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Abbreviations and transliterations

I have chosen to use the abbreviations of ancient authors following the model of
Simon Hornblower and Antony Spawforth (eds.) in The Oxford Classical Dictionary. A
list of relevant abbreviations appears below.

All translations are my own unless otherwise noted. In order to produce my
translations, I have consulted the Loeb Classical Library series for primary texts. I have
opted to use the Latinized transliteration of Greek words (e.g. Seleucid in place of
Seleukid), since it seems standard convention to do so. Direct quotes from works have
been adapted to reflect this preference. Technical terms, such as koinon, have been
transliterated more exactly.

Ancient Authors

Aen. Tact.: Aineias the Tactician
Athen.: Athenaios, The Deipnosophists
Demosth.: Demosthenes
Diod.: Diodorus Siculus
Macc.: Maccabees (Old Testament)
Men.: Menander
Paus.: Pausanias
Plut.: Plutarch
Polyb.: Polybius
Xen.: Xenophon
Works of Reference'

BSA: The Annual of the British School at Athens, London 1936-

CAH: F.W. Wallbank, A.E. Astin, M.W. Frederiksen, and R.M. Ogilvie (eds.) The
Cambridge Ancient History. Volume VII. Part I The Hellenistic World, Cambridge
1984 (second edition).

IG: Inscriptiones Graecae, Berlin 1873-

OCD: S. Hornblower and A. Spawforth (eds.) Oxford Classical Dictionary, Oxford 2003
(revised third edition).

OGIS: W. Dittenber ger, Orientis Graeci Inscriptiones Seleectae, Leipzig 1903-5.

SEG: Supplementum Eipgraphicum Graecum, Leiden 1923-

UZG: U. Wilcken, Ukunden der Ptolemderzeit. Berlin 1927-1957.

! Note that these texts do not appear in the bibliography.
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1. Introduction

Many cities during the Hellenistic period had to accommodate garrisons
(phrouroi; the singular is phrouros). Garrisons were usually made up of mercenaries
from a variety of regions. These men occupied barracks, in either a fortified precinct of a
city or on the outskirts of town. Throughout the Hellenistic world, garrisons served to
control as well as protect urban and rural communities. For a poleis (city-states; the
singular is polis) defeated in war, the installment of a garrison usually sounded the end of
a community’s autonomy; occupation in this sense, often provoked a negative civilian
response.2 Phrouroi were not always forced on communities, sometimes they were
established upon request or served as the foundations for newly established settlements.
Nevertheless, even in cities in which there was a “protective” garrison, the presence of
soldiers could be disruptive to daily life.

The presence of a garrison had direct and dramatic effect on local society and
economy. For example, the occupied city or region was usually obligated to pay
maintenance costs of the garrison (i.e. providing food, shelter, and pay for the
mercenaries) and royal tribute. These financial burdens were perhaps complicated by the
fact that garrisons provided Hellenistic monarchs with the means of extracting local
wealth. Indeed, some of the more profitable urban centers of the Hellenistic world were
also the sites of formidable garrisons. These economic effects were compounded by
social and cultural tension that resulted from foreign military presence. Garrison troops

were usually immigrants and not native to the local community.

? Accordingly, the removal of a foreign garrison became one of the most common occasions for the
establishment of a commemorative anniversary. See for example, SEG XL 75.
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Soldiers seem to have been impelled, both by the hostility of the native population
and the unfamiliar surroundings, to embrace those familiar forms of military, cultural,
and religious organization as a means of socialization. There were also other, more
elementary organizations soldiers made use of in their daily routines. These different
kinds of associations were formed for purposes of mutual support and socialization.” The
communities that soldiers created were distinct and allowed them to differentiate
themselves from others. In contexts that facilitated the expression and preservation of
these identities, soldiers may have been deterred from assimilating into the garrisoned
community. Conversely, in some of the more remote garrisoned locations, one actually
detects efforts being made by soldiers to integrate rather than differentiate.

Both soldiers and citizens had ways of preserving and maintaining the boundaries
that existed between one another. Citizens in some locations endeavored to keep soldiers
at a distance. Furthermore, subtle forms of resistance could be used to counteract the
invasiveness of occupation. While a community might not have been able to resist a
garrison by force, individual citizens could mitigate the disorderly tendencies of
mercenaries. Despite efforts to preserve boundaries, interaction and overlap between
citizen and soldier was a fact of life in a garrisoned community.

The duties and routines of soldiers brought them into everyday contact with
civilians.* As distasteful as occupation could be, citizens and soldiers would have
developed mutual knowledge of one another. Overtime, the two groups would have
grown accustomed to the other’s presence. Furthermore, civilians may have even come

to appreciate certain aspects of the garrison’s presence. Soldiers and civilians occupied

* Launey (1987) 1002.
“ Aen. Tact. 1.5.2,26.1.1-7.
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the same community, and were in many ways mutually dependent on one another. While
the negative aspects of foreign occupation did influence the tone of interaction, it did not
prevent positive and meaningful contact between foreign soldiers and natives.

The following is an examination of the daily lives of Hellenistic garrison soldiers.
The chronology of this inquiry spans the death of Alexander the Great in 323 until the
first century B.C.E. In garrison towns during this period, various forms of socialization
acted to maintain boundaries between groups, but also helped to bring citizen and soldier
closer together. The relationship that existed between these actors was relative and could
either be antagonistic or affable, oftentimes it was blend of the two. Thus, while soldiers
could be undisciplined and unruly, their must have been limits to these behaviors-- which

could have negative consequences in a shared community.

1.2 Sources of Authority

Current scholarly literature on garrisons is lacking in systematic treatment of daily
life. Secondary literature prefers to deal with garrisons in broad terms. Of primary
interest to past researchers has been to situate garrisons and their personnel within the
wider context of Hellenistic warfare. This trend comes at the expense of providing in-
depth analysis of daily life.

Recently garrisons have received slightly more attention as scholars begin to
focus on the social aspects of garrisoning. This approach consists of the ways in which
foreign soldiers interacted with one another and the native population.’ Discussion

centers on how soldiers and citizens maintained and crossed boundaries. This

5 Ma (2002); Chaniotis (2005) 88-93.
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methodology has yet to be applied to an examination of garrisons in all of the successor
kingdoms.

As relevant as this approach is for discussing social aspects, we must also
consider the actual mechanics of occupation in order to better understand this topic.
Therefore, we must also discuss the duties of garrison troops and the garrison’s effects on
local economy. These consequences of military presence help us to explain the different
receptions that garrisons received throughout the Hellenistic world. In the following
chapters, these topics will all be addressed using evidence from ancient texts and
inscriptions.

For the most part, available sources for the Hellenistic period deal with the
turbulent circumstances surrounding a garrison’s establishment and its removal.
References to garrisons in ancient literary texts are usually impersonal, referring to the
phrouros as a whole and not its individual members. These same texts often pay
insufficient attention to individual soldiers and their daily routine.

We can better understand the practices and activities of garrison soldiers through
inscriptions recorded on stone stelae. This epigraphic material consists of honorific
decrees, dedications, and charters. However, oftentimes the evidence only survives in
fragments. The dedications made by the soldiers themselves represents their collective
voices and are therefore, extremely relevant for this paper. It must be granted that
honorary decrees are very formulaic and are oftentimes exaggerated; however, in
examining these inscriptions we may better understand the activities of soldiers and

popular opinion about garrisons.
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Most of the epigraphical evidence dates from the middle of the third century and
spans through the first century B.C.E. The distribution of this material spans Hellenistic
Attica, Cyprus, Egypt and Asia Minor. Garrisons in these locations are particularly well
documented and, necessarily, my inquiry will draw heavily from these locals.

In the coming chapters I will also have occasion to consult Greek and Roman
authors. Unfortunately, no ancient historical narrative of the Hellenistic period survives.

The fragmentary accounts we have, shift from one geographic region to another and are

NN NN

unclear chronologically.® Within these texts, the prevalence of military occupation
during the Hellenistic period is evident. While ancient authors offer little on the inner
workings or interactions of garrisons, some of the histories furnish valuable information
regarding the more famous garrisons of the Hellenistic period.

An untapped and unlikely source of information for the daily lives of professional
soldiers comes from New Comedy. The ubiquitous egocentric soldier finds his way into
many of these works. Although the mercenary’s portrayal by Menander and Plautus is
laughable, there is a tinge of social criticism in this image. We may imagine that there are
elements of truth to these descriptions and that the clichéd character is in some ways
representative of factual personas.

I shall also have recourse to make use of earlier writers to illustrate certain trends
and for comparative information. For these purposes, I will chiefly be relying on
Xenophon and Aeneas, who both wrote in the fourth century B.C.E. The latter’s treatise
on siege warfare is particularly instructive for its description of wartime duties of soldiers
in a city. Although Aeneas is writing in an earlier period, it seems likely that the

soldierly duties he describes (e.g. patrol, sentry duty, gate keeping) would be comparable

% The histories of Diodorus Siculus are quite illustrative of these types of problems.
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if not the same in a later periods. Aeneas’ work is also important because he focuses on
urban environments as well as relations between soldiery and civilians.

Another unique perspective comes from Xenophon’s Anabasis, which comprises
one of the most detailed descriptions of a Greek mercenary army on the march. The text
is indispensable for its treatment of social, logistical, and economic issues that confront
an army on the march and at rest. Although this source comes from an earlier period, it is
a unique and faithful account of the mercenary experience in antiquity. Anabasis
elucidates some of the tendencies of mercenaries (e.g. fighting, drinking, gambling,
womanizing, and so on), which helps us understand how they may have behaved in
garrisons. Furthermore, we know from later texts that these habits carried through to
later periods.” More specifically, Anabasis offers glimpses into the organization of a
mercenary army and the clubs and associations that were part of it. The text supplies us
with a way of understanding how and why soldiers organized themselves into groups.
Similar methods of organization must have been present in Hellenistic armies and may

well have continued to function when pieces of the army detached for garrison duty.

2. Garrisons and the Successor Kingdoms

Alexander the Great’s death in 323 B.C.E. ushered in a twenty-year period of
uncertainty. During this time his generals fought amongst themselves and ultimately
decided the matter of succession. By 275 B.C.E., the situation had stabilized; the
Antigonids ruled in mainland Greece, the Ptolemies in Egypt, and the Seleucids,

Anatolia, parts of Syria, Mesopotamia, and Persia.

7 ¢.f Demosth. Conon.
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At its height, Alexander’s empire stretched from the shores of western Greece, to
the lush banks of the Indus River in modern day Pakistan. This territorial expanse
embraced a wealth of ethnic, linguistic, and cultural groups. Adding to the sheer
diversity of the empire were scattered Greco-Macedonian settlements, established by
Alexander and his successors. In addition to founding new cities, Alexander also planted
many garrisons in existing settlements over the course of his campaigns.® Macedonian
garrisons were often used in order to enforce obedience and ensure the control of a given
provenance or city. Garrisons provided Hellenistic powers with a means of controlling a
location, without imposing direct administrative rule by the sovereigns themselves. The
purposes, which garrisons served, changed little after Alexander’s death, and his
successors continued this standing trend of employing permanent garrisons throughout
their kingdoms.

Occupation was distasteful for many garrisoned communities. For a polity
defeated in war, or a community simply unable to resist royal pressure, occupation
frequently led to civilian hostility. The factors responsible for such strong feelings vis-a-
vis garrisons were slightly different in the three successor kingdoms. These issues reflect
the unique composition of each realm, as well as the sites of individual garrisons.
Significantly, not all communities in the Hellenistic world were adverse to garrisons. For
newly established cities, a garrison might even be welcomed for the security provided by

professional soldiers.

® Arr. Anab.5.8,5.29,6.15,6.22,7.21; Diod. 17.98. See also Griffith (1935) 23.

12
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2.2 The Antigonids
Macedonian control of mainland Greece was complicated by pervasive and strong

traditions of independence among the Greek poleis. While the Greek poleis were

nominally city-states, they viewed their sovereignty as small nations might. Poleis were
fiercely independent and intolerant of royal rule. Therefore, few cities bore Macedonian

yolk cheerfully and rebellion was a common occurrence.

The situation confronting Macedon is perhaps best exemplified by Athens.’
When news reached Athens of Alexander’s death, anti-Macedonian sentiment, which had
simmered for years, boiled over and the city promptly rebelled. In their bid for freedom,
the Athenians also incited neighboring cities to join in “liberating Greece” from
Macedonian hegemony.'® During the Lamian War (June 323 — August 322 B.C.E),
Euphron of Sikyon was honored by an Athenian decree specifically for fighting against
the Macedonian garrison in his city:
“During the Greek War, which the people of Athens started for the sake of the
Greeks, Euphron returned from exile, expelled the garrison from the citadel ... as
long as the people continued the war, he participated in it and he contributed
soldiers and whatever necessary in a war; when, however, Greece was befallen by
misfortune, and garrisons were sent to cities which had previously expelled them,

he chose to be killed by the enemies, fighting for the democracy, in order that he
might not see his own country and the rest of Greece enslaved.”'!

® Since this study largely deals with Athens, in the interest of brevity I have chosen to focus on the city
here. It should be noted however, that Athens was by no means the only polity that threatened Macedonian
control in Greece. The Aetolian and Achaean Leagues of central and southern Greece adopted
expansionist, anti-Macedonian policies that brought them into direct conflict with Macedonian rule. An
embryonic form of the Aetolian League was first to join the Greeks in the revolt that led to the Lamian
War. In the early third century B.C.E, the Aetolian League actively recruited members in central Greece
thereby achieving control over the southern egress through the strategic pass at Thermopylae. Similarly, in
the Peloponnese, the Achaean league became an overt threat to Macedon. In 249 B.C.E, the league was
directly responsible for capturing the Macedonian garrison at Corinth. Although these leagues did not
often come to direct blows with Macedon, they were collective decision-making entities, capable of

Poooling military resources and therefore of becoming threats.
Diod. 18.9-11.

' JG 11 448, cited in Chaniotis (2002) 102.

13




I 3 B B BB BB RN NN NENNLN/

R R A A e Ty B e it e A B B R R A A

This honorific dedication is indicative of the way in which people viewed Macedonian
garrisons at the time. For Greek poleis, foreign occupation was not compatible with
freedom. Polybius gives a similar impression: “since Chalcis, Corinth, and Demetrias
were arranged under Macedon (i.e. garrisoned), the Greeks were not able to have any
thoughts of freedom.”? The slavish element in garrisoning was also reflected in the
diplomatic language of the time. From 378/7 B.C.E. onward, the term aphrouretos
(“ungarrisoned”) became tantamount to autonomous.'?

After the Lamian War, Athens was forced to accept harsh terms of surrender.
Perhaps most humiliating of all, was the installment of a Macedonian garrison on the
Munychia hill of the Piraeus.”* The city’s defeat also resulted in sweeping political
changes. The ensuing period was essentially oligarchic in character and democratic
freedoms of the city were sharply curtailed.” The Munychia garrison became a symbol
of occupation and the changes wrought by foreign conquest. Furthermore, the presence
of troops within the polis would have been a sobering reminder of Athenian defeat and
subjugation.

These punitive measures perhaps paved the way for subsequent Athenian
rebellion. Athens frequently initiated screaming bouts of rebellion to enjoy only fleeting
respites from Macedonian control. '® Throughout the city’s history, aside from sporadic

periods of stasis and the intermittent rise of tyrannies, there was no standing tradition of

2 polyb. 18.11.5.

SEG XXXVIII 1252; SV 442, 489; see also Chaniotis (2002) 2.

' Diod. 18.18.3; see also Habicht (1997) 42.

5 The censuring of democratic freedoms in Athens was to become a trend in the years leading up to 295
B.C.E. Such curtailments usually followed in the wake of an attempted revolt. Invariably, the
reestablishment of the garrison in the Piraeus accompanied measures against the democracy. Citizens
therefore, would have had good reason to associate the loss of democratic privileges with occupation and

sons.
S Habicht (1997) 42.
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