CHAPTER 3
MACEDONIANS AND OTHER GREEKS

M. B. Hatzopoulos

A couple of years before the collapse of the Soviet system ignited national-
ist passions in the dormant backwaters of South-Eastern Europe an Eng-
lish historian writing in German, observed that “the question of the actual
nationality of the ancient Macedonians... is scientifically trivial and has
acquired importance in modern times only because nationalists of all
sorts in the Balkans and elsewhere have laid hold of it, and each accord-
ing to the answer, has put it in the service of territorial or other claims.”
Moreover, he continued, “All ancient accusations that the Macedonians
were not Greeks originate from Athens, from the time of the conflict with
Philip II... Only because of the political conflict with Macedonia was the
question at all raised.” He also stressed that “today it must be considered
as certain that the Macedonians and their kings actually spoke a Greek
dialect and bore names of Greek type.” Paradoxically, six years earlier
his former thesis supervisor, a reputed scholar, hailing from a German-
speaking country but writing in English, delivered at an international sym-
posium staged by the National Gallery of Art at Washington a paper with
practically the same title as the present chapter, challenging the Greek
credentials of the ancient Macedonians.> His communication claimed
to concentrate not on what the Macedonians actually were, but exclu-
sively on the way in which they were perceived by their contemporaries,
discarding as irrelevant the objective criteria on which national identi-
ties are usually evaluated (ancestry, language, religion, customs), only to
reserve for the finale the argument that the most important objective cri-
terion, to wit language, proved that the Macedonians were not Greeks.
Indeed according to him “Greek was a difficult, indeed a foreign, tongue”

' R. M. Errington, Geschichte Makedoniens (Munich, 1986), p. 13.

* E. Badian, “Greeks and Macedonians,” in Beryl Barr-Sharrar and E. N. Borza, eds.,
Macedonia and Greece in Late Classical and Early Hellenistic Times (Washington D.C., 1982),
PP- 33-51.
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to Macedonians, and a Greek, such as Eumenes, “could not directly com-
municate with Macedonian soldiers.”

How is it possible that such radically opposed opinions can be simul-
taneously aired by historians moving in the same scholarly circles and
working on the same documents? Have the ensuing decades brought forth
new evidence liable to decide the issue? Is it possible to keep clear of
politics and polemics ancient and modern in order to reach a balanced
conclusion? Such are some of the questions we shall address in the fol-
lowing pages.

To begin with we must admit that sometimes, perceptions can ignore
“objective criteria” of national identity and that there are no such eternal
essences as “Greeks” and “Macedonians.” Both terms cover in fact com-
plex realities which never ceased to evolve, from the moment we begin
to apprehend them down to our own days.? Thus, even if we focus on
the period between the Persian Wars, when Macedonia first comes to the
fore, and the abolition of an even nominally independent Macedonian
state in 148 BC, we realize that the concepts expressed by these terms did
not remain stable. A further complication arises from the geographical
discrepancy between these two ethnics and the corresponding toponyms:
Hellas, variable in itself, is not necessarily co-terminal with the Hellenes
and Makedonia is not necessarily co-terminal with the Makedones. Thus
Hellas can mean in Demosthenes* only continental Greece north of the
Isthmus, or in Herodotus® Greece from the Peloponnese to Epirus and
Thessaly inclusively, or in Xenophon® all lands inhabited by Greeks. As
late as in the second century Bc Philip V of Macedon could argue, “How do
you define Greece? For most of the Aetolians themselves are not Greeks.
No! The countries of the Agraei, the Apodotae, and the Amphilochians are
not Greece,” in which he was consistent with Thucydides,® who qualified
the Aetolian tribe of the Eurytanes as “most unintelligible in tongue and
eaters of raw flesh.” Conversely Makedonia could alternatively designate
the Argead (and later the Antigonid) possessions irrespective of the origin

3 See in particular J. M. Hall, “Contested Ethnicities: Perceptions of Macedonia within
Evolving Definitions of Greek Identity,” in I. Malkin, ed., Ancient Perceptions of Greek
Ethnicity (Cambridge, Mass./London, 2001), pp.159-186; id., Hellenicity (Chicago, 2002),
pp- 154-156 and 165-166.
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of its inhabitants, or all the lands inhabited by the Makedones, irrespective
of their being under the sway of the Argead kings or of other rulers.®

Although recent contributions have legitimately made us wary of the
essentialist temptation, and have stressed the importance of discourse
and perceptions, it would be nevertheless foolish to deny the existence
of characteristics, such as language, cults, beliefs, and customs, which,
though not immutable, evolve much slower than the perceptions related
thereof and the discourse, both of which are amenable to a variety of
exogenous influences.

Following the evolution of the fluctuating relations between realities,
perceptions and discourse in the case of the Macedonians within the
Greek world may prove a useful lead towards answering the questions
that we need to address.

The Fifth Century Bc

There is one illusion that ought to be first dispelled—that Mt Olympus and
the Kambounian mountains constituted an impassable barrier between
Thessaly and Macedonia. In fact recent archaeological discoveries have
established that already in the second millennium Bc the Mycenaean
world extended well beyond Thessaly and included at least the southern
part of Macedonia. Abundant Mycenaean pottery, both imported and
locally produced, weapons, pins, brooches and syllabic script have been
found in tombs of Orestis, Elimeia and Pieria.®

Bruno Helly" has recently argued that the kingdom of Philoctetes in
the Homeric catalogue of ships extended in Pieria as far as the head of
the Thermaic Gulf. The monumental pieces of all-round sculpture (kouroi,
korai, funerary lions, sphinges, etc.)* the archaic ceramic heads from

9 Cf. Thuc. 2.99.2-6 and M. B. Hatzopoulos, Macedonian Institutions under the Kings, 1
(MEAETHMATA) 22 (Athens, 1996), pp. 204—209.

' Georgia Karamitrou, Boion-Notia Orestis (Thessaloniki, 1999), 1, pp. 1z0-126; Effi Pou-
laki-Pandermali, “L'Olympe macédonien et ses premiers cimetiéres,” in Julia Vokotopou-
lou, ed,, La civilisation grecque (Athens, 1993), pp. 122-127; B. Helly, “Le dialecte thessalien,
un autre modele de développement,” in I. Hajnal, ed., Die altgriechischen Dialekte (Inns-
bruck, 2007), p.197.

" Helly, “Le dialecte thessalien,” pp. 198—200.

* Ch. Tsoungaris, “Avaoxagixés €pevves oTO VEXPOTAQEID XAATTKAY Xpévwv ToD véou
0parywyeiov Tevrafpioov Kaotoplds,” in AErgMak 18 (Thessaloniki, 2006), p. 687; Georgia
Karamitrou-Mentesidi, “Aiane,” in R. Ginouves and M. B. Hatzopoulos, eds., Macedonia
JSrom Philip II to the Roman Conquest (Princeton, 1994), pp- 29-32; ead., “Aian¢, ville de
Macédoine,” in Vokotopoulou, ed., La civilisation grecque, pp. 32-35.
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Vergina,” the massive production* or import of metallic and ceramic®
drinking vessels,® evident from the second quarter of the sixth century,
discovered in inner Macedonia, from Aiane in Elimeia to Europos in the
Axios valley,” attest the vigorous exchanges between Macedonia and
Greece south of the Olympus. It is not a coincidence that Apollo in the
Homeric hymns haunts the pastures of Pieria® or that the Hesiodean
Eoeae® couples together the eponymous heroes of the Macedonians and
the Magnetes as sons of Zeus and Thyia, the sister of Hellen, and locates
them “around Pieria and Olympus.” Already by the end of the sixth century
Macedonians from Pieria made offerings to Apollo at Delphi.* The archae-
ological and epigraphic finds are confirmed and illustrated in Herodotus’
narrative® of the Persian advance in Thessaly, which makes abundantly
clear that in the late Archaic period the local populations moved freely
from Thessaly to Macedonia and vice versa, using, besides the Tempe val-
ley, other passes, such as the one through Gonnoi, and, undoubtedly, also
those of Petra and Volustana.

By the beginning of the classical period, the archaeological evidence
leaves no doubt about the integration of Macedonia in the contemporary
Hellenic world. The earliest signs are to be found in the maritime urban
centres such as Pydna, where in male tombs strigils are found, with evi-
dence of a new athletic habit, which tends to replace the deposition of
weapons.” It is true that many Macedonian men, preserving an archaic
tradition, continued to be buried with their weapons, but this custom,
which had been discontinued in the Peloponnese, south-eastern conti-

3 M. Andronikos, “Tombs at Vergina,” in Ginouves, Hatzopoulos, eds., Macedonia
PP- 35-39-

*“ Julia Vokotopoulou, “Apyvpd xal ydAxwva €pya téyxwng,” in EMyvoey téyvy (Athens,
1997), p-29; Eudokia Skarlatidou, “Apxaiin xdAxwwy 03pla dmd 16 vexpotagelo Tig Oépung
(2édeg) Oeogaatovinng,” in Ancient Macedonia 7 (Thessaloniki, 2007), pp. 499-509.

s Anastasia and P. Chrysostomou, “Tdot ToAEITTAY TOV &PXAiXOV Ypdvwy AT T uTin)
vexpdToAn tod Apyovtinod IIéMas,” in Ancient Macedonia 7 (Thessaloniki, 2007), pp. 13—
132.
' Beryl Barr-Sharrar, “Metalwork in Macedonia before and during the Reign of Philip
I,” in Ancient Macedonia 7 (Thessaloniki, 2007), pp. 485-498.

7 The best photograph of the monument before its mutilation is to be found in M. B.
Hatzopoulos and Louisa D. Loukopoulou, eds., Philip of Macedon (London, 1981), p. 27.

8 Hymn to Apollo 216; Hymn to Hermes 191.

¥ Fr 7, in R. Merkelbach and M. L. West, Hesiod: fragmenta selecta (Oxford, 1970).

> G. Rougemont, Corpus des Inscriptions de Delphes, 1 (Paris, 1977), no. 1; cf. Pausanias
10.13.5.

* 7.73.

2 M. Besios, “Nexpotageia tod 5% ai. m.X. o™ B. Ilepia,” in Ancient Macedonia 7 (Thes-
saloniki, 2007), p. 647.
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nental Greece, and the islands, had been maintained in Thessaly and in
Epirus.” The ever increasing number of fifth-century figured funerary ste-
lae from Orestis,** Dion,” Pydna,” and Aigai,” all indigenous Macedonian
cities,”® but also from more cosmopolitan Pella,* are works of sculpture
which, though they show an unmistakable connection with Thessaly,*
might have been found anywhere in the Greek world. This is equally true
of the inscribed tombstones from the same localities. The fifth century
funerary inscriptions from Upper Macedonia and from “the cradle of the
Macedonian kingdom” commemorate men and women bearing exclu-
sively Greek names such as Kleiona, Attya (Aiane),* Leon, Mariskos, Theo-
teles, Pannaios, Sosias (Pydna),* Xanthos, and Amadika (Pella).®

If we now turn to what the fifth-century authors have to say about the
Macedonians, we note that their statements correspond to the picture
emerging from the archaeological and epigraphic evidence. Herodotus
presents Alexander I claiming both a Macedonian and a Greek identity
as perfectly compatible. He states that he is of Greek ancestry and could
not suffer to see Greece enslaved instead of free, and concludes declaring

3 A. and P. Chrysostomou, “Tdgol,” p. 18, with references.

24 Ch. Tsoungaris, “Avaoxagpixés Epeuves aTov vopo Kaatopi@s xatd 16 1999,” in AErgMak
13 (Thessaloniki, 2001), p. 618 and p. 622, fig. 12.

s Hatzopoulos, Loukopoulou, Philip, p. 26, fig. 11 (see above, note 17).

*® M. Besios and Maria Pappa, ITédva (Thessaloniki, 1995), pp. 43, 45 and 73.

" Chrysoula Saatsoglou-Paliadeli, Ta émtdpta uvyueia dro ™) ueyaly Tovuma Tjs Bepyivas
(Thessaloniki, 1984), pp. 19—27, no. 1.

8 For the Macedonian character of Pydna, see Hatzopoulos, Institutions, 1, p. 106, note
3, and M. B. Hatzopoulos, “Cités en Macédoine,” in M. Reddé et al., eds., La naissance de
la ville dans I'Antiquité (Paris, 2003) pp. 130 and 139, n. 45; cf. M. B. Hatzopoulos, Bulletin
Epigraphique 2005, no. 315.

* Hatzopoulos, Loukopoulou, Philip, p. 115, fig. 65; I. M. Akamatis, “Edvlog Anpytpiov
xal Apadixag viés,” in AMHTOX:Tyuytixds téuog yra tov xadnynt) Mavédy Avépdévixo (Thessa-
loniki, 1987), pp. 13-29; Maria Lilimbaki-Akamati, “Recent Discoveries at Pella,” in Maria
Stamatopoulou and Marina Yeroulanou, eds., Excavating Classical Culture (Oxford, 2002)
p- 88 and pl. 20B.

% Myrina Kalaitzi, Figured Tombstones from Macedonia, Fifth-First Century B.C., 1,
(Oxford, forthcoming), pp. 216 and 218.

¥ M. B. Hatzopoulos, Bulletin Epigraphique (1994), no 38s.

# Vasiliki Misailidou-Despotidou, Emtypages dpyaias Maxedoviag (Thessaloniki, 1997),
pp. 66-68, nos. 56, 57, 62; I. Xydopoulos, “Néeg ntypagés dmd myv IMbdva tijg Miepiag,” Hel-
lenika 50 (2000), 35—43; cf. M. B. Hatzopoulos, Bulletin Epigraphique (2001), no. 277. The
name Pan(n)aios is attested in Athens in the fourth century BC and the personal name
Mariskos, from mariskos, the Greek name of the gladium mariscus, became popular among
gladiators and is twice attested in Beroia in the Roman period.

% See above, note 26.
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“I am Alexander the Macedonian.”* Previously® he had seen no contra-
diction in proclaiming simultaneously his Greek and Macedonian con-
nection: “a Greek, second in command over the Macedonians.”*® This is
possible because Herodotus believed, rightly or wrongly, both in the Hera-
clid ancestry of the ruling house of Macedonia (in my opinion wrongly)
and in the Dorian origin of the Macedonians (rightly, if we understand
thereby that the founders and the elite of the Macedonian kingdom spoke
a north-western dialect, for which, see below). He relates in some detail
how the first was established by Alexander I on the occasion of his par-
ticipation in the Olympic games: “I so happen to know for sure myself and
I shall prove in my subsequent writings that [the descendants of Perdic-
cas] are Greek.”¥” Herodotus, true to his word, provided the relative details
three books later.?® Similarly, the historian from Halicarnassus finds no dif-
ficulty in suggesting, albeit indirectly, that in fact the Macedonians were
more Greek than the Athenians,* because they belonged to the Dorian
kin. Before descending into the Peloponnese these Dorians had roamed
from Phthia to the region around Mt Olympus and Mt Ossa, and thence
to the Pindus, whereas the Athenians were of Pelasgian ancestry. Thus, in
Herodotus’ view, the relation of the Macedonians to their Argead rulers
was similar to that of the Lacedaemonians to their Agiad and Eurypontid
kings,* and in no way implied that the former were not Greek. In both
cases a branch of the Dorian kin was ruled by Heraclid, that is to say puta-
tively “Achaean,” sovereigns.

Thucydides concurred with Herodotus. For him, too, “Alexander, the
father of Perdikkas and his ancestors [were] originally Temenids from
Argos.”* Judging from his writings, nothing in his extended experience in
northern Greece seems to have contradicted this belief. On the contrary,
in his description of Sitalces’ invasion in Macedonia he contrasts the Thra-
cian hordes, carrying knives and swarming the country in view of plunder,
to the Macedonian cavalry, equipped with corselets in the Greek manner,
and fighting bravely until they were engulfed by the Thracian multitudes.+*

3 9.45.2—3.

% 5.20.4.

Hdt. 5.20.4.

3 Hdt. 5.22.1—4.

8.137-39.

39 Hdt. 1.56—58.

4 Cf. Hdt. 5.72.3.

4 Thuc. 2.99.3.

4 Thuc. 2.98.3—4 and 105.
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One could hardly find a more emblematic opposition between Greek and
barbarian.

Thucydides’ description of the allied Macedonian and Spartan forces
that invaded Lyncus in 424 tells the same story. The Athenian historian
contrasts the Macedonian and Chalcidian cavalry and the hoplite infan-
try of Perdiccas and Brasidas recruited from the Peloponnese, the Chal-
cidian League, Acanthus and the “Greeks” dwelling in Macedonia,® to
the throngs of their barbarian allies.* The same distinction between the
Macedonians and “the throng of the barbarians” is repeated in the begin-
ning of the next chapter.*

It has been argued that Thucydides is merely following Herodotus, who
in his turn had swallowed Alexander I's propaganda.*®* However, it is very
doubtful that the Athenian historian, who had a first hand experience
of northern Greece, would let himself be “indoctrinated,” least of all by
Herodotus. Moreover, the fact that the essential Greekness of the Macedo-
nians is also upheld by yet another fifth-century historian shows that such
a view was not limited to a literary coterie, but was the communis opinio
in that period. In effect, Hellanicus makes of Macedon, the eponymous
hero of the Macedonians, a son of Aiolus and thus grand-son of Hellen,
the eponymous hero of all Greeks. N. G. L. Hammond* has convinc-
ingly argued that the reason for this “Aiolic” paternity of Macedon is that
Hellanicus, who spoke himself the Aiolic dialect of Lesbos, recognized its
common traits with the Macedonian dialect (for which, see below).

Legendary lists of kings, genealogies and myths were not literary dis-
tractions but reflected or influenced political practice. Alexander I was
able to overcome the objections of his rivals who strove to exclude him
from the Olympic contests by invoking an Argive genealogy. By the sec-
ond half of the fifth century the Argive connection had been well estab-
lished not only in literary works such as Thucydides Histories, but also in
the practice of Greek city-states and local or Panhellenic sanctuaries. Thus

% These were probably provided by the “allied” or rather subject cities of the Argead
kings (cf. IG I® 89, 1. 40; Xen., Hell. 5.213).

# Thuc. 4.124.1.

% Thuc. 4.125.1.

% Cf. E. N. Borza, “Athenians, Macedonians, and the Origins of the Macedonian Royal
House,” in Carol G. Thomas, ed., Makedonika (Claremont, 1995), pp. 113-123, originally pub-
lished in Hesperia Supplement 19 (1982), 7-13; id., In the Shadow of Olympus (Princeton,
1990), pp. 98-113.

4 F. Jacoby, Die Fragmente der Griechischen Historiker, no. 4, F 74.

# N. G. L. Hammond, in N. G. L. Hammond and G. T. Griffith, A History of Macedonia,
2 (Oxford, 1979), pp. 47-48.



58 M. B. HATZOPOULOS

Alexander I was deemed worthy to be honoured with the title of prox-
enos and eueregetes by the Athenians* and could erect a golden statue at
Delphi (and perhaps also in Olympia) from the rich booty won from the
Persians,® while Perdiccas II most likely participated in the contests of
the Argive Heraion and won an inscribed bronze tripod, which was unex-
pectedly discovered among the funerary deposits of Tomb II at Aegae/
Vergina.® The tradition was pursued and extended by later Macedonian
kings, as we shall see below. But the kings were not the only Macedonians
active in the Panhellenic sanctuaries. Contrary to the opinion generally
held, this was not a royal privilege explained by their alleged Heraclid
ancestry, but, as we have already seen, the continuation of a practice by
Macedonian commoners which is epigraphically attested in Delphi from
the end of the sixth century.>*

With the reign of king Archelaus (413-399) the insertion of Macedon
into the Greek oikoumene sees a notable acceleration and expansion.
Thucydides credits him with the building of roads and fortifications and
with the distribution of weapons, perhaps especially to hoplite infantry,
the lack of which had so severely handicapped his father Perdiccas II. The
newly built walls and the emergence of a “middle class,” which was a pre-
requisite for the formation of a hoplite infantry,’* gave the urban centres
of the kingdom a new sense of identity and corporate loyalty, to the point
that they might seek to secure their independence, as Pydna effectively
did.> Indeed in the wake of Archelaus’ reign we first encounter Macedo-
nians identified by their city ethnic (Alorites, Pydnaios).*®

Writers and artists had for nearly a century been frequent visitors of the
Macedonian court. Pindar had composed probably there’” an enkomion**
for king Alexander 1. Perdiccas II entertained in his capital the dithyram-
bic poet Melanippides and the father of scientific medicine Hippocrates
of Cos. But it is under Archelaus that a qualitative leap took place and

% Hdt. 8.136.1 and 143.3.

5 Hdt. 8.121.2; [Dem.] 12.21; Solinus 9.13.

% M. Andronikos, Vergina: The Royal Tombs (Athens, 1993), pp. 164-166.

5> See above, note 18.

% 2.100.2.

5 W. S. Greenwalt, “The Development of a Middle Class in Macedonia,” in Ancient
Macedonia 7 (Thessaloniki, 2007), pp. 87-96.

5 Diod. 13.49.1.

¢ Hatzopoulos, “Cités,” pp. 130-131 and 139, note 50. (see above, note 28).

57 Solinus 9.14.

8 C. M. Bowra, Pindari carmina (Oxford, 1935), fr. 106.
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Macedonia became an active centre of Hellenic culture.®® The famous
painter Zeuxis decorated his palace;* the celebrated architect Callima-
chus probably worked and died at Aegae too;* both the prominent epic
poet Choerilus and the great poet and musician Timotheus chose to live
at the court of Archelaus and to die in Macedonia (the latter decades
later). Agathon, one of the most significant Attic tragic poets, left Athens
in ca. 408 and moved to Macedonia, where he produced several tragedies,
of which only fragments survive. But the most famous and the most hon-
oured of Archelaus’ guests was Euripides, who spent his final years at the
king’s court writing his masterpieces Iphigeneia in Aulis, Bacchae and the
lost play Archelaos, the homonymous hero of which he made, instead of
Perdiccas, the founder of the dynasty, obviously in honour of his host.
These latter two plays were perhaps performed also at the athletic and
musical festival that Archelaus founded at Dion in honour of Zeus Olym-
pius and the Pierian Muses.*

Archelaus was a panhellenic celebrity. Honoured in Athens as prox-
enos and euergetes,*® but slandered by Plato® and allegedly despised
by Socrates,’ crowned for his victories in chariot races at Olympia and
Delphi,*® he was justly celebrated by Thucydides” as the king who had
accomplished more for Macedonia that his eight predecessors taken
together. Yet the man who, according to a tradition,*® was such a lover
of literature that he allegedly appointed Euripides as his chief adviser
and mourned his death by shaving his hair,” is the first Macedonian to
be called a barbarian by one of his contemporaries. Indeed the sophist

% N. G. L. Hammond, “Intellectual Life,” in M. B. Sakellariou, ed., Macedonia (Athens,
1983), p. 88.

b Ailianos, VH 14.17.

& Chrysoula Saatsoglou-Paliadeli, “Na@v Ebomjiwv, a Fragmentary Inscription of
the Classical Period from Vergina,” in Inscriptions of Macedonia (Thessaloniki, 1996),
PP- 100-122.

% Hammond, Griffith, Macedonia, 2, p-149. S. Scullion, “Euripides and Macedon, or the
Silence of the Frogs,” CQ 53 (2003), 389-398, has recently denied the historicity of Eurip-
ides’ presence at the court of Archelaus. Whatever one may think of the various imagina-
tive legends attached to that presence, I still believe that Aristotle, Politics 1311b30-34, is a
more trustworthy witness than the silence of the Frogs.

8 IG 3117,

% Gorgias, 471.

% Aelian, VH 8.9; 12.43.

 Solinus g.16.

2.100.2.
Solinus g.16.
Solinus g9.16.
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Thrasymachus of Chalcedon in one of his speeches in defence of the Laris-
saeans, of which only one sentence survives, exclaims “Shall we be slaves
to Archelaus, we, being Greeks, to a barbarian?"” How is this paradox to
be explained?

To begin with, the formula is an adaptation of a verse from Euripides’
tragedy Telephos, which was destined to become a stock expression, as we
see later in Pseudo-Callisthenes,” where Alexander exhorts the Macedo-
nians to take up arms “in order that we campaign against the barbarians
and deliver ourselves from Persian bondage, so that we, being Greeks, be
not slaves to barbarians!” Given its clearly conventional character, it can
hardly be taken literally as ethnological or linguistic evidence.” It is par-
ticularly telling that Thrasymachus’ sally belongs to a speech in favour of
Thessalians, about whom Stratonicus according to Hegesandros™ was to
wonder whether they are “more or less barbarian than the Boeotians.”

In fact, the explanation of the paradox is probably to be sought in the
position achieved by Macedon in the reign of Archelaus. After the loss of
Amphipolis and the Sicilian disaster, Athens was no more in a position
to threaten Macedonia, the Chalcidian League was quiescent and Thes-
saly was divided between opposing cities and factions.” Archelaus could
make the most of his neutrality in the Peloponnesian war, recover the
easternmost provinces of his kingdom, deal effectively with the Upper
Macedonian “kings” and, finally, responding to the appeal of the Laris-
saean Aleuadai, to intervene in Thessaly against the tyrants of Pherae.” It
was the very successes of the Macedonian king that made him the target
of abuse by the defeated partisans of the tyrants. “Barbarian” was an insult
as good as any other for a king on the northern marches of the Greek
oikoumene.

The Fourth Century Bc

E. Badian asserted that Greek culture in Macedonia regressed during the
first half of the fourth century.”® Archaeology, but also the literary sources,

™ F 2 (Diels), E. Badian’s translation.
™ 1.25.
™ See. E. Kapetanopoulos, “Xennias poxedovilwv tht @uwvij,” Ephemeris 60 (1993),
pp- 23—24.
73 In Athenaios 8.850a.
7 Hammond, Griffith, Macedonia, 2, pp.137-138.
s Hammond, Griffith, Macedonia, 2, pp. 139-141.
© Badian, “Greeks”, p. 37 (see above, note 2).
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tell a different story. Finds from all over Macedonia (of which the cem-
etery of Phoinikas, near Thessaloniki, provides a well-dated specimen)”
show the diffusion of panhellenic social habits (e.g. the symposion as an
element of both private and public festivities, athletic training and formal
education),” the multiplication of top-quality monumental sculpture from
the sanctuary of Eucleia at Aegae/Vergina,” the ever-increasing number
of figured tombstones (from Pydna, Aegae, Beroia and Pella, such as those
of Callicrates,” Antigonus® or Amyntas)® created locally and most prob-
ably by Macedonian artists, and a plethora of inscribed funerary stelae
bearing scores of names, of which only one is foreign (Thracian),*® and
several original epigrams in impeccable Greek metres.* A certain prefer-
ence for martial self-representation is the only possible indicator of their
Macedonian origin, as opposed to corresponding monuments found in
the south-Greek colonies of the north Aegean shores. None of these devel-
opments implies a regression of Greek culture.

It so happens that from this first half of the fourth century dates the
most extensive document in the local Macedonian dialect. Its importance
is such that it requires a more detailed discussion. It is a curse tablet writ-
ten by or on behalf of an abandoned woman and aiming at impeding
the marriage of Dionysophon, her faithless lover, with another woman
named Thetima. The dialect, as it might have been expected given the geo-
graphical position and the history of Macedonia, is basically north-western
Greek—especially in morphology—with ‘Thessalian’ phonetic traits in the
pronunciation of some vowels (neutralisation of the opposition between /e/
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