
PHILIP OF MACEDON'S 
EARLY INTERVENTIONS IN THESSALY 

(358-352 B.C.) 

IN his stimulating article on this topic Mr. Christopher Ehrhardt sought to 
show that there is no good reason to believe in any intervention by Philip of 
Macedon in Thessaly earlier than his campaign of 353.1 The second half of his 
paper is devoted to the date of Philip's capture of Pagasae, which Diodorus 
appears to put in the Athenian archon year 354/3 after the fall of Methone, 
a date adopted by most modern interpreters accepting the emendation 
HIayacra for the unidentifiable Idayas in the text of Diodorus. Ehrhardt shows 
well the difficulties of believing in any capture of Pagasae, the port of Pherae, 
earlier than the capture of Pherae itself (in 352), and concludes that the 
emendation is to be rejected.2 In this I think he is right, and I am joining him in 
dating the capture of Pagasae in 352 after Pherae itself had fallen.3 The first 
half of his paper, however, rejecting all the evidence suggesting other interven- 
tions by Philip in Thessaly earlier than 353, is much harder to accept, for two 
reasons: 

I. The evidence which many writers earlier had accepted as referring to one 
or more interventions by Philip between 358 and 353 ought not to be rejected, 
it seems to me, as easily as Ehrhardt rejects it. 

2. These events (or non-events) of 358-353 ought not to be considered in 
isolation, but in relation to events both before and after, to Macedonian- 
Thessalian relations in the previous decade on the one hand, and on the other 
hand to Philip's position in Thessaly after 352. Both these things may well 
help us to a clearer idea of what may be considered probable in any alleged 
Thessalian activities of Philip in the four or five years of darkness or twilight 
themselves. 

First, then, to reconsider the evidence which Ehrhardt considered and re- 
jected.4 There are five passages: 

(i) Diodorus i6. I4. I-2. 

Kara $e TrjV 'EAAdSaa AAE'avSpos o' epcov rvpavvoS 7rTO r jS t18as yvvatKos 

79j 7'qs Kact Tr(v ravrT77q deSEAX v AVKOfpovoS Kal Ttaior'vov SoAoXoovr'77. ourot 

b TO tev 7rp3rTOV oS rvpaVVOKToVOL aLEydCA'hs ErvyXavov a7rosoxCs, varepov &U 
ETEravojraavTes Kal t ovs 1wr'0oO6povs Xp7j1aort 7reiaaVres aVveStaV EaVTovs 

Tvpawovs Kat 7roAAovs ^v 'ToV vrt7iTpaTTO/ievWv aveAoY, KarTaKEovaccra/EvotL SC 
r77V 8vvawtLv addtoAoyov Pla KaTeLtXov r77v apX-rv. oL 8' AXevaSaI KaXovxeEvot 7Tapa 

'Two Notes on Philip of Macedon's first some interesting way, either by siege or by 
interventions in Thessaly', CQ xvii (i967), a coup whether of arms or artifice. It ought 
296. to come, therefore, as Ehrhardt proposes, 

2 Diod. i6. 31. 6. after the capture of Pherae in 352 at the end 
3 I would add to Ehrhardt's arguments of the campaign. 

that any capture of Pagasae must really have 4 On all this see especially M. Sordi, La 
belonged to campaigns which Diodorus lega Tessala ino ad Alessandro Magno (I958), 
described (i6. 34-38), and his omission of 230 ff., 348 ff.-an admirable study, with full 
it there would be surprising, especially since bibliography. 
Pagasae could fall, one would think, only in 



roiS OETTaXAot, 'L EVy'yELaV a6E dLwtta eXOVTES 7TEpLfptdOqTov, aVTE7pa'TTroVo ToLS 

Tvpavvoos. OVK OVTES O' KaO' Eavrovs ditoaXo TpoaEAdaovro pAlTarov avCyctaXov 
'ov MaKe86vWv faaLA'a. oVTos b r apEAcwv els -r7v O7EraVlav KaTE7TOA6X/.fL' 

rovs rvpavvovs KatL racs 7ro'aEvw cvaKT7aoudeEvos r77v eAevOeptav /xYyaArlv evolav 
elt TroVS OeTTaAovNS E've3eaTro' alrrep EV rats /ter raOrava vrpdC4eav del avv- 

aywvtaoras eacrXEv ov 0Lovov avros, .aAa Kal /LEra TravTa o vLos AXeavspos. 

I agree with Ehrhardt that this passage is proleptic, referring to the future 
fortunes of the tyrannicides at Pherae down to their expulsion by Philip in 352, 
although Diodorus links them here to the death of Alexander which he is 
placing in the archon year 357/6 (the true date being probably as early as 
358/7). I agree, too, that the text as printed (following the Teubner edition of 
Fischer) contains nothing which invites us to believe that Philip became 
involved with the rulers of Pherae at any time earlier than the occasions of his 
well-known Thessalian campaigns of 353 and 352. But the text as printed 
contains an important departure from the MSS., Hertlein's emendation 8e 

7rapeAOSwv for $' e7TavEA6Oov of the MSS. Though Ehrhardt duly recalls this fact in 
a footnote he does not explain its very important implications. If Diodorus 
really wrote 'rravEAOcLv when alluding to Philip's invasion of Thessaly in 353 in 
response to the Aleuad invitation, it follows that he knew that this was not 
Philip's first intervention.' On this supposition we should need to think that 
Diodorus, condensing and selecting from his narrative source(s) here in Book 
i6 as always, knew of an earlier occasion or occasions when Philip had visited 
Thessaly, and wrote of him here as 'returning' in 353, though he never included 
any account or mention of any such occasion at its appropriate chronological 
place in his own abridged narrative. To think this of Diodorus is to convict him 
of a notably unskilful performance here as a narrator. But no one, I imagine, 
who knows him will pronounce him incapable of this, and personally I con- 
sider Hertlein's emendation unnecessary, and most likely a disservice to the 
modern interpreter. It seems to me very possible that Diodorus did write 
ETrave\,OWv; and if he did, then already we know that Philip did do something in 
Thessaly earlier than 353, whether on one occasion or on more than one. At all 
events it seems very dangerous to emend this passage of Diodorus and then use 
it in support of the opposite view. 

This notion, incidentally, is reinforced by Diod. i6. 35. I-/bera ?E ravO0 

0. VTrO OeTTaAc3v LerTaKKA0OEtS JKcV elS OerraTav HkerV a LT S 8vvaclEws (for the 

campaign of 353)-if we translate 'Philip, recalled by the Thessalians, . . .' as 
most probably we ought.2 

I This point was made by Sordi, LT 349. in succeeding years. Therefore he was called 
2 In LSJ9 s.v. /leraKaAEw, only two mean- back, the lexicographical alternative. If Dio- 

ings are given which are apposite to this dorus was really thinking while he wrote, it is 
context: (i) to call away, or to another place, certain that he is recording that P. is now 
(2) in Med. to call back, recall. The passive recalled to Thessaly. Regretfully however 

E-TraK,A'70eds can serve the Middle no less than I must allow for the possibility that D. was 
the Active, I suppose, on the analogy of not really thinking here. If he was writing 

E?Tra7rre?LqOrvac, serving the (normally) like a hack, half asleep, he could have written 
Middle pe-ra7TE'trearOat (LSJ9 s.v.). that P. was called away from Scene A 

In the previous sentence (and chapter) (Methone) to Scene B (Thessaly), merely 
here, Philip's loss of an eye in the now com- because the one followed the other in his 
pleted siege of Methone is recorded. Philip scheme of things, and he did not care if he 
was not called away from Methone to Thessaly was writing nonsense because he was not 
by the Thessalians: the two campaigns were sufficiently awake to notice it. (continued) 
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(ii) Justin 7. 6. 6-9. 
Primum illi (sc. Philippo) cum Atheniensibus certamen fuit; . . . Post hos 

bello in Illyrios translato multa milia hostium caedit, urbem nobilissimam 
Larissam capit. Hinc Thessaliam non praedae cupiditate, sed quod exercitui 
suo robur Thessalorum equitum adiungere gestiebat, nihil minus quam 
bellum metuentem improvisus expugnat, unumque corpus equitum pedes- 
triumque copiarum invicti exercitus fecit. Quibus rebus feliciter provenientibus 
Olympiadem ... uxorem ducit ... 

The words in italics indicate four stages in the time-sequence which Justin, 
rightly or wrongly, thought appropriate for the four groups of events which he 
summarizes here. Primum, Philip's clash with Athens in 359. Post hos, his Illyrian 
war of 358. Quibus rebus . . . provenientibus, his marriage with Olympias in 357. 
Between 358 and 357, the allusion to Thessaly, which (like the Diodorus pas- 
sage already discussed) is obviously proleptic, looking forward years ahead to 
Philip's final assumption of control over Thessaly and its army. (The sentence 
about Olympias which follows does just the same thing, going on to allude to 
the expulsion of her brother Arybbas from his kingdom in 343/2, fourteen or 
fifteen years after the royal marriage of 357 which is the 'point of entry'.) Is 
there a corresponding point of entry in 358/7 for the forward-looking sentence 
about Thessaly, too ? That Justin intended this seems certain, from his Hinc ... 
The allusion to Larissa, which looks as if it ought to lead somewhere, may be 
a blind alley, created by manuscript corruption.' The lost name ought to be 
that of a city of the Illyrians or of western Macedonia in Illyrian hands :2 and 
a 'capture' of Larissa by Philip is in contradiction to Diodorus, as Ehrhardt 
rightly reminds us, and to all that we hear elsewhere of his early relations with 
Larissa. But the question still remains, why did Justin choose just this place, 
between the Illyrian war of 358 and the royal wedding of 357, as a point of 
entry for this allusion to Philip in Thessaly? Justin presumably preserved the 
sequence of events or topics which he found in Pompeius Trogus whom he 
summarized. Pompeius Trogus presumably found some reason in his Greek 
source(s) for inserting here a section on Philip in Thessaly, and it seems 
undeniable that a very possible reason was because the Greek source(s) 
recorded some activity of Philip in Thessaly at this time (in 358 or 357). This 
cannot be thought of as a certainty, of course. But it remains a very distinct 
possibility, and for this reason I think that the evidence ofJustin here ought not 
to be swept under the carpet, but ought to be kept in mind as something that 
may be giving us a clue to something that really happened, in 358 or 357. 

(iii) Satyrus (FHG iii. i6I Muller) ap. Athenaeus 13. 557 b-d. 
L~clT7To O MaKE8oV OVK E7rl7yETo [LEV ELS TOVS 7rTOAE/OVs yWvvaKas, woorep 

AapeFo O V17T' AAE6dvSpov KaraAvOetS, . .. o oSE% AIrTros- alel Karat roe'Atov 
EyaJ?EL. " ev TECFL yovv EL'KOUL Kat 8vatv oOLS efacalAevaev", s j?n ot Zdarvposs ev 
"Tr) T7Ep TOV BLov avrov, "Av8arav 'IAAvpiSa y'las EaEXev E6 avwris Ovyarepa 

It is for this reason that I suggest the Thessaliam...'. But capit remains a difficulty. 
translation 'recall' as most probable, merely, 2 The Macedonian Arnissa comes to 
and not as certain. mind, about 15 miles W. of Edessa. Was it 

I H. D. Westlake, Thessaly in the fourth urbs nobilissima? I doubt it. But if it was held 
century, I67, n. 2. Sordi defends 'Larissam', by the Illyrians, its recapture by Philip 
and repunctuates: '. . . milia hostium caedit. could have been important enough to be 
Urbem nobilissimam Larissam capit. Hinc recorded. 
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Kvvvav E'yr77LEv e Kai Id Aav a8e\Aqr)v Aep8a Kalc MaXcara. olKELoajaao0aL S 
eAwcov Kal r OE rTraXACv 'Ovos E7raLoTorot7ctao o EK SVo OE7TTaXA8iow yvvatKWV, 

cov / beLv -7v ]epata NtKrarL7roAts, 9rijS acvrc Eyevvrlao OerraAoviK[rV, 7 8e 

Aaptoaaa tiAtvva, E'` rs )Appt,8aov rTE'KVWO)(. rTpoacEKTrtaaro 8 Kai TrIv MoAor- 

rcoyv pacLhAeav yr7lcas 'OAvlinTrcda, e 's E'aXEv AAE,eavSpov KaL KAeoTrarpav. Kal 
T7rv O(paKriv 3e OT?E EiLAE, JKE ?TpoS avrov KoOrjAas o r(Tv OpaKcKv ]3atLAAevs a"ywv 
iA7Wav r71v Ovyarepa Kail 8cpa erroAAa. y .as be Ka. rav'rrv Er-TEL77yayEV rT7 

'OAuv/Trta&. E 7rr oratas 8' '7yrJqE KAeoTrarpav EpaOelsg 7TrY 'TIrroeTrpdrov lyEv 

WaeXAr/qV, ArrarAov Cbe BeXAsrjv' Kat Travtr1v E7TErCLayowv rj 'OAv,trrIcL arravra roV 
0tov Trv Eavrov aVVEXEEV .... 

The interesting tale of Philip's marriages has been best interpreted (so far as 
I know) by Beloch, on whose conclusions Ehrhardt does not improve. It is not 
enough to show (what Beloch knew) that Satyrus' list is not in exact chrono- 
logical order throughout.I The girl who really matters here is Philinna of 
Larissa, whose son by Philip, Arrhidaeus, was old enough in 337 to be sought in 
marriage by Pixodarus of Caria for his daughter.2 Ehrhardt proposes 352 as the 
date of Arrhidaeus' birth, consequent on an association of Philip with Philinna 
in 353. This seems to me very highly improbable, in the absence of any 
other evidence for marriages in Greece or Macedonia of boys of 15, even royal 
princes for reasons of state.3 Arrhidaeus is much more likely to have been at 
least I8 in 337, and this would put Philip's association with Philinna in 356 or 
earlier. If it is thought unlikely (as Beloch thought it) that he associated with 
Philinna very near in time to his marriage with Olympias (in 357 presumably), 
this would put 'Philinna' in 358 or early 357. 

Philinna was described by Justin as saltatrix and scortum.4 If she was really 
a hetaira, it need not have been in Larissa that Philip made her acquaintance: 
an enterprising girl might have gone to Macedonia to seek her fortune. But 
would the hetaira's son have been brought up at court, as Arrhidaeus evidently 
was? Saltatrix, scortum sounds a bit like Theopompus in the background; 
Theopompus who loved writing about Vice, and who had no opinion of 
Thessalians anyway.5 If Satyrus is to be taken seriously with his ocKtcWcaaoOat 8E 

I Beloch, Gr. Gesch. iii2. 2. 68 ff. The list 
seems to be drawn up on two principles, 
which occasionally conflict. The chrono- 
logical basis is shown by E'rELaruyayev (and 
EerrtLaoywv) rTj 'OAv,turtaL&, which anchors the 
last three names firmly in order, relative to 
each other. But Satyrus was concerned, too, 
to illustrate his introductory remark. It was 
necessary for his first name to be that of a 
woman married Kara 7Tro,AE d v, whether or 
not she was the first wife. Audata's marriage 
will have been in 358, but for all we know 
Phila's may have been earlier: Phila, the 
Elimiot Macedonian princess, was not mar- 
ried KaTa 7rnAXetov. Olympias was not 
married Kara rordXeTov. But of the two 
Thessalians Nicesipolis certainly was, as her 
daughter's name Thessalonike com- 
memorates, and this is probably why 
Nicesipolis precedes Olympias in the list, 
though the probable date of her marriage is 
352 (Olympias 357). The other Thessalian, 

Philinna, was certainly married before 
Nicesipolis too (see text), but Satyrus put 
Nicesipolis first because of her association 
with the famous victory, which was better 
value for illustrating Kara 7ro'Arjov. 

2 Plut. Alex. Io. i. 
3 Cf. W. K. Lacey, The Family in Classical 

Greece (1968), 0o6 f., 212, 313 nn. o and I I. 
Mr. Lacey kindly tells me that he knows of no 
instances of boys marrying at (e.g.) 15. 

4 Justin 9. 8. 2; 13. 2. I . 
5 On Vice, Theopompus frs. (e.g.) 62, 

8i, 121, 143, 204, 213, 224-5, 227, 236; on 

Thessalians (of Pharsalus), fr. 49 (Jacoby, 
no. I 15). Justin 9. 8. 4-5, following close on 
the saltatrix allusion, may owe something to 
Theopompus fr. 224 (arrparto0r'lq yap cv . . . 

etc.). Justin 13. 2. I contains the scortum 
allusion in a speech attributed to Ptolemy at 
Babylon in 323. Ptolemy knew the facts 
about Philinna, no doubt; but this reported 
speech may well be a literary invention, and 
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E'Acov KaL r6 0ETTrraX v ?'Ovos, it would seem more likely that Philinna was the 

daughter of a good family of Larissa.' This would establish that Philip spent 
time in Larissa, and in 358 or early 357 ifBeloch's chronological arguments are 

accepted; and probably though not certainly Kaa TrTO oAEjov. 
It does seem to me very unwise to reject what Satyrus offers us here. We 

cannot be certain that Beloch was right in his interpretation and chronology; 
but there must be a very good chance that he was. 

(iv) Theopompus fr. 35 (Jacoby, no. I 5) = Harpocration s.v. Ktvea: 

o(foAo'ynTra Kal 7Tapa ros o LrTOpLKotS, OTt KtvEas Eiis Nv rcov ' 
rpOtcEEVOV 

O)tALrrT7T r OE rTTaaA)v rpTay/ara, Ka i daAtorTa 9OEOItE07 TOr Ev a, da, a Kal &ieK - 

EPXOIEvw Ta 7Trpl TOv av38pa. 

(v) Theopompus Frs. 34 and 48 = Steph. Byz. s.v. XaAKr: 

Ec'T Kal daAA7 XaAK?7 Aaptaaailas TrrdoA. Ae'yerat Kal 7TrA-qvvTtKU)s XaAKat' 

Oedoro/L7Tos5 a IXtA7TrrrrKcV * * Kal y ," E'r (T vvErToAerjuaev cp,qr)tfevvos EK XaXAKV 

rTjS Aaptcaalas ". 

The internal economy of Theopompus' Philippica is so unclear to us that we 
cannot infer from these two allusions in Books I and 3 that Thessaly and 
Larissa must have been occupying Philip's attention in the first year or two of 
his reign. Ehrhardt, if he has already convinced us that Diodorus, Justin, and 
Satyrus tell us nothing of any early activity of Philip in Thessaly, is therefore 
entitled to add now that Theopompus here tells us nothing either of any such 
thing. But if we are not satisfied by Ehrhardt's proofs, if we think that Diodorus, 
Justin, and Satyrus, and particularly Satyrus on Philinna amplified by 
Plutarch on Arrhidaeus, do encourage us to think it possible, even probable, 
that Philip was in Thessaly early in his reign and at Larissa in particular, then 
Theopompus can be thought perhaps to lend here some small support. It is 
still possible to argue these two fragments away; but I am not sure that it is 
possible to do this without being left with the uneasy feeling that perhaps after 
all Kineas does appear in Theopompus' First Book because Philip was involved 
in some way in Thessaly at the very start of his reign; and that in the Third 
Book perhaps it was Philip after all who was using Chalke as a military base. 
Uninformative by themselves, when added to the other evidence these two 
fragments may be thought perhaps to add some small element of corroboration, 
as Beloch, Westlake, and Sordi saw, to name no others.2 More than that no one 
would claim for them. 

Considered in sum, I suggest, the five passages do amount to something. 
Each of them individually, except the Satyrus passage, can be devalued to 
nothing or next to nothing: Diodorus by accepting the emendation rapEA0Odv 
(while forgetting tETraK)A?706ES of I6. 35. i), Justin by insisting on his prolepsis to 
the exclusion of all else; Theopompus by blankly saying we do not know what 
made him write of these things in these early books. The Satyrus passage, how- 
ever, with Plutarch, does seem to establish a probable connection of Philip 

if so this bit could easily be based on Theo- This association with Philinna does seem to 
pompus likewise. make Philip's actual presence in Larissa very 

I Beloch, ibid. 69, 'ohne Zweifel' (and probable. 
probably Aleuad, he adds). Myself, I do 2 Beloch, iii2. i. 228; Sordi, loc. cit.; 
find room for doubt, but not very much. Westlake, op. cit., i66 ff. 
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with Larissa in 358 or early 357. If that is granted, then the other passages gain 
in stature, Diodorus (accepting now the MSS. reading E'ravEAXOv) and Justin 
especially so. When all is said and done they are only hints, meagre enough; 
but they are hints worth taking, provided that they are not asking us to believe 
the impossible, or the unacceptably improbable. Beloch and others have 

accepted and used them in full awareness of this choice. The best criterion 
must be their compatibility (or not) with what we know of Macedonian- 
Thessalian relations in the years before Philip's accession, and also with what 
we can learn of the development of these relations after 353-2, the years of his 
two grand-scale campaigns in Thessaly. 

Ehrhardt concludes his Note with the words 'And, to turn to general con- 
siderations, Philip had enough to do at home, at least till 356, without 

gratuitously intervening in Thessaly, where he had no direct interests'.I With 
the statement that he had enough to do, no one will quarrel. The pretenders to 
the throne; the intervention of Athens; the campaigns against the Paeonians 
and the Illyrians; Amphipolis, the Chalcidian League, Potidaea, Krenides: each 
of these things called for critical decisions on policy, and some of them called 
for the full military effort of the Macedonian kingdom, as Ehrhardt rightly 
implies.2 In these conditions no Macedonian ruler in his senses would have 
involved himself in Thessaly just for the hell of it: on this everyone will agree. 
It is the view that Philip 'had no direct interests' in Thessaly that needs to be 

questioned and re-examined. 

Thessaly had been an interest of Macedonian kings since the time of 
Archelaus.3 An expansionist's role in Thessaly like that of Archelaus himself 
was a luxury which Philip certainly could not afford in his first year or two. But 
the more recent history of Macedonian kings was a reminder that to take 
an active interest in Thessaly was not so much a dissipation of valuable time 
and strength, as an elementary exercise in self-preservation.4 Philip's father 

Amyntas is said to have recovered his throne on one occasion with support 
from Thessaly, and towards the end of his reign had had some cause for anxiety 
in the concentration of power under Jason of Pherae at the expense of his 
own friends there.5 In 369 Philip's eldest brother Alexander II reinforced the 
Aleuadae of Larissa and others in their struggle to free themselves from the grip 
of Alexander of Pherae: this was sound defensive policy, preventing the union 

I 
Op. cit. 298. 

2 Ibid. n. 5. 
3 [Herodes] HEpt 7roAeLAras 26 f.; 

Thrasymachus fr. 2 (Diels-Kranz ii6. 324); 
cf. Sordi, LT 148 ff. 

4 Isoc. 5. 20 can write of OerraAov'S Lav 
rovs 7TpoTepov 7TrapXovTas MaKESovIas, in 
rhetorical antithesis to their present state of 
subordination (in 346). See below, pp. 74-5. 

5 Xen. Hell. 6. i. ii, reports Polydamas 
of Pharsalus at Sparta (374) as reporting 
that Jason contemplated the conquest of 
Macedonia: el e etKodLa Aoyl~oo,Lat, a rKOTreL, 

oq1l, Kalt ravira. EXovTES pIev ye MaKeSoviav, 

evOev KaL AtOqvaFot rT vAa a a'yovTaC, 7roAv 

8 7TOV TrAeLovU eKKEvwOv LKaVOL eUOI'eOa vavs 

rout'aaaOat. Polydamas was concerned of 

course to magnify the grandeur of Jason's 
designs. Nevertheless Sordi (LT I65, i68, 
174, I79f.) interprets the 'alliance' of Jason 
and Amyntas recorded by Diodorus (I5. 6o. 
2) as a subjection of Macedonia to Jason 
-rightly perhaps. 

For the earlier restoration of Amyntas 
with Thessalian aid, Diod. 14. 92. 3; cf. 
Sordi, LT 155, with bibliography. There is 
some reason to suspect that Diodorus dupli- 
cates restorations of Amyntas (cf. 15. 19. 2 f., 
with Spartan aid, in 383/2); but in any case it 
is very unlikely that D. invented Thessalian 
participation, which presumably he found in 
Ephorus, though he may have misplaced it 
in his own record. 
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of all Thessaly under yet another tagos from Pherae. Any more ambitious 
hopes that Alexander II may have had were removed by the Boeotian inter- 
vention under Pelopidas which followed swiftly.' The Boeotian ascendancy of 
the 360s in Thessaly is illustrated by the presence at the battle of Mantinea 
(362) of allied contingents from both Thessalian groups, that of the League and 
that of Pherae (and both on the right side).2 In this period Macedonia herself 
twice experienced Boeotian interventions in her own succession wars:3 the 
young Philip himself was removed to Thebes for three years as a hostage.4 
Philip had no excuse for not knowing that he could not afford to tell himself or 
anyone else that he had no time or concern for Thessaly. It represented one 
more potential threat to Macedonia, whether from the Thessalians themselves 
should they be re-united, or from those Boeotians behind them, whom he 
knew well and whom he had every reason not to underrate. To neglect no 
chance of making or keeping good friends in Thessaly, and without alienating 
the Boeotians, was good policy by every standard. He was encircled by 
enemies, and needed every good friend he could find. At any time after his 
successful campaign against the Illyrians was completed (358), any appeal 
from Thessaly (e.g. from Larissa for help against Pherae) was not a thing to be 
ignored. The Aleuad (Larissa) connection especially was a valuable one. If we 
do find reason to believe that Philip did intervene in Thessaly supporting 
Larissa as early as 358 or early 357, we can be surprised certainly that he found 
the time to do so. But once granted that he could and did, we can at least feel 
sure that he is taking up this sector of Macedonian foreign policy where his 
father and his elder brother had left off, and that in this sense an interpretation 
which allows him to intervene is really much more convincing than one which 
does not. 

Turning now to the later developments (of 352 and after) we are faced with 
a Thessaly revolutionized by Philip's great victory over Onomarchus and the 
Phocians in that year. Pherae now was freed from the tyrant house. Thessaly 
now was reunited and with Philip's friends in the ascendant, Philip himself the 
hero of the hour.5 What were his relations with the reunited Thessalian League 
from now on ? The big question which ought not to be left out of any con- 
sideration of the evidence on Philip's earliest interventions is, the date at which 
he actually got control of Thessaly in the end, by being elected archon of the 
Thessalian League. Most interpreters have placed this step at some point in 
the years 344-2; but Sordi has recently placed it in 352, immediately after the 
great victory. I have always thought that this was right, and Sordi's study is so 
full and so lucid that I do not propose to re-state her arguments here at length, 
but merely to summarize and, if I can, reinforce them.6 

(i) Justin (8. 2. i) appears to state specifically that Philip became in some 
sense 'ruler' of Thessaly (elected ruler?), and this in 352, since he connects this 
development closely with the victory over Onomarchus in a way that eliminates 
here any possibility of prolepsis: 

I Diod. 15. 6I. 2 ff.; 67. 3 f.; Plut. Pelop. Beloch iii2. I. 182 n. 3. 
26. 5 Diod. I6. 37. 3; 38. I-2. 

2 Xen. Hell. 7. 5. 4. 6 Sordi, LT 249 ff.; so now J. A. 0. 
3 Plut. Pelop. 26-7; Diod. I5. 67. 3 f. And Larsen, Greek Federal States (1968), 24 and n. 

see next note. 4, 26. 
4 Plut. Pelop. ibid.; Aeschines 2. 29; cf. 
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adversus quem (sc. Onomarchum) Thebani Thessalique non ex civibus 
suis, ne victoris potentiam ferre non possent, sed Philippum Macedoniae 
regem ducem eligunt, et externae dominationi, quam in suis timuerunt, 
sponte succedunt. Igitur Philippus, quasi sacrilegii, non Thebanorum, ultor 
esset, omnes milites coronas laureas sumere iubet . . . etc. 

Justin has here woven together two threads of condensed narrative in a singularly 
unhelpful way. The Thebans have a right to be in it, in the sense that Philip 
could be thought of as avenging them by his defeat of Onomarchus. No doubt 
they were Philip's allies by now,' and if they had joined the Thessalians in 
pressing him to attack Pherae in 353, Justin's 'ducem eligunt' can be thought 
to be justified by that. But no one can possibly justify Justin's next sentence, 
'et externae ... succedunt', as applied to the Thebans, who did not come under 
Philip's 'rule' until 338, and then not voluntarily. This gaffe of Justin should 
not blind us, however, to the fact that these same remarks when applied to the 
Thessalians are not open to the same or similar objections. 'Ducem eligunt' may 
be his way of condensing an account of Philip's election as archon of the League: 
'externae dominationi ... sponte succedunt' does summarize not inaptly what 
the Thessalians did when they did so elect him. Confused though this passage is, 
it is unwise to reject out of hand what it tells us about the Thessalians because 
what it tells us about the Thebans is mostly wrong; and Justin does tie this 
pretty firmly, for what it is worth, to the year 352. 

(ii) Isocrates 5. 20 (part of a catalogue of Philip's advantages and achieve- 
ments): 

ri ydap AAE'Aol7Tev; ov @e9TTaAovS IEV To 7TpOTEpOV ETapxoVTCS MaKeo VLaLS 

OVCUWS OIKElC)S 7TpoS avrov otaKeorOat 7TE7Tor01KEV OJUO ECKaarovS aVTWov /iaAAov 

EKE?lV) 7 TTarevev 7 Tro r V/L7TOAlTrevoAt EvotVo; r)V e TroAECwv TC)v rEp'tp rov TOTt7OV 

EKElVOV TraS /Lev ratE evepvyepctats TpOs TTrv aVTOV crvJLJXiaLaLV rpoUr7KTra, ras' O 

ov68Opa Avrov0cras LavTro avacrar'ovS 7TE7rOlr]KEV; 

Sordi made the interpretation of this passage unnecessarily difficult for herself, 
I suggest, by taking both sentences to refer to Thessaly, the second as well as the 
first.2 On that assumption she is on a very difficult wicket, for she is obliged to 
show (which she tries to do, not altogether convincingly) that Philip by 346 
had destroyed enough Thessalian cities to justify Isocrates' last clause. And it 
remains to be faced that to write 'some of them he has brought into his own 
alliance' would be a very queer way to write of someone who already has been 
elected archon of a united Thessalian League (as Sordi believed). It would, in 
fact, be impossible, really. But this difficulty disappears when it is realized that 
the second sentence refers not to Thessaly but to Macedonia. And why not? 
The only T07ros referred to in the previous sentence is MaKeSovias. The 

I The date or occasion when an alliance Maroneia (Demosth. 23. I83). Though 
was made between Philip and the Boeotians Pammenes and Philip personally were 6evoc 
is nowhere recorded. But the march of one of the other (Plut. Pelop. 26. 5; Suda, 
Pammenes via the Hellespont to Asia Minor s.v. Karanos), it seems likely that their 
(probably spring 353) must have taken him co-operation was not on a purely private 
through the kingdom of Macedonia, with level, but that the alliance already existed. 
Philip's permission and with his active 2 LT 254 ff. 
co-operation along the Thracian coast to 
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preceding paragraph describes certain conditions in Macedonia.' Our sentence 
refers to the Chalcidian and other cities of the North, exactly. 

It is only the first sentence of the two quoted above in the text that refers to 
Thessaly. Isocrates, knowing what Philip's position in Thessaly really was in 
346 and writing for readers who also knew this, may be alluding here in the 
first sentence to Philip as archon of Thessaly. If this were so, his choice of 
words must be recognized as apt: 'has he not made them so closely associated 
with himself that each group of them individually has more confidence in him 
than in their fellow league-members?'-as they have shown by electing him, 
and not a Thessalian, as their archon. This may be what he means. I do not 
know how to prove that he can mean only this and nothing else. But I do suggest 
that the possibility is strongly reinforced by ov OerraAovs Ftev rovs rrporepov 

7radpXovras MaKe$ov'as . . . The antithetical design of the sentence is 
obvious. The Thessalians formerly were the political superiors in some sense of 
Macedonia: now the position is reversed, it is Philip who in some sense is the 
political superior to them. By their having elected him archon of their league ? 
This was the possibility we started with: this antithesis seems to make it some- 
thing more than merely possible. It suggests, to me, that Philip was archon 
already in 346. 

The tantalizing allusion in Demosthenes' First Olynthiac suggests, to me, that 
he was archon already in 349.2 Demosthenes reminded the Athenians of two 
things which worked at that time to Philip's disadvantage: (I) that he must 
now fight to get Olynthus, (2) Thessaly.... Etra ra rov T OE)Trra Av. rav-ra yap 
a7rtTa EV v jV rov VUcE? Ka' yEl 7crLV avpr7rots, KOaLO 8', r7Trep aV, Ka' . a. 

VVV TOVTO). KacL yap 7ayarads a7TraLTeLv av'roV ElcALV E'br7L(Tl9EVOL, Ka;L Mayvcdatav 
KEKWA,ELV. 4KOVOV 3' E"YWYE TLVOV, aOV KEKcXAVKarr T(eXl)e?v. ' KOVOV O' 'yoye TlVOV, S o VOe TO V S A lie v as Kat rTa 

ayopas ET'r oaSc3ooev aVTr Kap7rovaOaL' ra yap KOLVa ra 0rTTraA(v arTo 
TOV TrUV 8E'o OtOlKEV, oV ^PiXAtTrov XAa/dv?JvV. E l ? o vrv a7TTOcrTEpruceraL 

Trov Xp7taaTcov, ES aTevov KOpbLo ra Tr7s Tpofrs Tots aevoos avT Kcarao'T7ocETaC.3 

The root of the whole matter lies in this: are we to infer from the words 
emphasized that Philip already at this date was archon of Thessaly, or are we 
not ? The allusions to Pagasae and to Magnesia do not help us much here (they 
concern disputed territory, and the dispute could be between allies). If 
Demosthenes is reporting accurately (we cannot be sure of this), we learn that 
still at this time the constitutional organs of the Thessalian League were 
functioning: psephismata were being passed by the Assembly.4 But this proves 
nothing about who was its archon. Nor would opposition in the Assembly to 
Philip, if we believed in it, prove that he cannot have been its archon, unless 
this assembly was unlike any other Greek assembly we have ever heard of. 
What may be thought to prove something is the rumour, which Demosthenes 
reports, that the League was going to rescind an earlier vote whereby the 
proceeds of Thessalian harbour and market taxation had been put at Philip's 

I Isoc. ibid. I9-lreivra KaL MaKeo'vwv Note especially E;KE KaTroKouvTaS. 

EXet 7repL avrov TroV a7rov5aLo-ra-rovs, ovS eltKoS, 2 So, it seems, Larsen, op. cit. 24 and n. 4. 
EL KaL rrepl T-rv adAAwv airrelpeo ws ovcr, TO ye 3 Demosth. I. 21-2. 

Uvu0cepov eKelvp (= Philip) ttidAAov } ace 4 The character of the League Assembly 
(= Isocrates) yVyvc0uKeiv. ert e KaI T t)V at this period, whether 'direct' or representa- 
'EAA Xvcv 7roAAovs av 't0otS EKEl KarotKovVrTas, tive, is uncertain. But it will be agreed, 
OVK iooovs acvSpas o"v' &avoi7rovs, aAA' oft I hope, that there was an Assembly. Cf. 
EKeLvo advaKotvovtLevoS OVK eAaTrTo 7T-v fgaat- Sordi, LT 329 fi.; Larsen, op. cit. I9. 

Aet'av 7T?E7r]o7KeV dAA' EV)XS atta Sta7rE7rpaKTat. 
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disposal. Whether Demosthenes had really heard the rumour, or had invented 
it, whether (if he had heard it) it was true, or not, we have no sure means to 
determine. Nor can we be absolutely sure that the impliedfact contained in the 
rumour (that an earlier vote had disposed of the taxes in this way), is a genuine 
fact.I We are safe, however, in inferring that it was a fact acceptable as true by 
the Athenian audience at that time (otherwise some explanation from Demo- 
sthenes would have been essential): and this tells us that the relations of Philip 
and the League were such, and in Athens were known to be such, that this dis- 

posal of the taxes seemed perfectly possible and natural. This seems to me, as it 
has seemed to some others but by no means to all, practically decisive evidence 
that Philip was already archon in 349 and had been for some little time pre- 
viously.2 To put specific taxes at the disposal of another state or ruler goes 
quite beyond the bounds of any obligations that we hear of elsewhere as 
between mere allies. In the century or so of Greek history before 349 we hear 
from time to time not a little about financial obligations of states which became 
what may be called permanent allies of another state, including some which 

though in name ov'/JuaXot were in reality VTrrrjKoo of Athens or Sparta. We hear 

ofphoros and syntaxis, lump-sums payable annually or on demand to the leaders 
of a confederacy. But for a city or a league of cities to allocate certain of its 
internal taxes to be at the disposal of a leader is something we never hear of in 
the Delian Confederacy even at its most 'institutional'. There is an intimacy 
here which the Athenians, we can see, never thought fit to impose: even when 
they increased tribute, or imposed a punitive indemnity, they left the means 
by which the money was to be raised entirely within the competence of the 
allied cities themselves. This intimacy implies, demands even, that the leader 
who benefits by it be not an 'external' leader in the Athenian style but one who 
is in some sense a member of the community himself, presumably its chief 
executive officer if it has one. Jason of Pherae is reported to have counted on 
having the use, as tagos of Thessaly, of all the phoros which would come in 
from the subject perioikoi.3 Of the financial and fiscal arrangements of the 
reformed Thessalian League after his death we know nothing of course,4 
though it may be surmised that some care was taken to try to ensure that the 
archon was to be a constitutional officer and not an autocrat. With this view of 
the archonship a vote of the Assembly such as Demosthenes mentions would be 

perfectly in keeping. Its purpose would have been to supply a war chest for the 
Phocian war. It would have been passed when Philip was elected archon, pre- 
sumably after the great victory in 352. And it could be reversed if the situation 
called for it (if, for example, the archon were not giving satisfaction, which is 
what Demosthenes is concerned to suggest). 

If Demosthenes was reporting accurately, this situation about the taxes in 
Thessaly had been going on for some time when he spoke in 349 (ods o . . . 

I Demosthenes in 344 (6. 22) referred Kap7rovzevovs. radvra yap 8Trrov -ra KVKAc 

again to Philip and the Thessalian revenues: c)opov 0E`pet, orav rayev7TaL rTa Kara OTrra- 

&p' OLUOEC . . . Tpoa$oKav (sc. roVS eErraXAoVS) Mav. 

... rOVTOV r-as StiaS av-rov 7rpoao'ovS 7rapatp'- 4 For the year 336 Justin I 1. 3. 2 is pre- 

aeaOat; sumably reliable evidence: 'Cupide haec 
2 So Sordi LT 249 ff.; Larsen, op. cit. 24, Thessalis audientibus exemplo patris dux 

26. universae gentis creatus erat et vectigalia 
3 Xen. Hell. 6. I. 12. Ka[ xp?,?iaai y7 etLKo omnia reditusque suos ei tradiderant.' (The 

S'qrov !tdgs adqOovworepots XpraOat t' elSl subject of the sentence is Alexander the 
v,navSpsa caroAflerovras, daA' 7T7reLtpoTLKa lEOv7 Great.) 
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E' 8 acroWu v avrT Kap7rTovcOat). I wrote above that even if Demosthenes invented 
the information, its bearing on the question of Philip's position in Thessaly at 
this moment is not affected, because it needed to be an invention which suited 
his position as the Athenians in the Assembly knew it. But it will be recognized, 
I hope, that the information offered by Demosthenes does practically rule out 
the possibility that the Athenians thought now of Philip merely as the ally of the 
Thessalians and nothing more. Let us admit, perhaps (though I know of no 
other case remotely resembling it), that in 352 the Thessalians in their en- 
thusiasm either for the campaign or arising out of the great victory, might 
have voted the proceeds of these taxes for Philip, merely as ally, to use towards 
the expenses of the war in the expectation that he and they together would 
now carry the war on vigorously. The fact is that in 351, 350, and 349 the war 
was not carried on vigorously by Philip: we hear nothing of any operations by 
him against the Phocians in these years. Are we to believe either that the 

League had voted him, as their ally merely, the money from these taxes till 
further notice, or that it voted him the money each year in spite of the fact that 
he was not pressing on with the war? I do not believe in either of those things. 
The only thing that makes such a vote credible, whether an annual vote or 
a single one 'till further notice' is, I suggest, if it were made in favour of Philip 
as archon of the League in time of war, when it will have been taken for granted 
by the league cities that they had some regular obligations to the federal 
treasury.I The Thessalian complaints about these payments as reported by 
Demosthenes are credible if they were payments to Philip as archon: 'the money 
ought to be used for the administration of Thessaly, not for Philip to take': this 
because there was no serious war expenditure in the years 351-49. But it is not 
really credible that money could ever have been voted in advance in this way and 
from these sources if Philip was merely an ally, and at this time an inactive one. 

An allusion of Polybius to Philip's subjugation of Thessaly shows, it is clear, 
that Polybius could think of this as having happened after the destruction of 
Olynthus in 348.2 And it cannot be denied that the most obvious landmark 
denoting 'subjugation' here would be Philip's election as archon of the League. 
That Polybius simply made a mistake about this seems unlikely. The question 
is complicated by the fact that Polybius did not make this allusion in his own 
person, but in a speech which he gave to the Aetolian Chlaineas, a hostile 
interpreter of the Macedonian domination from its beginnings (here). It seems 
not impossible that Polybius could have slanted these remarks of Chlaineas so 
as to be even at variance with the truth about Philip's election as archon as he 

(Polybius) knew it, while still remaining justifiable if interpreted as an allusion 
to the developments of 344-2 in Thessaly whereby certainly Philip did finally 
strengthen his grip, whatever the date of his election as archon.3 Whatever the 

See Hell. Oxyrh. I6. 4 (ed. V. Bartoletti, p9pa K-s TroAEtwv Eyevezo KVptos, dAA& Kal 

1959), for the Boeotian League: Xen. Hell. OerraAovs v+' avTov derouLtaaro Sal rov o%6flov. 
5. 2. I6; cf. M. N. Tod, GHI iii, I5 ff. for 3 Walbank, Commentary on Polybius, ii. ad 
the Chalcidian League. Larsen, op. cit. 24, loc., describes the allusion to Thessaly as 
26, 36, 77 f. rightly draws attention to this 'a simplification', though he himself believes 
financial prerogative of these federal govern- in 342 as the probable date of Philip's elec- 
ments when they were in proper control of tion as archon. 
their territories. For the events of 344-2, Demosth. 6. 22; 

2 Polyb. 9. 28. 2-3 . . . rCov 'OXAvwvcv 9. 26; Diod. I6. 69. 8, etc.; cf. the long dis- 
rdwtAs. atavjr7v AEavSparrobLadUevoS I)A7T7rros cussion of Sordi, LT 275 if. 

Ka' 77apoa?eLy a 7rot-aaS o u'.6vov -T'ov e7rL 
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truth about this, I do not see how Polybius here can outweigh the contem- 
porary evidence of Demosthenes about the taxes in 349 and earlier. 

This conclusion, if it is acceptable, obviously has an important bearing on 
the evidence we began by considering, that which is concerned with Philip's 
presence in Thessaly on occasions earlier than 353-2. Whenever he was elected 
archon of the league, whether as early as 352 or as late as 342, the fact itself of 
his election is the very reverse of insignificant. It is something without prece- 
dent or parallel in the affairs of Greek states up to this time, so far as I know. 
To address one's mind to it seems an elementary need, and from anyone who 
does address his mind, a real effort of comprehension seems to be required. For 
a foreign king to be chosen by free election and without compulsion or intimida- 
tion to be head of a league of Greek cities is truly astonishing, and especially so 
in Thessaly, where the tagos or archon was no annual officer, but one who 
never, so far as we know, relinquished the office once he had got it.I It is this 
that has always been (it seems to me) the main strength of the case for putting 
the election in the years 344-2, as late as possible in Philip's story; because one 
can argue that by that date an element of intimidation can be shown (as well as 
the much longer familiarity), making the election less paradoxical. But if the 
evidence really does point very strongly to the early date 352 (and to me it 
does), then it would seem to follow that we ought not to accept easily any 
interpretation of the pre-352 evidence which minimizes Philip's earlier re- 
corded dealings with Thessaly. To wipe out from the record everything before 
353 seems to lay the whole burden of explanation, or nearly the whole, on the 
two great campaigns themselves, the first of them a disaster (353), the second 
a famous victory, the glory of which Philip himself was careful to share with 

Apollo.z The Thessalians themselves must have been filled with enthusiasm, 
perhaps more than merely political and secular: perhaps the god himself 

(Philip his declared champion) really was now inspiring this master of war and 
his men. Could something of this sort have moved the citizens in Thessaly to 
this un-Greek and un-Thessalian vote by which they elected him archon, all or 

nearly all because of the things they had seen in this one campaign? To call it 

impossible goes beyond what I for one would dare. But I do think it improbable 
in the extreme. 

A wave of genuine enthusiasm in 352, of however many different sorts, is 

something one simply must believe in. But for myself I feel the need to believe, 
too, in everything I can lay my hands on from the previous years, which might 
give an inkling of a process, for the most part vanished from view, by which 
over the five years before 353 Philip had become a familiar figure in a number 
of Thessalian cities, a trusted friend of a number of influential Thessalians, 
a xenos in some noble families who could see him, and especially so in Larissa, 
to have taken up the role they remembered of his brother and his father, 
sharing their fear of Pherae and their aversion to its tyrants and their ambitions. 

Incidentally, his brother (Alexander II) had given his Thessalian allies 
a fright, by holding on to Larissa and Crannon after 'liberating' them, seven- 
teen years ago now.3 The friends of Philip and others in 352 will not have for- 

gotten this. They were not likely to elect a Macedonian king as their archon 

I Sordi, LT 336; Larsen, op. cit. 24. 
2 Justin 8. 2. 3 ff. 

3 Diod. 5. 6i. 5; 67. 4. 
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unless they thought they could trust him thoroughly, on a longer acquaintance 
with him rather than a shorter one (unless one takes a very cynical view of 
Philip's character). I agree with Ehrhardt that it is very difficult to see how 
Philip can have captured Pagasae in late 354 (or early 353), and that the 
emendation in the text of Diodorus which demands this of us ought to be 
eschewed. But an intervention by Philip in 358 (or very early 357) in the course 
of which he met and married Philinna of Larissa seems to me to supply just 
what we need to make the later development more credible. And personally 
I do not rule out the possibility of a second intervention in 355 (though none is 
attested), because the long delay before the Thessalians began to take any 
active part in the Phocian War suggests as a cause that the feud between the 
League and Pherae was active at this time.' On Philip's side, his engagements 
elsewhere in 355 were less pressing than those of the previous year: from this 
point of view a campaign in Thessaly in the spring or summer of 355 need not 
be ruled out. It was to his advantage to develop any contacts he had made 
already there, and (looking further afield) to make himself known to the 
Boeotians as the ally of their allies in Thessaly and the enemy of their enemies. 

In 355 Central Greece could be seen to be on the brink of a considerable war, 
of which from the start Philip naturally was an interested observer.2 Thessaly 
was his lead into this circuit, and he was not the man to insulate himself from 
all this, even though the obscurity of the future events around Delphi, and his 
own preoccupations in the parts towards Thrace, made his participation on 
a grand scale still at this time premature. If he did intervene now, obviously it 
cannot have been with results that were decisive or far-reaching (Diodorus 
excluded the campaign, if there was one, from his perfunctory record).3 But if 
he did no more than give to Larissa and the League the reinforcements which 
at this moment they could not get from Thebes (occupied with the Phocians), 
this could have enabled them to stand up to the tyrants of Pherae, and could 
explain why in the autumn of 355 the League cities felt able to vote at last for 
the overdue declaration of an Amphictyonic War on the Phocians.4 Whether 
Pherae, too, joined in this vote is not clear (Diodorus wrote merely 'the Thes- 
salians'). The fact that the Magnetes, normally subject to Pherae, are listed by 
Diodorus among those who aligned themselves against the Phocians now, sug- 
gests that Pherae did toe the Amphictyonic line, temporarily.5 But the rela- 
tively modest size of the Thessalian army in action next year (354) suggests 
equally strongly that Pherae was not participating then ;6 and in 353 Pherae is 
found actively co-operating with the Phocians, the signal for Philip to be called 

Cf. Sordi, LT 235 ff. for a different 6 Id., ibid. 30. 4: 6,ooo men including 
explanation of this inactivity, not to my mind their "-rwAatoxwoptov av!p~daXwv". Contrast this 
convincing. with the paper strength of Jason's army of 

2 It must have become clear by spring 355 Thessaly when united, without his mer- 
that the Boeotians and Locrians alone were cenaries: 6,ooo cavalry, more than 10,000 
not going to be able to coerce the Phocians hoplites, and peltasts supplied by the 
quickly: cf. Diod. I6. 24. 4; 25. i ff., for the perioikoi (Xen. Hell. 6. i. 8 f.). As Westlake 
campaigns of 356. (op. cit. 170 f.) writes shrewdly, 'However, 

3 So Westlake, op. cit. I66 if., writing of even if the neighbouring tribes supplied only 
the years 358-6, thought it possible that P. a thousand men in all, this army' (of 354) 
'sent more than one expeditionary force into 'does not represent the full fighting strength 
Thessaly', maintaining a 'balance of power' of Thessaly, and large reserves must have 
between the tyrants and the League. been left to watch any movement by the 

4 Diod. i6. 28. 4; 29. I. tyrants'. 
5 Diod. I6. 29. I. 
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in by Larissa (the Aleuadai). Any rapprochement (as Sordi sees it) of Pherae and 
the League on the death of Alexander of Pherae (358-7?) was evidently brief 
and ineffective. Insecurity, still, of Thessalian affairs in these years perhaps did 
invite further reinforcement by Philip in 355 as I have suggested. In any case it 
was this endemic malaise of the Thessalians, one ought most probably to con- 
clude, that brought them to entrust the office and the power of the archonship 
to the King of the Macedonians rather than to any single living Thessalian.2 
The consequences of this decision were something that the Thessalians had to 
live with for the next I50 years. 

ADDENDUM 

Demosth. 9. 25-KalTot vraYv o'a' S a aaptri7 raL Kal AaKe&atL,ovotls .. Kact Tro 

trLerepOtS TpoyoSvots E ... .lv iALo7rosy ev Tptal KaL 8EK ?V ovx O\OLS 
EeratV oflS 7r7TroAahdL 8lKr/KE roVS 'EAAi7vas,... even if is is accurate, does not 
rule out interventions by Philip earlier than 353; it only rules out aggressions 
or conquests, which no one has ever claimed for him in his Thessalian 
activities pre-353. 

Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge G. T. GRIFFITH 

2 Isoc. 5. 20: Justin 8. 2. I f. See above pp. 73-5. 
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