consistent with all the others,” he said, and the evolutionary steps were likely similar—
beginning with the formation of groups within a freely mixing population, followed by the 
accumulation of pre-adaptations that make eusociality more likely, such as the invention of campsites. 
Finally comes the rise to prevalence of eusocial alleles—one of two or more alternative forms of a gene
that arise by mutation, and are found at the same place on a chromosome—which promote novel 
behaviors (like communal child care) or suppress old, asocial traits. Now it is up to geneticists, he adds,
to “determine how many genes are involved in crossing the eusociality threshold, and to go find those 
genes.” 

But the story does not end here. In his new book, Wilson posits that two rival forces drive human 
behavior: group selection and what he calls “individual selection”—competition at the level of the 
individual to pass along one’s genes—with both operating simultaneously. “Group selection,” he said, 
“brings about virtue, and—this is an oversimplification, but—individual selection, which is competing 
with it, creates sin. That, in a nutshell, is an explanation of the human condition. 

“Our quarrelsomeness, our intense concentration on groups and on rivalries, down to the last junior-
soccer-league game, the whole thing falls into place, in my opinion. Theories of kin selection didn’t do 
the job at all, but now I think we are close to making sense out of what human beings do and why they 
can’t settle down.” 

By settling down, Wilson said, he meant establishing a lasting peace with each other and learning to 
live in a sustainable balance with the environment. If Wilson’s new paradigm holds up—“and it will,”
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