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JACEK RZEPKA

Koine Ekklesia in Diodorus Siculus and the
General Assemblies of the Macedonians

0. The problem — 1. General assemblies of Italian tribes. — 2. A few examples from
Classical Greece. — 3. Meetings of Macedonians. — 4. Greek Alliances and Federal
States. — 5. The epigraphic evidence — Opramoas’ dossier. — 6. ,,Koinon ton
Makedonon® of the Hellenistic Age. — 7. Diodorus XVI. — 8. Summary of
conclusions.

0. The problem

Greek authors talking about actions by a popular assembly of Greek polis regularly
use the term ekklesia while referring to this institution. This noun is often applied to
the assemblies in the states in which other designations for this institution had the
official character. Ekklesia became, therefore, thanks to the Athenian model mainly, a
generic term for ,,the Greek popular assembly*. Today historians, however, are fully
aware that at Athens ekklesia had demos as a synonym!, so in documentary evidence
as in literary works. Ancient authors sometimes retain the wording of decrees they
quote, but translating the documentary style of decrees into a language comprehensible
to a broader circle of readers is more common. The question how ancient Greek
authors rendered state’s working, decree-passing procedures and names of acting assem-
blies was analysed for the polis-states, yet for other forms of political organisation in
Greece there is no specific study?.

The most notable exception is the Macedonian assembly that is also the most im-
portant scholarly problem among better researched non-polis, assemblies. This privi-

All three-figure dates in this paper are B.C., unless otherwise indicated. Translations of
Greek authors are usually LCL ones, for Polyaenus I follow E. L. Wheeler and P. Krentz. For
Justin I used the translation by J. C. Yardley. There was a need, however, to standardise
termini technici variously rendered by the original translators.

! M. H. Hansen, Demos, Ecclesia and Dikasterion in Classical Athens, GRBS 19 (1978)
127-46, shows that the term demos, although far wider, can be synonymous to narrower
ekklesia and that both depict — quite technically as well — the Athenian assembly.

2 The problem remained untouched in P. J. Rhodes, D. M. Lewis, The Decrees of Greek
States, Oxford 1997. For ways of rendering decrees in Greek historiography, see a model
study by J. K. Davies, Documents and ,, Documents* in fourth-century Historiography, in:
P. Carlier (ed.), Le 1V* siécle av. J.-C. Approches historiographiques, Nancy 1996, 29-39.
See also J. Rzepka, Ethnos, Koinon, Sympoliteia and Greek Federal States, in: T. Derda,
J. Urbanik, M. Wecowski (eds.), Edepyeoioag ydptv. Studies in honour of E. Wipszycka,
B. Bravo (JIP Suppl. 1), Warszawa 2002, 225-247.
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leged situation of the Macedonian assembly does surprise, since it is the central pro-
blem in the discussion on the constitutional (or non-constitutional) character of the
Macedonian monarchy>. One has analysed this institution at work, this approach had
to be connected with investigating the terminology. Much, therefore, was said about
ekklesia, plethos or plethe, stratos or populus, contio, vulgus, exercitus*. However,
the term koine ekklesia that is repeatedly applied to meetings of the Macedonians by
Diodorus of Sicily remains almost unnoticed by modern students’. The attempts at
explanation were restricted to the concrete events, and no scholar scrutinised the term
in the internal context of Diodorus in order to work out the difference (if any) between
normal ekklesiai and koine ekklesia.

Importance of Diodorus for the meaning of this cliché is obvious, since about a
half its Classical literary attestations are from his ecuvre. Let us, therefore, survey the

3 There exists the immense literature on the Macedonian state; the epoch-marking
books are ones by N. G. L. Hammond, The Macedonian State. The Origins, Institutions and
History, Oxford 1989, E. Borza, In the Shadow of Olympus, Princeton 1990, R. M.
Errington, Geschichte Makedoniens, Miinchen 1986, of later 1980s, as well as a slightly
later M. B. Hatzopoulos, Macedonian Institutions under the Kings, 2 vols., Athens 1996.
To sketch briefly their positions, Hammond and Hatzopoulos are ,constitutionalists®,
whereas Borza and Errington display far-going scepticism about the rule of law in ancient
Macedonia. It is equally impossible to think about the Macedonian state without recalling
dispersed studies by André Aymard (conveniently reunited in A. Aymard, Etudes d’histoire
ancienne, Paris 1967, 73-177) in the spirit of the moderate constitutionalism.

4 The studies quoted in the previous note are fundamental in this respect, too. Yet, the
most systematical presentation of the constitutionalist interpretation of Macedonian
history is a study by F. Granier, Die makedonische Heeresversammlung, Miinchen 1931. In
his search for the Indo-Germanic warrior assembly in Macedon, Granier almost overlooked
the problem that is the terminology of the assembly. One can adduce here a statement that
is representative for Granier (p. 25-26) insisting that in almost each case, when ol
Makeddveg appear in sources, the assembly, though lacking its name, was involved: ,,Der
Ausdruck Moakeddveg — oft mit dem bestimmten Artikel — steht gewdhnlich fiir die
Herresversammlung, die keinen besonderen Namen gehabt zu haben scheint”. This seems
an unjustified oversimplification, which, however, made Graniers’s line of argument easier.
To complete his Indo-Germanic interpretation Granier denied also that there could be
assemblies of people in Macedonia. Another illustration of his method could be a rejection
of Curtius Rufus VI 8, 25 (the well-known passage on the assembly of army at war and the
assembly of people in peacetime): ,,Denn wir wissen mit Sicherheit, dass in Makedonien
auch in Frieden nur eine Heeresversammlung, niemals aber eine Volksversammlung
gegeben hat* (p. 52). Far more methodical and careful is an analysis by P. Briant, Antigone
le Borgne. Les débuts de sa carriére et les probléemes de !'assemblée macédonienne, Paris
1973, 279-345. A great merit of Briant is paying more attention to the fact of confusion of
the terms indicating the people of Macedon — to plethos or vulgus and the army — ho
stratos or exercitus. After Briant, the scholars talk about the assembly of people rather than
that of army.

5 A notable exception is Briant, Antigone (s. n. 5), 257 n. 6 and 297, for whom an
adjective kowog stresses complex structure of the assemblies: (297) ,,Au surplus, I’expres-
sion de Diodore, koiné ecclesia ne fait pas obligatoirement référence 2 une AP [Briant’s
abbreviation for People’s Assembly]; 1’adjectif koiné est employé en effet lorsque 1’assem-
blée est formée de plusiers éléments, soit de soldat et de civils, soit de plusiers corps de
troupes®. However, such an easy answer seems to me rather unsatisfactory.
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use of the wording koine ekklesia in Diodorus in comparison with other ancient
writers. It seems convenient to start with the earliest interventions of koine ekklesia
in history, and then introduce relevant passages in Diodorus and later actions by ,,gene-
ral assemblies”. Our examination will leave a problem of the rights of the assembly
aside, but — expectantly — shall throw some light on the ancient Greek understan-
ding of the Macedonian state.

We should start from recalling that the term koine ekklesia is not very often in the
Greek literature except Christian writers, for whom it signifies the Church®. In sur-
viving epigraphic evidence the term appears only in Roman Lycia (and there in the so-
called Opramoas dossier only)’. Very few other authors using the wording under dis-
cussion are Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Plutarchus, Polyaenus and Proclus.

In the surviving parts of Bibliotheca Historica the phrase koine ekklesia recurs
twelve times. As far as the internal chronology within Bibliotheca concerns, all but
three occurrences were concentrated in two groupings. Four attestations of this word-
ing as label for the Macedonian assembly are included in the Books 18 and 19, both
based on Hieronymus of Cardia. There is also a mention of Acarnanian koine ekklesia
in the Book 19. Another concentration of occurrences we can meet also in the Book
16 containing four examples connected with the history of fourth-century Sicily
(Diod. 16, 10, 3; 16, 18, 3; 16, 68, 5; 16, 78, 2). The Sicilian episodes are interest-
ing from our point of view, too — for the clarity of the argument I will come back to
them later in this study.

1. General assemblies of Italian tribes

Thus, Diodorus, contemporary, Dionysius of Halicarnassus uses this cliché to describe
the assembly of the Etruscans in 480.

Dion. Hal. 9, 1, 2: cuvfixBn yop elg xownv éxkAnciov 10 #0voc, kol moAld
Ovieviavay denbévimv cuvvipacbor ceict 10 koo Popoiov noléuov, téhog
gEnveykev €€eivon Tolg PovAopévolg Toppnvdv petéxewy Thg otpateiog.

,»For that nation had been convened in a general assembly and at the urgent soli-
citation of Veientes for aid in their war against the Romans, had passed a decree that
any of the Tyrrhenians, who so desired night take part in the campaign®.

Let us notice that Dionysius, while presenting the nation (of Etruscans) gathered in
general assembly (coviyxBn yop el xownv ékkAnciov 10 #0voc) follows a picture
well attested for Greek federal states. In Aetolian dedicatory inscriptions we can find a
striking differentiation between a decree-passing action of koinon (i.e. the assembly)
and virtue and deeds towards ethnos (i.e. the nation), which were motives of honorary
decrees (IG IX 12 56, 9: AltwAdv 10 xovOv &pethg Evekev kol edepyesiog Tag
eic 10 #0vog xol tovg &AAovg "EAAavac, similarly in IG IX 12 183, 3-5: 10
Kowov Tdv AltoAdv &petdic Svekev koi evepyesiog 1og moti 10 £0voc). A
similar contrasting use of koinon and ethnos is attested in documents of the Achaean

6 Cf. LST s.v. ékkAnoia II 2; given the existence of TLG on CD-ROM, I believe it is
unnecessary to quote dozens of attestations of this meaning.
7 See below.
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Confederacy (Syll.3 702: 10 kowdv tdv "Axoudv edvoiag Evexev 1dic eic 10 £0og
Kal ToVg GVppdyove kol tovg dAdovg “EAAavac)®. Thus, it is noteworthy that
Dionysius wrote here about koine ekklesia of the ethnos. As it will be shown later,
the same pattern was exploited by Diodorus on the assembly of the Acarnanian Con-
federacy (Diod. 19, 67, 4) and by Proclus on the Aetolians (In Platonis rem publicam
commentarii, vol. II p. 115 [Kroll]).

Dionysius’s passage is one of the two cases when the term was in a non-Greek
context. A man under scrutiny, Diodorus, too, attributed this name to non-Greek
people. In an enigmatic passage he refers to an assembly debate concerning a defection
of Capua and Campania from Rome during the Second Punic War:

Diod. 26, 10, 1 (Const. Exc. de sententiis 286): YOt xato v Kondnv mpo-
1efeiong Povrfic év éxkAnoia xoivij i mpaktéov €in mepl tfig dnooTacE®G,
¢nétpeyav ol Kamunvol yvounv dropfvacbor 1@ npocayopevopéve Moyxdre
Mok,

,»When the question of secession was brought at a general assembly at Capua, and
the course of action to be taken was being debated, the Capuans allowed a certain
Pancylus Paucus to express his opinion®.

This piece of evidence of koine ekklesia at Capua or Campania cannot, however,
be easily compared with any other information about the work and the name of as-
sembly, which was an Oscan-language institution. Titus Livius in his detailed account
of secession (23, 1-10) gives no comparable elements. On the other hand, Capua was
the capital of the Campanian League, and this very wording can reflect the federal
character of the assembly”.

8 For the Aetolian and Achaean usage see Rzepka, Ethnos, Koinon, Sympoliteia and
Greek Federal States (s. n. 2), 231. Scholars hesitate whether the Etruscan League was rather
Bundesstaat than a Staatenbund, see e.g. L. Aigner-Foresti; she previously spoke for a
Bundesstaat (L. Aigner-Foresti, La Lega Etrusca, in: L. Aigner-Foresti (ed.), Federazioni e
federalismo nell’ Europa antica, Milano 1994, 327-350, esp. 329-337), and more recently
sees in Etruria a Staatenbund rather (L. Aigner-Foresti, Foderalismus im antiken Italien bis
89 v.Chr., in: P. Siewert, L. Aigner-Foresti, Foderalismus in der griechischen und romi-
schen Antike, Stuttgart 2005, 96).

9 Diodorus himself was well aware of existence of the Campanian League. He also pro-
vides us with the date of its constitution, and the wording witnesses his understanding of
federal phenomenon (12, 31, 1 under 438/7: watd pev v ‘Ttokiov 10 #Bvog tdv
Kopnavdyv cvvéotn, xoi tading Eruxe thg mpoonyopiog dnd 1fg dpetfic 100 nAn-
clov xeiuévov wediov — ,in Italy the nation of the Campanians was constituted, and
received this name due to the fertility of nearby plains®“. — Let us note that Capua was her-
self oligarchy, policies were usually made by meddices, and Pacuvius Calatius’ democratic
upheaval of 217 as portrayed in Livy (23, 2-4) conforms too easily with the general
scheme of pro-Roman oligarchs or aristocrats and anti-Roman democrats. Cf. J. Heurgon,
Recherches sur Uhistoire, la religion et la civilisation de Capoue preromaine des origines a
la deuxiéme guerre punique, Paris 1942, 85-88, as well as A. J. Toynbee, Legacy of Hanni-
bal. The Hannibalic War’s Effects on Roman Life vol. 1: Rome and her Neighbours before
Hannibal's Entry, Oxford 1965, 214.
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2. A few examples from Classical Greece

With the identical wording Plutarch records the Platacan meeting of the Greeks allied
against Persia in 479, i.e. of the Hellenic Alliance.

Plut. Arist. 21, 1-2: ’Ex 100100 yevouévng éxxAnciog xowvijic t@v ‘EAAivav,
Eypoyev "Apioteidng ynolopo cuviévor piv eig HAatonde xaf’ €kactov gvi-
ooV &no g ‘EAAGSog mpofodrovg kol Bempois, dyecBon 8¢ mevroetnpikov
dydvo tdv "ElevBepiov, eivon 88 cdvtaby ‘EAAnviknv popiog pév donidog,
xMovg & rmovg, vadg & xatov émi Tov Tpog Tobg PapPdpovg mdAepov, TTho-
toelg & dovAovg kol tepodg dpiesBat 1@ Bed Bdovtag brtp tfig ‘EAAESOC.

»After this, there was a general assembly of the Hellenes, at which Aristides pro-
posed a decree to the effect that deputies and delegates from all Hellas convene at
Plataca every year, and that every fourth year festival games of deliverance be cele-
brated — the Eleutheria; also that a confederate Hellenic force be levied, consisting of
ten thousand shield, one thousand horse, and one hundred ships, to prosecute the war
against the Barbarians; also that the Platacans be set apart as inviolable and consecrate,
that they might sacrifice to Zeus the Deliverer in behalf of Hellas*10.

The koine ekklesia of 479 was to have been replaced by the Greek council (to Hel-
lenikon synhedrion, undoubtedly consisting of deputies and delegates from all Hellas
mentioned in Plut. Arist. 21, 2) gathering in Plataea down to Plutarch’s times (Plut.
Arist. 19, 8: kol vOv 11 10 ‘EAAqvikov év MMAatonoig ¢0poileton cvvédpiov —
,,and at the present time, the Hellenic council assembles in Plataca®). However, noth-
ing suggests that for Plutarch the koine ekklesia of the Greeks at Plataea in 479 was a
kind of council. On the one hand, such an equation would not surprise, for in Plut-
arch’s times representative bodies replaced popular assemblies in the Rome-sponsored
Greek leagues!!. On the other hand, a distinction between koine ekklesia and deputies
(probouloi) and delegates (theoroi) in the passage could suggest that Plutarch wanted
to underscore the different character of the original event and later anniversary re-
unions. Of course, the authenticity of event is not beyond a doubt — no trace of
regular meetings and the pan-Hellenic festival in fifth-century Plataea is known, a
foundation of the feast of Eleutheria in the form known to Plutarch must have been
remarkably later, probably should be dated in the Hellenistic Age!2. Lack of con-

10 A, E. Raubitschek, The Covenant of Plataea, TAPA 91 (1960) 178-183, and
R. Meiggs, The Athenian Empire, Oxford 1972, 507-508 (Appendix 10B: The Covenant
of Plataea), P. Siewert, Der Eid von Plataiai, Miinchen 1972, passim are principal speakers
for the authenticity of the event.

W5, A. O. Larsen, Representation and Democracy in Hellenistic Federalism, CP 40
(1945) 65-97, cf. M. Sartre, L'Orient romain, Paris 1991, 113-6. There is the first-century
A.D. epigraphic evidence of this ,,common council of the Hellenes who congregate at
Plataca® (10 xowvov cvvédprov 1dv ‘EAMvev tdv el TAatnog cuvidviov in IG VII
2509).

12 1. Robert, "Aptotoc ‘EAAvev, REA 31 (1929) 13-20. Contra Raubitschek, The
Covenant of Plataea (s. n. 10), 183 arguing for the unbroken celebration of Eleutheria in
the 5% century and, by this, confusing separate items: that of the covenant itself, that of
the decree passed by the Greeks, and that of its putting into practice. Authenticity of Greek
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tinuity between 479 and the fourth century!3 as well as entirely different character of
reunions in 479 and later ones (in 479 the allied, and armed, Greeks were present in
Plataea in a great number; the Eleutheria feast was attended by relatively fewer parti-
cipants) need not imply that the account of the general assembly in 479 is a scholarly
invention. The isolation of the expression in Plutarch’s ceuvre can suggest, on the one
hand, that its wording was a verbatim repetition of his source. On the other hand, if
the decree of koine ekklesia of the Greeks as presented by Plutarch was a later fabri-
cation, the invention would have been contemporary to the re-founding of Plataea and
reflected the usage of the fourth century.

Unfortunately enough, we do not know the proper historical context of Polyaenus
on the stratagem of Iphicrates, whose soldiers, in all likelihood mercenaries, eo ipso
foreigners to each other, men collected from various communities, asked for sum-
moning (in fact, they had summoned) a general assembly in demand for money. The
story most likely refers to the Egyptian campaign in 373. One should note that ek-
klesia once having been summoned was packed (plethousa) as in a democratic city. It
is also noteworthy that the soldiers were the only able to dissolve this tumultuous
gathering.

Polyaen. 3, 9, 59 'Toukpding év &mopig yxpnpdtev tdv otpotiotdy Bopo-
Booviov xai xoviy éxxAnciov aitovuévav &vdpag éureipovg g Hepoidog
yAd1Ing otoddg Mepoide évdvoauévoug npocétale nAnbovong thic éxkAnoiog
¢mgoviivorl kol mopehBovtog dyyéAdewy BoapPopioti ,,mAnciov ol & ypHpato
ropilovteg, Huelg 8¢ mpoeméneBnpey todto onpovodvies”. Tadto pnvidcavteg, ol
otpotidtor Sifdvoav Ny ékxAnciav.

,Iphicrates was short of money. When the soldiers, in an uproar, demanded a gene-
ral assembly, he dressed men acquainted with the Persian language in Persian clothing,
and commanded them to appear before the packed assembly and, upon arriving, report
in the barbarian manner, ,The men bringing money are near, and we were sent ahead to
tell you this’. At this disclosure the soldiers dissolved the assembly*.

Of course, it was irregular meeting of a rather random group of people, but its
nature and the sequence of events bring to mind other tumultuous assemblies of other
troops, for instance mutiny against Antipater in Triparadeisus (Diod. 18, 39, 4) an-
alysed below. A little can be said about actual Polyaenus, source from which he,
directly or not, had drawn the story. There are more related stories of Iphicrates, short-
age of money in Polyaenus (3, 9, 30 and 35)!4 and a common source can be assumed
for all of them. Thus, Polyaenus is likely to have drawn this stratagem from an earlier
collection of this kind. At this point it cannot be answered whether Polyaenus himself

koine ekklesia in 479 need not prove that the decree we have was actually passed in the
form we have.

13 The polis of Plataeca was finally re-founded by Philip II after the battle of Chaeronea
in 338, and this event forms the terminus post quem of the first Eleutheria.

14 Cf. D. Whitehead, Polyaenus on Iphicrates, CQ 53 (2003) 613-616. Whitchead’s
refusal to accept the authenticity of another strategem on ‘lpixpding &v dmopiq yxpnpd-
tov (Polyaen. 3, 9, 30) need not cast doubts on the dependability of the stratagem inclu-
ding a mention of koine ekklesia.
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minted the phrase év dmopig xpnpdtav to introduce a few entries or borrowed it
form his sources. Yet, the wording koine ekklesia was, no doubt, repeated after a
fourth-century source. Since it matters what source it is, we shall come back to this
question having collected more fourth-century materiall>.

The oldest event alluded to by Diodorus as koine ekklesia is a debate of the Spartan
assembly about the question of maritime hegemonia in 475/4.

Diod. 11, 50, 2-3: cvvaiyBeiong 8¢ 1fic yepovoiog BovAebovto mepi 10D TOAE-
Hov 100 mpoOg tovg "ABnvaiovg vrép T kotd BdAaTTOY 'hysuovi(xg opoiog d&
Kol Tfic Kovfic emcxlnmag avvocxﬁemng, ol pev vsmspm Kol TV GAAoV ol
noAlol (pt?»onumg exxov dvaxthicoactot 'mv nysuovww vomf;ovxeg, £0v oIV
nepmooovial, Xpnudtov & ToAAdY ednopficely kai kabBéAov thv Irdptnv
peilova mouicesBon xoi duvatotépay, To0¢ 18 TOV 1d10TdY oikoug TOAANV
éniSoctv MyecBou mpog eddopoviay.

»(2) And when a meeting of the gerousia was convened, they considered making
war upon the Athenians for the sake of regaining the command of the sea. (3) Like-
wise, when the general assembly was convened, the younger men and the majority of
the others were eager to recover the leadership, believing that, if they could secure it,
they would enjoy great wealth, Sparta in general would be made greater and more
powerful, and the estates of its private citizens would receive a great increase of pros-
perity*.

There are uncertainties about Diodorus’ version: whether authenticity of a fact or
its date is doubtful!6. Diodorus’ passage (11, 50) is the first passage in Historical
Library dealing with affairs of mainland Greece, after two chapters devoted exclusively
to the history of Western Greeks and before other two!”. Of course, it need not mean
that Diodorus drew here from his usual, though fiercely discussed, Western Greek
source, presumably being the same which he follows in naming a few assemblies
general (koine ekklesia) in his Book 16. Yet, it makes this idea very likely!®

However, for our analysis, the literary picture itself is sufficient. As seems, two
institutions of the Spartan state are opposed here, and the wording koine ekklesia was
intended (whether by Diodorus or by his source) to underscore exclusiveness of the
gerousia.

3. Meetings of Macedonians

Macedonian koine ekklesia appears in Diodorus four times. All the evidence touches
on the era of Diadochi:

15 M. T. Schettino, Introduzione a Polieno, Firenze 1999, 173-7, divides the 63 Iphi-
crates’ stratagems in Polyaenus III 9 into three groups: 1) eulogiastic, moralistic stories
taken from Ephorus mainly, 2) stories firmly datable, which we equally often owe to Theo-
pompus, 3) episodes of the internal history of Athens. Schettino, however, sees no criteria
which make possible ascribing this passage to Ephorus or Theopompus.

16 See hesitating Meiggs, The Athenian Empire (s. n. 10), 40: ,If there was such a
debate it was probably in 478 or 477, but the credentials are not very good®.

17°T. S. Brown, Timaeus, and Diodorus, Eleventh Book, AJP 73 (1952) 337-335, 342.

18 Meiggs, The Athenian Empire (s. n. 10), 40.
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I. Diod. 18, 39, 4 refers to mutiny at the Triparadeisus ,,Conference®, with the
following words: tapoyxfic 8& peyaing odong év tailg duvdpeot xai koiviig
éxxAnoiag ovvoybeiong 6 pév 'Avrtinatpog drohexBeig toig nANBect thv pev
Tapoxny katérovce, Ty & Edpudiknv xatarnAnEapevog Eneice thv Hovyiav
dryewv (,, There was great disorder in the army; but a general assembly was called
together, and Antipater put an end to the tumult by addressing the crowd, and by
thoroughly frightening Eurydice he persuaded her to keep quiet*)!°. Antipater used the
assembled Macedonians to authorize his new division of satrapies (18, 39, 5-7), but
earlier his life was in danger during an uncontrolled gathering of soldiers (Diod. 18,
39, 1-4; Arr. Succ. 1, 32-33; Polyaen. Strat. 4, 6, 4). It is noteworthy that Diodorus
refers to koine ekklesia whereas Arrian records the army (ho stratos or he stratia) and
the crowd (ta plethe), Polyaenus — the crowd as well (in the singular to plethos).
Admittedly, Antipater, according to Diodorus, too, addressed the crowd (SiadeyBeic
101g mAf0ec1), whereas earlier ,,troubles*, divided the Army. Polyacnus stresses also
that the Macedonians (hoi Makedones) willing to lynch Antipater were militants20.

II. Diod. 19, 15, 1 accounts a reunion of Eumenes and satraps Peucestas and
Antigenes before the decisive campaign against Antigonus Monophthalmus: 'Enei 8¢
nopeyeviOnooav eig v Tovoiovny wpOg ToVG mepl Tov Edpevi), cuviyoyov
éxkAnoiav kowfyv, év f| ToAAiv cuvéPn yevéoBor grhotipiav drep Tfig Hyepo-
viag (,,When the satraps had come into Susiane and had joined Eumenes, they called
together a general assembly in which there was found to be a good deal of rivalry for
the chief command*).

There is a notable opposition of koine ekklesia in (Diod. 19, 15, 1) and a council,
proceeding each day like that of some city ruling itself on democratic principles in a
further part of that relation (Diod. 19, 15, 4: ndvtov 8¢ diaonuoivopévav 10 pn-
Bev dg ovueépov eipnuévov cuviiye ko’ Huépav cuvédpiov oidv Tivog Snpokpa-
toupévng moAewc). I will return to this intriguing passage in a later part of the
present study.

III. Diod. 19, 51, 1-2 is especially important for the students of prerogatives exer-
cised by the Macedonian assembly, since describes a trial of Queen Olympias before

19 This case of mutiny has the immense literature, see remarks by Briant, Antigone (s.
n. 4), 274-279, there also a bibliography of precedent studies.

20 polyaen. 4, 6, 2 writes on Antipater’s salvation from the Macedonians (thrice in the
chapter), just to close with a remark that he escapcd wthe stones of lhe soldiers*: 'Avti-
yovog Avnnmpov Kwﬁuveuovm Bln@nvm o Maxedoveov Eowce. Tob oTpOTO-
nédov pécog NV moTopdC oéug 10 psuuu YEQUPOLY exwv Evlev oi Maxféovag £oKN-
vouv- éxeibev Avtlyovog Exmv ummg OHOPPOVOIVTOS. Ol uev peta noALol Oopu-
Bov kot peya).ng Bomng nmuv xpnuc.m BaAeiv anslkouvteg. el N ka[}owv "Avti-
noTpog O un exmv dodvor Nv v apnxavm Avrwovog e«pn npog avTOV "GAA’ eymye
oL dom wopov Geddov’. tobte einov, Ev adTR tn navorAig Sradpapodv mv
YéQupoy, HECOG TENMY THG GOAOYYOS EKGOTO TPOCHEL £01KMG Snpnyopncovn ot
Maxeddveg bg avdpl tév Empaviv é&sxdypouv Kol mopiecay kol mavieg eimovto
dxovoduevor [dv] nporéyewv pédder. émel 8¢ mepiéorn 1o mAijbog, poxpd Ednunyo-
pnoev dmoloyodpevog bmep 'Avtindipov, EnuyyeAhopevog, mopokaddy, S1eAAdo-
cav. v 8 1@ Kkoipd Thg poxpig dnunyopilag "Avtinotpog petd tdv innémv thy yé-
gupav maperbov Eépuye tolg dnd TOV orpatietdv Atbovc.
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the Macedones?!: npoerpé\ya‘co (Cassander) 8¢ kol TobG 01KELOVG TOV GV pNUEVOV

O?u)umocﬁog év xovij t1@dv MakeSovov emclnowc Koc'myopew g mpoeLpN-
uevng yuvomcog Qv nomcocv*cmv 70 mpootofev kol thic pév Olnum(x(Sog obte
TopovoTg 0VTe Exolong Tobg dmoloynoopévoug ol piv Maxeddveg koteyivaokov
adtic Odvatov kT

,-He also urged the relatives of those whom Olympias had slain to accuse the afore-
said woman in the general assembly of the Macedonians. They did as he had ordered;
and, although Olympias was not present and had none to speak in her defence, the
Macedonians condemned her to death®.

Pausanias is less precise when alludes to the same eplsode (1,25,6: ’Avuna’cpou
o¢ omoeocvowog O?wumocg SLOLBacoc ¢€ "Hneipov yxpbévov pév tvo fipev dmo-
kretvooa "Apidaiov, o0 ToAAd 8¢ Votepov ékmolopxnBeica Hnd Kaoodvdpov
nopeddbn 1@ nAnBer. — ,,On the death of Antipater, Olympias, came from Epirus,
killed Arridaeus, and for a time occupied the throne, but shortly afterwards was be-
sieged by Cassander, taken, and delivered up to the crowd*).

There is a Latin account of the same event by Pompeius Trogus/Justin (14, 6, 6:
sed Cassander ad contionem vocato populo etc. — but Cassander summoned people to
the assembly). The sentences following Diodorus, description of the assembly that
condemned Olympias are also of interest here; we can assume that Diodorus sum-
marised Olympias’ answer to the condemnation. Our attention should be attracted by
Olympias’ wish to be judged by all the Macedonians, or Cassander’s fear of Olympias
recollecting deeds of Philip and Alexander toward the whole nation, Diod. 19, 51, 3-4:
thig 82 "Olvpniadog 0 opévng eev€ecbat, Tovvaviiov & Etoiung ofiong év naot
Maxkedoot xpibiivon 6 Kéoavdpog eoPnbeig pfinote 10 7Affog dxodov 1fic Boot-
AMoomng dmoroyovpévng kol tdv "AreEdvdpov kol ®ihinnov mpog drav EBvoc
EVEPYECLAV GAVOLLUVIGKOLEVOV HETOVONOT KTA.

,»As Olympias, however, refused to flee but on the contrary was ready to be judged
before all the Macedonians, Cassander, fearing that the crowd might change its mind if
it is heard the queen defend herself and was reminded of all benefits conferred on the
entire nation by Alexander and Philip, etc.”.

Friedrich Granier understood that all the Macedonians had been equal to koine
ekklesia®?, but Pierre Briant wants to see in all the Macedonians the assembly of
people confronted with the general assembly of soldiers?3. Another passage in Dio-
dorus, that on Antigonus, response to the trial of Olympias (see below) weakens the
assumption of Briant. It seems reasonable to follow Karl-Julius Beloch who argued
that Olympias had tried to appeal to ,the real representation of the Macedonian
people®, i.e. to the Macedonians in Asia as well24,

2l Granier, Makedonische Heeresversammlung (s. n. 4), 90; Briant, Antigone (s. n. 4),
297-299.

22 Granier, Makedonische Heeresversammlung (s. n. 4), 90.

23 Briant, Antigone (s. n. 4), 298-299.

24 K. J. Beloch, GG IV 12,109, n. 1.
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IV. Diod. 19, 61, 1-3 with an undoubted indication of decree-passing role of the
assembly (it does not matter here whether this role was more than facade or not) refers
to Antigonus, reaction to Cassander’s punishment of Olympias and contains a decree
of the Macedonians:

1. "Avtiyovog 8¢ moporyevopévou mpog ootov "Ale€dvdpou 1o MoAvrépyovtog
npdc pev todtov cuvébeto @iliav, odtog 8¢ cvvayaywv TAV TE OTPATIWTOV
xal t@dv mopemidnuovvriov kowvny éxxAnoiav xatnydpnoe Kocsdvdpov, mpo-
pepdpevoc v 1€ "Olvpumiddog dvaipesy kol To cvpfdvio mept Po&dvny kol
1ov PBociiéa. npog 88 tovTog Eheyev bg Beocoiovikny pév Biacdauevog éyn-
pev, eovepdg 8¢ ¢E181életon thy Maxeddvav Poaoidelav, 2. €t 88 dg "OAvv-
Biovg dviog moAepiotdtove Mokeddvay Kot@KLoeY €lg THY OLOVVUOV £0:VTOD
nélv kol OfPac dvéotnoe tog VO Makedovwv Katackageloag. 3. cvvaya-
vaxtobviov 8¢ 1édv Sylwv Eypaye déyua xalf’ 6 tov Kacavdpov éyneicato
moAéplov givor, v um T e mOAelg xoBéAn kol 1OV Pacidéo kol Thv un-
tépo v ‘Poldvny mpoayoywv £k tfic euAakic dnodd tolc Makeddor kol 10
cOvolov gav un melBopyfi 1@ xobestopéve otpotny® kol thig Pacilelog
napelAnedTL T Enpédeiov Aviydve. eivon 88 kol tovg “EAAnvac dmovtog
ghevBépovg, dppovpNTovg, ODTOVOLOVS. EMYNQPIOUUEVOY 8¢ TOV CTPATIOTDY TO
pnBévio dranéoteire novtoxfi Tovg KopiobvTag TO doYpHa KTA.

,.1. Antigonus, after Polyperchon’s son Alexander had come to him, made a pact of
friendship with him, and then, calling a general assembly of the soldiers and of the co-
followers?> | laid charges against Cassander, bringing forward the murder of Olympias
and the treatment of Roxane and the king. Moreover, he said that Cassander had mar-
ried Thessalonice by force, and was clearly trying to establish his own claim to the
Macedonian throne; 2. and also that, although the Olynthians were very bitter enemies
of the Macedonians, Cassander had re-established them in a city called by his own
name and had rebuilt Thebes, which had been razed by the Macedonians. 3. When the
crowd showed that it shared his wrath, he introduced a decree according to the terms of
which it was voted that Cassander was to be an enemy unless he destroyed these cities
again, released the king and his mother Roxane from imprisonment and restored them
to the Macedonians, and, in general, yieclded obedience to Antigonus the duly estab-
lished general who had succeeded to the guardianship of the throne. It was also stated
that all the Greeks were free, not subject to foreign garrisons, and autonomous. When

25 Aristophanes of Byzantium defines parepidemos as a traveling foreigner (xenos, see:
Lexica Graeca Minora, ed. L. Latte, H. Erbse, Hildesheim 1965, 279 and fr. 38 Nauck =
Nomina aetatum, fr. Paris. 16). The contrast between the unequivocal stratiotai and the dis-
cussed parepidemountes in Diodorus proves that the latter were civilians. Most of them,
however, must have been ,,camp-followers*. Thus: R. H. Simpson, Antigonus One-eyed and
the Greeks, Historia 8 (1959) 389; P. Briant, Antigone (s. n. 4), 300 (,,dans le baggage™).
N. G. L. Hammond, Some Passages in Arrian concerning Alexander, CQ 30 (1980) 464
translates them as ,the residents there* and understands them as the Macedonians residing
near Tyre. R. Engel, Untersuchungen zum Machtaufstieg des Antigonos I. Monophtalmos.
Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der frithen Diadochenzeit, Kallmiinz 1976, 121 n. 273 assumes
that Antigonus summoned all his troops and ,,anwesenden Fremden that would have been
delegates of Polyperchon.
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the soldiers2® had voted in favour of these messages, Antigonus sent men in every
direction to carry the decree, etc..

The extensive quotation may appear superfluous, but this assembly is especially
important for our aims. It is usually understood that an assembly was general for the
reason that it was a composite of soldiers and ,,others in the camp* (parepidemi-
ountes). Its structure would have been complex, therefore. I believe that this passage
comprises a clear indication that Antigonus seeking a legitimate response against
Cassander tried to reproduce the Macedonian state in Asia. To achieve that, he needed
not an assembly of warriors of wartime, but a more perfect, larger assembly of mili-
tants and other Macedonians (hence, the presence of co-travellers — parepidemiountes
was emphasised by Diodorus). This again, together with a description of the decisions
passed by this very assembly as the decrees by the Macedonians with Antigonus
(Diod. 19, 62, 1: 1. dedoypéva 1oig pet’ *Aviiydvov Mokeddot) shows that the
usual form of the assembly were covenants of the Macedonians, not of soldiers
(although the soldiers formed the majority — Diod. 19, 61, 3: émymeicopévay 8¢
TV otpatiotdv reveals this reality).

The frequent recurrence of koine ekklesia in Diodorus, narrative of the Successors
can suggest that he, while choosing this wording, was influenced by his source (defi-
nitely Hieronymus of Cardia?’). On the other hand, other authors drawing on the same
source, referring to the same events use the different wording (as Arrian in History of
the Diadochi). Most likely, they were more independent from the usage of the source.

In other books of his Historical Library, basing not on Hieronymus, naturally,
Diodorus names the Macedonian assembly as simply as possible ekklesia (16, 3, 1;
16, 4, 3; 17, 109, 2). He also attributes to the Macedonian assemblies plainly un-
official names, for instance fa plethe (the crowd) in 16, 3, 3; 17, 2, 2. Of course, these
names ascribed to the Macedonian assembly we can find in other authors (Arrian28;

26 The assembly at Tyre was therefore dominated by the soldiers. On the other hand, K.
Rosen, Political Documents in Hieronymus of Cardia (323-302 B.C.), Ant. Class. 10
(1967) 41-94, though stressing that it was not ,,a mere military assembly* (on 78-79),
argues for a ,,quite informal* participation of parepidemiountes in the assembly. However,
one can ask why Antigonus convened both: soldiers and parepidemiountes. Most likely, an
involvement of the latter was useful in attempts to present the assembly as lawful and
legally binding all the Macedonians, since consisting of all Macedonians, not only the
soldiers.

27 There is the general consensus that Diodorus’ narrative of the Diadochi heavily
depends on Hieronymus: T. S. Brown, Hieronymus of Cardia, AHR 52 (1947) 684-696,
692; R. H. Simpson, Abbreviation of Hieronymus in Diodorus, AJP 80 (1959) 370-379;
R. Drews, Diodorus and His Sources, AJP 83 (1962) 384; Rosen, Political Documents in
Hieronymus of Cardia (s. n. 26), 41-93; J. Hornblower, Hieronymus of Cardia, Oxford
1981, passim; 1. Merker, Diodorus and Hieronymus of Cardia, AHB 2 (1988) 90-93 (with a
good argument for direct use of Hieronymus in Diodorus). A problem remains whether
Diodorus used another source (other sources) combined with Hieronymus. A good presen-
tation of status quaestionis may be found in J. Seibert, Das Zeitalter der Diadochen (Ertrige
der Forschung 185), Darmstadt 1983, 2-9 and 27-36.

28 For instance, in Arr. An. III 27 (a trial of Amyntas) both plethos and ekklesia are
inserted interchangeably as synonyms.
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Plutarch, Alexander 47, 3 [probably]). It was probably need for variatio stylus that
made a historian (Diodorus or already Hieronymus) to coin a mixture as to koinon
Makedonon plethos that was used to describe an assembly convened by Perdiccas in
order to cancel Alexander’s last plans (Diod. 18, 4, 329: {va, 8¢ pfy 86En dudr Tig
i8ilog yvopng koboipeilv T tfig "Ade&dvdpov d6Enc émi 10 xowvov 1AV Mouke-
dévav nAfBog dviiveyke v mepil otV PovAiv. — ,,To avoid impression that
he cancelled something from Alexander’s decisions by the calculation of his own, he
(Perdiccas) entrusted the judgment on this to the general assembly3? of Macedonians*).
No doubt, koinon plethos cannot refer simply to common people, commoners (most
likely, such an eccentric assumption led Ernst Badian to translate to koinon Maked-
onon plethos as ,the infantry*31. Nothing, but the context indicates that it was an
assembly of the army32. Thus, koinon plethos had undoubtedly been another literary
description of the Macedonian assembly, a variant of koine ekklesia. It would be
interesting to say what the actual name of this institution of the Macedonian state
was, and why it was rendered so often with an adjective kowog.

On the other hand, this variety of names shows that ancient authors described
Macedonian assemblies ignoring their formal side. Shall it mean that all meetings of
the Macedonians, about which we are informed, were informal occasions? Inscriptions
with decrees of the Macedonian assembly would have solved this enigma. Unfortu-
nately, we have no epigraphic data referring to any decree-passing (or related) activity
of the Macedonians at the ekklesia. So, what modern historians have at their disposal?

4. Greek Alliances and Federal States

First, let us recollect some comparative material. The Sicilian evidence of koine ek-
klesia, the richest in Diodorus, is far from being unequivocal. Diodorus twice uses the
term for less than regular meetings of people of various origin and political status33,

Again, the nature of koine ekklesia at Delphi organised by the Phocians during the
Sacred War (in 353/2) cannot be very helpful in our investigation. Since also the
Phocian allies participated in the gathering, this was not the assembly of a state (the
Phocian Confederacy), but of a symmachy (Diod. 16, 32, 2 o1 8¢ ®wkelg dmoiv-
Bévteg 100 moAépov kotd 10 mapdv EnaviiABov eic Aedpodc kol ocvvedBSvrec
UETA TRV ovuudywy €ic kowny éxkAnciav éBoviedovto mepl 100 moAépov —
,»the Phocians, now freed from the war, for the present returned to Delphi and there
meeting with their allies in a general assembly deliberated on the war*).

29 1 et us note that Rosen, Political Documents in Hieronymus of Cardia (s. n. 26), 49—
52 tries to disprove that Diodorus 18, 4 is borrowed from Hieronymus. It is, however,
rather unconvincing.

30 Literally: crowd. It is, however, to resign from philological precision in order to
present things as they were. Cf. Hammond, Some Passages in Arrian (s. n. 25), 464.

31 E. Badian, A King’s Notebooks, HSCP 72 (1968) 183-204, 183 n. 3.

32 Thus, e.g. E. Will, Histoire politique du monde hellenistique ?? (below as HPMH),
Nancy 1979, 26. Briant, Antigone (s. n. 4), 257 n. 6 argues that it was an assembly of the
army, of all its parts, hence an adjective koinos (criticising a Badian’s view which I re-
jected, too; see the precedent note).

3 Diod. 16, 10, 3; 16, 78, 2.
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More relevant in our context seems Diodorus’ reference to the koine ekklesia of
Acarnanians. This assembly was summoned on the initiative of Cassander in the year
316. No doubt Diodorus owed his knowledge of this event to Hieronymus of Cardia,
this time already a courtier of Antigonus Monophthalmus. As Diodorus states,
Cassander ,,gathered Acarnanians to a joint assembly (cvvaryoyav 8 "Axopvovdg
elg kowvnyv éxkAnciov). In the existing literary evidence there is also a noun 10
kowvov attested as a name for the Acarnanian federal authorities. Xenophon in Hel-
lenica (4, 6, 4) writes that ,,Agesilaos have sent to Stratos to the koinon of the
Acamanians® (néuyog elg Ztpatov mpog 10 kowvov 1dv "Akapvavev). Fortunately,
we have a few inscriptions with data concerning the Acarnanian assembly. In these
inscriptions the decree-passing body is usually labelled 10 xovov @V "Akoapvivov)
(,,the community of the Acarnanians®). The formula £80&e tdt xown is given by a
few Hellenistic inscriptions of the Acarnanian Confederacy (IG IX 12 nos. 208; 209
1.19; 583 1.53; 588). In one text (IG IX 12 209, 10) a more detailed enactment formula
of probouletic type was inserted 8ed6yBon a1 BovAdn kol 161 KOOl TAV Axop-
vévev — ,.it was resolved by the council and the koinon of the Acarnanians“34.
Undoubtedly, an institution listed alongside the council as 10 kotvdv the full citizen
body of the Acarnanians must be understood as the assembly.

There is also a mention of the koine ekklesia of the Aetolians (Proclus, In Platonis
rem publicam commentarii, vol. I p. 115 [Kroll]). It was already noticed that in the
Aetolian usage the term ,,10 xowvév* denotes the assembly3?. Thus Proclus, although
alludes to a miraculous event that was a resurrection of an Aetolian leader Poly-
critus3%, confirms that there was a practice to render 10 xowvév of the inscriptions as

34 Another name for the Acarnanian assembly thrice attested in inscriptions: is chilioi
(w The Thousands“): 1G IX? 207; IvMagn. 31 (= IG IX? 582), P. Funke, H.-J. Gehrke, L.
Kolonas, Ein neues Proxeniedekret des Akarnanischen Bundes, Klio 75 (1993) 131-144;
cf. H. Swoboda, Die griechischen Volksbeschliisse (Epigraphische Untersuchungen), Leip-
zig 1890, 31; Rhodes, Lewis, The Decrees of the Greek States (s.n. 2), 160-62 and Rzepka,
Ethnos, Koinon, Sympoliteia and Greek Federal States (s. n. 2), 227; cf. J. Tréheux,
Koinon, REA 89 (1987) 39-46.

35 Rzepka, Ethnos, Koinon, Sympolzteta and Greek Federal States (s n. 2) passun

36 'lgtopel 8% ol Nowunrxlog ) Hnstpmmg, avilp énl 1OV huetépwv nannmv
ysyovcog, Ho?mvcpnov AltwAov enup(xvam:owov AlToADYV kol Awmkocpchq ruxov*c(x
ki anobovely kol ocvaﬁlmval w]\n petée tov Bdvatov évdrte, kol atpmecem elg
aw?mcnav Koy 1édv Aitohdv Kol omlﬁoulavcut T aplom J'EE[)[ oV tﬁovlsuov-
10 kol TohTOV Eivol uap"cnpag lspu)voc OV E(pmlov kol GALOVG | lowpucom; ‘Avti-
Yovo te 1@ Pocthel kol GAAolg Eovtdv @iholg dmodot td cupfdvio ypdwoviag. —
,»And Naumachius of Epirus, a contemporary of our grandfathers, recounts that Polycritus an
Aetolian, being the most distinguished of Aetolians and having achieved the leadership in
Aetolia (Aitolarchia) deceased and resurrected in the ninth month after his death. He arrived
at general assembly of the Aetolians and made the best counsels concerning the disputed
issues. Witnesses of that are also Hieron of Ephesus and other historians ascribing the
event to the time when the King Antigonus and some of his friends departed this life". —
The same story is recounted in fuller with more fabulous details by Phlegon of Tralles
(FGrHist 257 F 36). Both authors quote as sources Hieron of Ephesus and others (Nau-
machios of Epirus, a medical writer, is the main source of Proclus), Phlegon attributes to
the Aetolian assembly alternatively names demos and ekklesia. Of course, marvels de-
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kowvn éxkAnoio. Let us note that the story of Polycritus — strategos in the late
fourth century B.C., reappearing before the Aitolian assembly, though directly based
on less famous writers, must have been indirectly drawn from Hieronymus. Un-
doubtedly, the original source of information on the Akarnanian ,,general assembly*
was Hieronymus, too. Thus one can conclude that Hieronymus sometimes translated
to koinon of documents into koine ekklesia more comprehensible to his readership. Of
course, he sometimes just retains documentary style — and the same institution is
named koine ekklesia a one time, and koinon — another one37. The same must be
said about Hieronymus’ terms for Macedonian assemblies — Polyaenus mentions to
koinon ton Makedonon in the story of Pithon’s defection from Antigonus (4, 6, 14):

’Av*ciyovog {Bwva catpdnny Mnﬁiocg nuBépevog Eevoloyeiv kal xpﬁu(x‘coc
m)MLeyew ocnocmvou BsBouhanusvov dmioTeElY 101G ocyyskkonm npocenomoato
QACK®OV ,,00K OV £Y® TCICF’CS‘UO'OLI},LL todto M{Bwve mpdttev, @ mevraxio-
xthovg Momeﬁovocg onhrocg kol Ophkag xtiiovg edhokag thg cotpameiog
neu\you nopeokeboka’. TodTo iy ducm')cag notevel T (pl?uocvepmnioc KOl
S100 Tdioug mcs Xn\uouevog v énikovplov. Avrwovog 8¢ &c 10 KOOV TAV
Mokeddévav Eoayoyov [MiBave AV Tipepnoduevog &méxtelvey.

»Antigonus, when learned that Pithon, the satrap of Media, had decided to revolt
and was recruiting mercenaries and collecting money, he pretended not to believe the
informers, saying ‘I do not believe Pithon would do these things, since I have prepared
5000 Macedonian hoplites and 1000 Thracians to send him as guards of the satrapy’.
As soon as Pithon heard this, he trusted Antigonus’ benevolence and quickly arrived to
take command of the auxiliary force. Antigonus had arrested him and brought before
the Macedonian assembly, and punished him with death®.

We cannot be sure whether Polyaenus used Hieronymus directly or not3®, The
indirect use would not tell against the thesis that it was Hieronymus who coined these

scribed by Proclus and Phlegon do not reduce importance of their wording for revealing the
very nature of the institution covered under the name xowm £kkAnocio.

7 E.g. 10 xowvdv t@dv AltwAdv in Diod. 19, 66, 2 CApiotédnuog pev 6 xotacto-
Oeic Un’ "Avtiydvov otparnyde g éndBeto v "AAeEdvpov 10D Ilolvmépyovrog
dndctooly, ¢xi 10D Kowod ThV AlTOADY S1KOOAOYNOGUEVOS TPOETPEYNTO TO TAR-
On Ponbeiv 1olg "Avtiyévou mpdypnoocty. — ,Aristodemus who had been made general by
Antigonus, on learning of the defection of Polyperchon’s, son Alexander, presented his
own side of the matter to the general assembly of the Aetolians and persuaded the crowd to
support the fortunes of Antigonus“ — or in 20, 20, 3 and 20, 99, 3. Cf. Rzepka, Koinon,
Ethnos, Sympoliteia and Greek Federal States (s. n. 2), 232.

38 R. J. Philips, The Sources and Methods of Polyaenus (Harvard University Diss.
1971, summarised in HSCP 76 [1972]) 297-8 states for example: ,,Polyaenus’ special
interest in his native Macedonia led him to devote a great deal of space to Macedonian
affairs. Evidence for direct use of Hieronymus is particularly strong®. In the light of all
factual errors harming the quality of Polyaenus, Macedonian Book, J. Hornblower, Hiero-
nymus of Cardia, Oxford 1982, 74-5 argues for a selective and indirect use of Hieronymus
in Polyaenus. Conclusions of my own study of Polyaenus’ picture of the Macedonian
monarchy, especially of the Successors are close to Homblower’s ones (to be published as
Polyaenus the Macedonian in the Acts of Taktika. The First Conference on the Greek
Tactical Writing, Torun, 8-10 April 2005).
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names for various assemblies. Moreover, this time Polyaenus should be given
precedence before Diodorus 19, 46, 4 on the same event (6 [’Avtiyovoc] 8¢ kvpredoog
100 CMUOTOG Kol KOTNYOPioy TOINGGUEVOS &V TOlg UETEXOVGL TOV Guvedpiov
pading kotedikooe kol mopoypfipo dréktewvey — ,,Antigonus, when he had
gained possession of his [i.e. Pithon’s] person and had accused him before the
members of the council, easily won a conviction and had him executed at once®). Dio-
dorus, was this time innovative, tried to render documentary koinon ton Makedonon,
in a more pleasant from the literary point of view way, as a synhedrion. No doubt
there was no abbreviation of Hieronymus in this chapter of Diodorus. Rather, the next
sentence with a change of an institution involved (cuvayoymv 8¢ 10 ctpotdnedov
elg Eva tomov catpdmnv pev &nédeie thig Mndiog ‘Opoviofdinv Midov,
otpatnyov 8¢ ‘Inmdotpotov, Exovia melovg pev Eévovg tpioyiiiovg mevio-
kociovg — ,.he had gathered the army [camp] into one place and, appointed Oronto-
bates, the Persian satrap of Media, as well as he made Hippostrates general with an
infantry force of 3500 mercenaries*) makes clear that the issue was discussed and the
final decision was taken in the assembly of the Macedonians.

5. The epigraphic evidence — Opramoas’ dossier

Our only epigraphic attestations of koine ekklesia are also preserved in evidence
produced by a federal sympolity. All they come from the Opramoas dossier (TAM 11,
1-3, 905 form c. A.D. 105-152). The common electoral assembly of the nation of
Lycians was there enacting body of many decrees (see documents 12, 15, 17, 30 con-
taining the formula £80&e tfi xowfi T0D Avkiev EBvovg apyorpecioxi ékkAnciq.
In a few other documents the assembly is followed in the enactment formula by the
council, as in documents 21, 22, 23, 32: £d8o&e tfi kowfj 100 Avkimv £Bvoug
apyorpectok]y ékkAnoio kol BovAfi) and the addressee of a letter sent by a Roman
official (document 15)39. Although in the second century A.D. the common electoral
assembly was — in all likelihood — a representative body known from Strabo (14, 3,
3), one should assume that originally there had been electoral meetings of all Lycians.
Even after a transformation (we cannot define its date) into the representative body of
the electors (archostatai) it was not identical with the council (see documents 21, 22,
23, 32 which have both, the common electoral assembly and the council). It would be
interesting to answer, when a concept of the common electoral assembly was born.
We have also a number of decrees by the Lycian xowdv, earlier (for instance OGIS
551 from the second century or SEG 18, 143 from the first century A.D.) and later
(IGRR 111 473, the turn of the second century A.D.) than the Opramoas dossier. Given
the date of Opramoas records’ production it is thinkable, on the one hand, that the
common electoral assembly of the nation of Lycians was a nomenclature influenced

39 The classic treatment of the Lycian Confederacy and its constitution in Larsen,
Representation and Democracy in Hellenistic Federalism (s. n. 11), 70-87 is now replaced
by A. G. Keen, Dynasitc Lycia. A Political History of the Lycians and Their Relations with
Foreign Powers c. 545-362 B.C., Leiden, Boston 1998, 177-181 (with an analysis of
early documents witnessing a kind of sympoliteia in Lycia).
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by literary works. On the other hand pairing of boule and common assembly in some
documents of the dossier could have indicated that the representative assembly
developed from the much older primary assembly of the Lycians.

6. ,,Koinon ton Makedonon‘ of the Hellenistic Age

Having surveyed the data from Hellenistic federal states, let us turn our attention to
one isolated documentary source that mentions the 10 kowov T®dv Maxeddv. It is a
Macedonian dedication of Philip V" statue at Delos with a following inscription: ,,the
koinon of Macedonians (devotes the statue of) King Philip, son of King Demetrius for
his virtue and goodwill to Apollo* (Syll.2 575 = IG XI 4, 1102: 16 xowov M[oxke]-
S6v[wv] | Baciréo @i[Mrrov Baciréag] | Anuntpiov &[petfic Evexa] | kol ed-
voto[g 'An6AAwvi]). An almost contemporary dedication (IG XI, 4, 1103) comprises
in all probability a similar, however badly injured, text (t0 xo[wvov] - - | Bo[ciréa]
- - | [Maxed]ovav). Both texts were taken by Fanoula Papazoglou as an indication
that the Macedonian state was transformed into a quasi-federal state under the Antigo-
nids*0. This view is shared also by a few Greek scholars (among them Miltiades
Hatzopoulos and Kostas Buraselis), who notice that Macedonia (as other Northern
Greek kingdoms) in many ways resembled the Hellenistic federal states. Buraselis
while mentioning the royal protocol of Antigonus Doson, points even that ,,Mace-
donia should not look old-fashioned in a new period of federative boom*4!. Hatzo-
poulos goes further and indicates other resemblances, beyond the sphere of official
language as well42. The ,federal” state in Hellenistic Macedonia seems a bizarre idea.
On the other hand, one cannot overlook the very end of the Macedonian monarchy. Its
disbandment and reorganization of Macedonia into four local leagues (called republics
by modern students) served the Roman interests. We hear, however, no accusation that
by this the Romans violated Greek freedom or Macedonian customs (it was a destruc-
tion of the monarchy that woke Macedonian resentments#3). Why? The Romans,

40 F, Papazoglou, Sur l’organisation de la Macédoine des Antigonides, in: Ancient
Macedonia III, Thessaloniki 1983, 195-210. K. J. Beloch, Griechische Geschichte IV 12,
Berlin 1927, 383.

41 K. Buraselis, Considerations on Symmachia and Sympoliteia in the Hellenistic
Period, in: K. Buraselis, K. Zoumboulakis (eds.), The Idea of European Community in
History. Conference Proceedings vol. II: Aspects of connecting poleis and ethne in
Ancient Greece, Athens 2003, 49. .

42 M. Hatzopoulos, Polis, Ethnos and Kingship in Northern Greece, in: K. Buraselis,
K. Zoumboulakis (eds.), The Idea of European Community in History. Conference Pro-
ceedings vol. II: Aspects of connecting poleis and ethne in Ancient Greece, Athens 2003,
51-64. Hatzopoulos, however, stresses the early existence of poleis in Macedonia. For a
fuller presentation of his views, cf. Hatzopoulos, Macedonian Institutions I (s. n. 3), 354ff.

43 Pol. 31, 2, 12: cuvéBaive yop tobg Makeddvae &fbeg Svioag dnpokpatikig
kol ovvedproxfic mohteiog otacidlev mpoc abtodg. — It happened that the Mace-
donians, being unaccustomed to democratic and representative form of government, were
quarreling among themselves®. Polybius stresses also that the Romans pretended to have
liberated the people of Macedon from the slavery to its monarchs (36, 17, 13: Maxedoveg
pev yop vro Popciny moAkdv kol peydAmv étetedyeoov grAavBpmmidv, kowvii pev
ndvieg GmoAvOévieg povapyik®v émitoyndTov kol @opwv kol petahofoviec dmod
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probably, did not create new organisms. As often, they transformed an earlier local
custom. The Macedonian kingdom of the Hellenistic age with certainty was not a
federal state, the true federalism could not agree with the sovereignty vested in the
King#4. Larger unitary monarchies of the epoch relied on local units which possessed
a significant degree of self-government or freedom of action, at least (freedom of action
enjoyed by satraps — servants to the Great King, the universal sovereign, is especial-
ly instructive in this respect).

Other striking similarities between Macedonia and Greek confederacies can be listed
here. From the fourth century onwards we meet in the surviving epigraphic evidence
Macedonians presented with the double ethnic (for instance Makedon ek Thessalo-
nikes)* . The double ethnic consisting of city ethnic and tribal (or supra-polis) ethnic
is often understood as an indication of existence of the double citizenship and eo ipso
the federal sympolity*. The double citizenship of Macedonians is an idea that seemed
doubtful to other scholars?’, but, as I am convinced, without reason. A way in which
the double ethnic was attributed to Macedonians may at first glance appear irregular8,

SovAeiog oporoyovpévag devbepiov xtAh. — ,The Macedonians had met with many
signal favours from Rome; the country as a whole had been delivered from the arbitrary rule
and taxation of monarchs, and, as all confessed, now enjoyed freedom in place of servitude,
etc.). Cf. P. Tucci, La democrazia di Polibio tra eredita classica e federalismo, in: C.
Bearzot, F. Landucci, G. Zecchini, Gli stati territoriali nel mondo antico, Milano 2004,
45-86 (on 51-58).

44 But, see P. Zancan, Il monarcato ellenistico nei suoi elementi federativi, Padova
1934, passim and A. Giovanni, Untersuchungen iiber die Natur und Anfinge der bundes-
staatlichen Sympolitie in Griechenland, Gottingen 1971, 72, 80. M. Hatzopoulos, Mace-
donian institutions under the Kings. Volume I: A Historical and Epigraphic Study, Athens
1996, 490492 rightly stresses that — in contrast with ,,the southern republican ethne
(Aitolia, Achaia, Boiotia etc.)* — in Macedon there was no ,federal” council based on
representation of poleis or districts.

43 See, for instance, 1G XII (9) 199 (Eretria, 4™ cent.): Maxedav €& 'Avgunodéog; I1G
XII (9) 1187 (Oreos, 4" cent.): Maxedav €& Alyéwv; 1G 1I* 710 (Athens, early 3" cent.)
Maxeddv &y Bepoiog; IG VII 295 (Oropos, 3 cent.): Maxedov éx Ostradovikng. Cf. J.
Gabbert, The Language of Citizenship in Antigonid Macedonia, AHB 2/1 (1988) 10-11,
who noticed the diversity of ethnics applied to the Macedonians. For the sole exception,
see: J. A. Alexander, Cassandreia During the Macedonian Period: An Epigraphical Com-
mentary, in: Ancient Macedonia I, Thessaloniki 1970, 127-146, who noticed that Kassan-
dreians were invariably introduced by the city ethnic and never by the ‘national’ ethnic
Makedon (p. 131-134). Cf. A. Tataki, Macedonians Abroad: A Contribution to the Pros-
opography of Ancient Macedonia, Athens 1998, 28-99 (on the Macedonian ethnics gen-
erally); 85-97 (on the Cassandreians).

46 E.g.: E. Szanto, Das griechische Biirgerrecht, Freiburg im Breisgau 1892, 111; J. A.
O. Larsen, Greek Federal States, Oxford 1968, XIV; M. Sordi, Citta e stati federali nel
mondo greco, in: La citta antica come fatto di cultura, Como 1983, 185-193, on 191;
eadem, 11 federalismo greco nell’eta classica, in: L. Aigner-Foresti (ed.), Federazioni e
federalismo nell'Europa antica, Milano 1994, 3-22; H. Beck, Polis und Koinon. Untersu-
chungen zur Geschichte und Struktur der griechischen Bundesstaaten im 4. Jahrhundert v.
Chr., Stuttgart 1997, 174-181.

47 Giovannini, Untersuchungen iiber die Natur und Anfinge der bundesstaatlichen Sym-
politie in Griechenland (s. n. 44), 80-92.

48 Gabbert, The Language of Citizenship in Antigonid Macedonia (s. n. 45), 10-11.
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but in undoubted sympolities, too, its use, though subjected to certain rules, may
seem inconsequent. The main principle is that at home citizens are usually presented
with a narrowing city ethnic (e.g. Dymaioi or Megalopolitai in the Achaean Con-
federacy), abroad as tribesmen (Achaioi, Aitoloi, Akarnanes). There is finally a cate-
gory of foreign documents in which both a tribal ethnic and a mention of hometown
are specified together (for instance Achaios ek Dymes, Aitolos ek Naupaktou, Akarnas
ek Thyrreiou). Similarly, in two Macedonian fascicles of Inscriptiones Graecae and in
works supplementing them we find neither Classical nor Hellenistic documents re-
ferring to internal affairs and containing the ethnic Makedon (in singular).

Absence of this ethnic from Macedonian inscriptions is well underscored by a letter
of Philip V" to Archippus, a royal epistates at Greia®®. There is a mention Corrha-
gus, son of Perdiccas, a personage being with such a name and father’s name un-
doubtedly a Macedonian. His nationality remains, however, unspecified, what pro-
voked a lot of discussion on his status0. Corrhagus belonged to the ,,metics in Greia®
(todv &y TpNion petoikwv), thus was there a foreign resident. It is unwise to hesitate
whether Corrhagus, as a metic, enjoyed or not enktesis at Greia>! — how and why the
discussed land was alienated from Corrhagus must remain an unanswerable question.
Frederic William Walbank comparing Corrhagus’ status with the position of moAt-
tedovieg év AltoAiond? (and xatoikéovreg év AltoAion — one should add) took
a step in the right direction. More likely, however, his status should be equated with
the Aetolians koroikéovteg | moAtebovteg in poleis of the Aetolian Confederacy”3.

49 A. Rizakis, I. Touratsoglou, EAM 1 87 = M. Hatzopoulos, Epigraphic Appendix no.
17, 1. 1-9: [Blociredg @ilnmog Apxmn[(m xm]l[p]slv 100 doBévtoc pot Dnouvn—
HOTOG nlapu tmv] I ]nlspt NixGvopo 1OV tetpdpyny uurenopq:alom 0] | avnypa-
Qov owxmpm ouv avtoic [thv] Kolplpowou [tov] | ﬂLpSucKou m)v sy IpAiot petot-
KOV LOpoy \ut?uw [fiv] 1 [ploocwy eivon nkeepa rEvTKovTao, Ewg Gv cuvviel Aoy
tog Buoiag Zlv 1oL 'An]edhoior pnvi, xai | v énictoAny 8¢ [&voypdylag Exlec
npo t[od] | émotaciov ktAh. — ,King Philip to Archippus, greetings. 1 have sent you the
copy of the memorandum submitted to me by the men around Nicanor, the tetrarches. I
concede therefore to them arable land of Corrhagus son of Perdiccas, one of metics at Greia,
which — as they say — is 50 plethra broad as long as they perform the sacrifices in the
month of Apellaios. Having transcribed the letter, display it before the ‘epistasion’ etc.”.

30 To quote only the milestones in the debate: editio princeps by Ch. 1. Makaronas,
‘Eriotodn tod Baciréwg @idinwov tod E’, Ephemeris 1934-1935, 117-127; C. B.
Welles, New Texts from the Chancery of Philip V of Macedonia and the Problem of the
Diagramma, AJA 42 (1938) 245-260 (n.b. this splendid text definitely elucidating the very
nature of the royal diagramma is completely mistaken in reconstruction of Corrhagus-
position. Welles believed that the citizenship at Greia had been incompatible with the
Macedonian citizenship, and for Corrhagus accepting the Greian rights would have been
followed by a loss of the Macedonian citizenship; this was generally rejected in later
studies).

51 Thus, Hatzopoulos, Macedonian Institutions 1 (s. n. 3), 354, n. 6.

52 F. W. Walbank, Philip V of Macedon, Cambridge 1940, 7, n. 4.

3 There was a subtle distinction between , residents in Aetolia* and ,residents in polis
within Aetolia®“. See: J. Rzepka, Poleis czinkowskie w polityce zagranicznej Zwiazku
Etolskiego w okresie hellenistycznym (Constituent Poleis and the Foreign Politics of the
Hellenistic Aetolian Confederacy), Przeglad Historyczny 91 (2000) 157-180 (on 176—
178). Since that article is in Polish (and Polonica non leguntur) 1 can only signal from this
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The only, however notable, exception to the rule which claims absence of the
ethnic Makedon/Makedones in Classical and Hellenistic documents of Macedonia is an
inscription containing the donation of Kallindoia to Macedonians by Alexander the
Great (SEG 36, 626)°4. The donation reflects a new foundation of Kallindoia as a
polis of Macedonians, and as Nicholas Hammond emphasises there is nothing in the
text that could hint at grant for a number of individual Macedonians33. On the other
hand, persons introduced with their city ethnic are also absent from our pre-Roman
dossier. The ethnic Makedon and the Macedonian city ethnics (or sub-tribal labels) are
more widespread abroad. With such a basis one can neither agree with nor disprove
Janice Gabbert arguing that the language of citizenship in Macedonia is full of
inconsistencies>®. The use of ethnics abroad was not enough precise in the better
known ,,Greek federal states®, either. All these similarities should not drive us to
conclude that ancient Macedonia was a federal state in modern categories (in truth so-
called Greek federal states hardly fulfilled all our criteria of being a federal state). On
the other hand, terminological parallels between Macedonia and federal sympolities
show that the Greeks counted them together, as a category of states different from
poleis. Such an assumption finds additional support in attempts by Greek authors to
describe ,,the world of states“. The Macedonians are often classified as an ethnos (10
£0voc was used for ,,a group of men, then ,,a tribe*, ,,a nation” or ,,a people“57). A
compound poleis kai ethne described ,,the world of states®, ,,all the states®, also ,,the
world of Greek states“. Although the kings are who represented monarchies in foreign
relations, a somewhat more detailed composite poleis kai ethne kai dynastai (or
basileis) is not equally often®8. Dynastai and/or basileis were listed together with

place a fuller treatment of the problem in my forthcoming book on the Rights of the Cities
within the Aetolian Confederacy.

54 AyoBdlvap ’AydOavioc] | [iepateldooc ‘AckAinmidr | ['AmdAA]evi &védn-
kev | [010e] iepeic éyévovro | [’ o]d Puaocthedg 'AréEavIdpoc Edwke Makeddot |
KoAivdoio kol to yopia | 1o mepl Kadivdoio (Agathanor son of Agathon after he had
been a priest of Asclepius dedicated to Apollo. These were priests since King Alexander
gave Kalindoia and places in vicinity of Kalindoia to Macedonians).

55 For this document see: N. G. L. Hammond, The King and the Land in the Macedonian
Kingdom, CQ 38 (1988) 382-391, esp. 386.

56 See closing remarks of Gabbert, The Language of Citizenship in Antigonid Mace-
donia (s. n. 45), 11: ,Even in the few inscriptions sampled here, the variety of nomen-
clature is daunting, often contradictory. I see no way to explain it as indicative of different
classes of citizenship. The various usages may have no significance. All individuals may
equally be Macedonian subjects and the variety of the language employed an example of
human diversity. The conclusion must be negative: language alone does not indicate the
citizenship status of any individual in Macedonia. The existing evidence, sparse though it
is, contains too many contradictions®.

57 See LSJ, s.v. £0vog.

58 B.g.: Xen., Anab. 3, 1, 2 (¥0vn kol mbéAeirg); Dem. 18, 271 (mdherg SAon kol
£0vn); Arist. Pol. 1284, 38 (nepi toig mdheig xai 1& #0vn). Diodorus uses poleis kai
ethne (Diod. 16, 29, 1 1fic 1®v €0vdv kol méAewv aipéoenc), 1 and ethne kai poleis kai
dynastai (Diod. 19, 57, 3 Antigonus Monophthalmus invited to join his alliance té t’
£0vn xal ndherg kot duvdotag) — no chronological rule (for instance, that he uses the
shorter phrase in earlier books) can be established here. Polybius 5, 90, 5; 7, 9, 9 (yopig
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poleis kai ethne in the Hellenistic period mainly, and their presence in the lists shall
mean that the federal polities were perceived to have been a distinct kind of states,
separate both from the polis and the monarchy>?.

However, it is the right place to remember that the Greeks did not consider un-
natural that the Macedonians were listed among members of the Hellenic Alliance of
Antigonus Doson (5tV 507 — esp. Polyb. 4, 9, 4: £11 yap &vopkog épeve maotv 1
yeyevnuévn cvppoyio 81 "Aviiydvou xotd Tovg KAgopevixobe xopove "Axyot-
oic, ‘Hrelpdrtong, Pakedotl, Moxkedoot, Bowwtoig, "Axapvact, Oettarolc — ,for
the sworn alliance negotiated by Antigonus during the Cleomenic War was still in
force, and included the Achaeans, Epirotai, Phocians, Macedonians, Boeotians, Acar-
nanians, Thessalians*). This very league consisted of acknowledged federal sympolitics
mainly® and it would go beyond the aims present paper answer all questions that this
Polybian passage had posed®!. It remains to stress here that, in eyes of Polybius at
least, Macedonia did not look ,,old-fashioned in a new period of federative boom'* and
Macedonians were more that just servants or simply subjects to the King. It implies
some degree of sovereignty incarnated in the people of Macedonia (gathered in as-
sembly).

Hence, if the Macedonian assembly ever existed, more or less regular, it must have
recalled assemblies of Greek ,,federal” states, not of poleis. We now can understand
astonishment, with which Diodorus (or his source) emphasised working of the Mace-
donian state®? in a manner of democratic polis (Diod. 19, 15, 4: néviov ¢ Sroon-
povopévev 10 pnbev dg cvpeépov eipnpévov cuoviiye xal’ nuépav cuvédpiov
oldv tvoc Snuoxpatovuévne néAewc ,,Since all approved his proposal as made in the
general interest he called a coucil each day like that of some city ruling itself according
to democracy®). Earlier Diodorus reported a summoning of koine ekklesia by Eumenes
CEmel 8¢ mopeyeviOnoav eic v Tovoiovny npdg tobg mepi tov Edpevii, cov-

34
.

fyayov gxkkAnciov kowfy, v f| ToANv cuvéPn yevécsBan grlotipioy bngp thic

BociAéev kol mdrewv kol 20vawv); 9, 1, 4 (npdkeig £0vdv kol mérewv xai dvvoo-
T®dVv); 21, 42, 24 is equally irregular in adding , monarchs® to , cities and peoples”. Of
course, for our purposes the positive evidence, when , monarchs® are listed alongside
,,cities and peoples* is more important. Cf. the next note.

See: C. Bearzot, Il concetto di , dinasteia” e lo stato ellenistico, in: C. Bearzot, F.
Landucci, G. Zecchini (eds.), Gli stati territoriali nel mondo antico, Milano 2003, 21-44
(esp. p 24-26) and E. Vimercati, Il concetto di ,ethnos* nella terminologia politica
ellenistica, in: C. Bearzot, F. Landucci, G. Zecchini (eds.), Gli stati territoriali nel mondo
antico, Milano 2003, 111-126 (esp. 121-122).

60 Polybius recites a different catalog of the allies with the king as a member of the
symmachy in the year 207 (11, 5, 4): o0t (Philip V) 8[¢ cvppayev brapydviev
Ilehomovvnoiov tdv mAsiotov, Boiwtov, EvBofwv, Poxéov, Aokpdv, Oettaldv,
"Hreiwpot®dv. Newcomers in the list were Macedonian subjects — what is interesting they
were listed as federal states.

61 A catalog of problems and possible solutions, as formulated by E. Will, HPMH 12,
394-395, is still valid.

62 Qr, rather, of its part pretending to be the whole. The passage depicts preparations of
Eumenes, Peucestas and Antigenes before a campaign against Antigonus Monophthalmus
in 317.
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fyepoviog). The opposition of koine ekklesia in Diod. 19, 15, 1 and a council in
Diod. 19, 15, 4 could seem not enough strong, though Diodorus informed twice that
meetings of the council had taken place every day (kata hemeran — Diod. 19, 15,3
and 19, 15, 4). In one instance (Diod. 19, 15, 3) he disguised members of the council
as the satraps and generals pre-selected (or simply — selected earlier) by the plethos
(the crowd)%3. However, usual working of the Macedonian state, including the as-
semblies, did not excite curiosity of Diodorus or his source. It is also thinkable that
Diodorus, source for that event, definitely Hieronymus of Cardia, was close to the
very motives of Eumenes, who created the council.

The adduced evidence seems to have supported the conclusion that the Macedonian
assembly — in ancient Greek eyes — was similar in structure to the assemblies of
Greek federal states as the Macedonian kingdom resembled — in many important re-
spects — these states.

7. Diodorus 16

At least one of examined ,,general assemblies, of the Macedonians* that held in Tri-
paradeisus, issued directly from a state of political turmoil. But were the remaining
assemblies organised as constitutional and regular meetings of the people that had
right to assemble and debate upon matters important for them own? One cannot over-
look that all Sicilian evidence of koine ekklesia (a third of Diodorus uses of the
phrase) traces back to the revolutionary situation.

This wording was used, for instance, in a passage describing a meeting of the Syra-
cusans revolted against Dionysius II convened by Dion in 357. The general assembly,
though irregular, was turned into an election, Dion and his brother were chosen strate-
goi autokratores (Diod. 16, 10, 3-4): covoyoyov 8 dmoviag eig Koy ékkAn-
clov dmepoiveto pév £owtdv fixkew éni v hevbépwory tdv TikeMwtdv,
nopekdAel 8¢ otpatnyovg aipeiobar tovg e0Bétovg mpog Thy dmoxardotocty
thi¢ adrovopiog xai v kotdAvowy i SAng Tupavvidog. 0 8¢ nAR{Bog dHomep
4o peg eoviig dveBdénoe otpatnyovg aipeicot Tov e Alwva kol 1oV &deleov
o010d MeyoxAfiv adtoxpdropag. — ,,Then having brought them all to a general
assembly, he disclosed that he had come for the liberation of the Greeks of Sicily, and
he urged them to elect as generals those men who were well qualified to effect the re-
storation of their independence and the dissolution of the entire tyranny. The crowd as
with one voice cried out that it chose Dion and his brother Megacles as generals with
absolute power*.

63 Diod. 19, 15, 3: Edpeviic 8¢ poBobpevog ph S1d thv mpdg dAAAAovg GTdoty
evxelpotol kotootafdory 'Aviiydve, cvveBodievev Evo pev pn keBiotiy fyepd-
vo, mévtog 08 toVg mpoxekpiuévove vmo 10D mANBovs cutplmug ki oTpaTNyOdS
el v Pacihikiiv ediyv ovvidvroag ke’ Huépav Bovhedeobor xowfi mepi tdv
cuvpgepoviov — Eumenes, however, fearing that through their rivalry with each other
they would become an easy prey for Antigonus advised that they should not set up a single
commander, but all the satraps and generals who had been selected by the mass of the army
should gather in the royal tent each day and take counsel about what was to the common
advantage®.
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The second passage also refers to an assembly that cannot be conceived as a con-
stitutional occasion — Diodorus presents two meetings of Dionysius’ II, mercenaries
who stationed at the citadel of Syracuse (a one simply as ekklesia, another as koine
ekklesia). The first night assembly having been convened by mercenaries themselves
was directed against Nypsius of Naples, their commander, and decided to hand over
akropolis to the revolted Syracusans (Diod. 16, 18, 2: ol 8¢ xotd TV dxpdmody
wisBopdpot 10D Tupdvvon (...) cuVEpandvIEg elg ExkAnciov VVKTOg Eyneicovto
napadodvorl Ty &kpdmoiy kol o@dg adTolg Tolg Zupakosiog Gp’ uépy —
,»The tyrant’s mercenaries, stationed on the acropolis (...) came together in an as-
sembly at night and voted to surrender the citadel and themselves to the Syracusans at
dawn etc.”). The subsequent koine ekklesia was called together by Nypsius to stop
that decision (Diod. 16, 18, 3: 6 ptv otpatnyog Noyiog éxBifdoog tode otpa-
TidTag, xowny éxkAnciov cvvayoyov kol SiadexBeig olkelng tolg nopodor
koipoic, tpoBdpovg xoteckebace Tpog Tovg LEAAOVTaG KivdOvoug — ,the general
Nypsius, after disembarking his soldiers, held a general assembly, presented arguments
suitable to the occasion and won the support of the men to meet the perils in store*). 1
believe that it would be unwise to overestimate contrast between ekklesia of merce-
naries and koine ekklesia sammoned by Nypsius. Rather, a difference is mere nuance,
and Diodorus used the term under discussion to stress that the assembly was now at-
tended by the new troops that had come with the general.

The third example of Sicilian ,,general assemblies* in Diodorus is again an account
of revolutionary movements and depicts a take-over of Rhegium by Timoleon in 344
(Diod. 16, 68, 5: kol T@dv ‘Pnyivov cvvepyodviov 1 Tiporéovtl xol xorviv
éxkxAnoiav év tfj méder ovvayaydviov kol meplt cvAAOGENG dnpnyopolviey
KtA. — ,when the people of Rhegium called a general assembly in the city and staged
a debate on the subject of a settlement etc.”). Plutarch, while describing the same
event, uses a simple form ekklesia (Plut., Tim. 10, 4; 11, 1).

The fourth and last Sicilian episode to be adduced here, another scene from the
history of Timoleon resembles in its most important respect the story of Dion’s
dealing with koine ekklesia. It also revokes the ,,Phocian and allied* koine ekklesia
from the same book of Diodorus (16, 32, 2). Diodorus (16, 78, 2) writes again about
a general assembly of citizens and mercenaries, and allies as well (e00b¢ odV TodG TE
weBogdpovg kal Tvpakosiovg kol tovg &AAOVG cvppdyovg dBpoicog kol kotvhv
gxkAnciov cuvayoydv mop®punce Toig oikelolg Adyolg 10 mARON mpdg TOV
(Orep) TV SAwv dydvo. — ,He assembled his mercenaries immediately, together
with the Syracusans and his allies, called a general assembly, and encouraged the
crowd with appropriate words to face the decisive struggle*). The participants of this
meeting belonged thus to categories that did not match up one another (mercenaries —
Syracusans — allies).

8. Summary of conclusions

Having collected all Classical (or coming not from Christian sources of Late Anti-
quity) attestations of the phrase koine ekklesia, 1 can divide them into three groups:

1. Regular federal assemblies (the Acarnanians in Diodorus; the Aetolians in Pro-
clus; the Etruscans in Dionysius of Halicarnassus)
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2. Meetings of ,,the Allied” in symmachies (the Phocians in Diodorus; the Greeks
allied against Persia in Plutarch’s Life of Aristides)

3. Irregular meetings of a crowd in turmoil (Sicilian general assemblies as listed by
Diodorus, Iphicrates’ soldiers in Polyaenus, and — quite likely — the Capuans as well).

The mention of the Lacedeamonian general assembly cannot be catalogued in any
of the three groups — a use of the phrase koine ekklesia for a regular meeting of the
assembly in a city-state is exceptional. None of the known Macedonian assemblies
can be catalogued in the second category. The remaining two face us with a dilemma.
If all Macedonian koinai ekklesiai were counted among constitutional irregularities®*,
some equation that I (and others) postulate between federal sympolities and the Mace-
donian realm would be nonsense.

Therefore, two main groupings of the phrase koine ekklesia in Diodorus are Hiero-
nymus-based Histories of Successors (Books 18-20)%5 and Res Siciliae in Book
XVI6, The unusual concentration of occurrences in a few books only indicates that in
each case the wording was borrowed from the sources that Diodorus followed. On the
one hand, this conclusion does not mean an attempt to deprive Diodorus the glory of
having written Bibliotheca with some literary talent and stylistic uniformity. On the
other hand, it could be noted that the Classical events disguised as koine ekklesia apart
from Diodorus, may have been also borrowed from a source that he used for the Books

64 See e.g. Errington, Geschichte Makedoniens (s. n. 3), 196-205, who agrees that
there were Macedonian assemblies, but argues that they were uneven and tumultuous events.
65 My conclusion that Diodorus was heavily indebted to Hieronymus also as far as the
diction is concerned agrees with more recent studies: P. A. Brunt, On Historical Fragments
and Epitomes, CQ 30 (1980) 477494, 478 and Hornblower, Hieronymus of Cardia (s. n.
27), 263-281. However, borrowing of some parts of the text do not exclude independent
composition of other portions of the same work. It is neatly shown by C. Rubincan, Did
Diodorus Siculus take over the Crossreferences from his Sources?, AJP 119 (1998) 67-87.
66 The sources of Diodorus 16 are fiercely discussed. Modern students often contradict
themselves, as Hammond (The Sources of Diodorus XVI, CQ 31 [1937] 79-91, continued in
32 [1938] 137-151, see esp. 150—151) considering Diodorus a careless and unintelligent
compiler of a compendious narrative (p. 79) and drawing a highly complicated list of
sources exploited by Diodorus in his Book 16 (see esp. p. 150-151). According to Ham-
mond, Diodorus’ source for Sicily was Theopompus, which view was rightly criticised by
R. J. A. Talbert, (Timoleon and the Rivival of Greek Sicily 344-317 B.C., Cambridge
1975, 22-38), who however unconvincingly argues for Timaeus as a source of Diodorus on
Timoleon (esp. from 16, 65 to 16, 90). Diodorus’ use of Timaeus for Sikeliaka was also
defended by K. Meister, Die sizilische Geschichte bei Diodor von den Anfingen bis zum
Tod des Agathokles, Miinchen 1967, 120-129. T. A. Tonni, Problemi di fonti nei libri XVI
e XVII di Diodoro, in: E. Galvagno, C. Mole Ventura, Mito storia, tradizione: Diodoro Sicu-
lo e la storiografia classica, Catania 1984, 65-75, esp. 6973 sees Diodorus’ source in
Diyllus. E. I. Mc Queen, Diodorus Siculus: The Reign of Philip Il. The Greek and Mace-
donian Narrative from Book XVI, Bristol 1995, §-14 argues for Diodorus’ intense use of
Ephorus, for events in mainland Greece, at least. H. D. Westlake, The Sicilian books of
Theopompus’ Philippica, in: H. D. Westlake, Essays on the Greek Historians and Greek
History, Manchester 1969, 226-250: 248-250 argues that Diodorus used Ephorus for the
history of Dion (convincingly, cf. next note), and another source for Timoleon (this given
Diodorus’ employment of koine ekklesia in 16, 68, 5 cannot convince me, rather I believe
that one source must have been used for most of Diodorus’ treatment of Sicily’s history).
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11-16 (Plutarch on Plataea, Polyaenus on Iphicrates). This, however, will remain
conjectural, and sources of particular chapters in Diodorus’ Books 11-16 difficult to
define®’. The employment of the phrase koine ekklesia in Diodorus 18 and 19 must be
compared with its absence from Diodorus 17. In this book Diodorus describes
numerous assemblies (of the Macedonians) as well. Most likely, he did not find this
wording in a description of Alexander’s history he exploited.

It is, therefore, to conclude that the Macedonian ,,general assemblies* were, for
Hieronymus at least, quasi-federal assemblies®®. This preliminary conclusion shall
give a stimulus to a further investigation in the ,federative aspects of the Macedonian
monarchy* as well as in work of the Macedonian state. Such a large-scale study is
certainly needed. The task, however, surpasses frames of an article-long study®°.
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67 Variety of examples spanning almost over two centuries from the Persian Wars to
the Sacred War, over the entire Greek, Megale Hellas and mainland Greece included, can
suggest a historian writing a general history. Thus, Ephorus of Cume is likely (but still
impossible to be proven as the source behind pre-Hellenistic koinai ekklesiai). J. Palm,
Uber Sprache und Stil des Diodoros von Sizilien. Ein Beitrag zur Beleuchtung der helle-
nistischen Prosa, Lund 1955, 55-60 plausibly demonstrates how Diodorus hesitated be-
tween quoting Ephorus verbatim and paraphrasing him. Palm’s test-case is a papyrus frag-
ment of Ephorus (P.Oxy 1610 = Ephorus, FGrHist 70 F 191). It is worth noting that
Diodorus’ text is especially close to the portions of the Ephorus’ papyrus referring to
institutions. On the other hand, K. S. Sacks, Diodorus and his Sources. Conformity and
Creativity, in: S. Hornblower (ed.), Greek Historiography, Oxford 1994, 213-231, 216-
219 is able to show that Diodorus himself changed more abstract constructs of Ephorus. Of
course there is a problem of Timoleon dealing with koine ekklesia in 342. Most likely,
Ephorus’ Histories reached beyond 356 or his sequel-maker was congenial with his
language. Since his best-known follower was his son Demophilus we can assume that ,.the
name only has changed®.

% Brown, Hieronymus of Cardia (s. n. 27), 695 argues for Hieronymus, having under-
estimated the growth of Greek federal states (,,he was too closely associated with monarchy
all his life to acquire an adequate understanding of the needs and aspirations of the Greek
city and league. Another capable historian, living at the same time as Hieronymus but with
a different background, might have centered his interpretation on growth of the federal
principle). The present study permits the conclusion that Hieronymus understood also the
federal states.

9 This study is a part of the research project 2 H 01 G 02525 financed by the Polish
State Committee of Scientific Research. However, the work on it had been initiated already
in 2003 during a research stay at Rome, possible due to a scholarship, generously granted
to me by The Foundation of Lanckororiski de Brzezie. It is also my pleasant duty to express
my gratitude to Prof. Wtodzimierz Lengauer, Prof. Peter Siewert, Prof. Nicholas V. Sekunda,
Dr Marek Wecowski and Dr Aleksander Wolicki who read earlier drafts of the text and
suggested significant improvement (at the same time I would like apologise for not always
following their advice). I could always, at various stages of this production, profit from
friendly help of Mr Tomasz Mojsik, who sacrificed much of his research trips to look for
the literature I suddenly found necessary to complete this study.



