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1 Contrary to the wealth of evidence for some problems concerning
the history of the ancient Macedonian state, the office ofpeliganes is barely
mentioned in the ancient sources, and modern scholars rarely touch upon
the problem. It is usually assumed that the name of the office is associated
with the Greek word for “grey-haired”, “old”, so the peliganes are therefore
translated as a “council of elders”, although, as we shall see, this interpreta-
tion is hardly based on solid ground. From all that has been written by the
scholars —both foreign and domesticl—one could conclude that the term
peliganes signifies local officials, members of the city council, especially in the
Macedonian cities in Asia. Yet, there are scholars who doubt that these offi-
cials had any real powers and, on the basis of the possible etymology of thel

11In all honesty, one would struggle to find anything more than a few scarce lines.
The only scholarly works in Macedonian historiography that mention this
problem are mpPoOEBA, 1997: 74, 166; in somewhat more detail EADEM,
2004: 337; as well as a recendy published note by monoBscka, 2005. As for
scholarly works on the subject abroad, one should note HAMMOND St
GRIFFITH, 1979: 384, 399, 648. In addition, there are several works that
make brief and passing mentions of the peliganes as a “council of elders” wi-
thout further treatment of the issue, among them wALBANK, 1992: 135-
136; ROUSSEL, 1942-3; RHODES & LEWIS, 1997: 460; VAN DER SPEIC, 2009:
109; musTI, 1984; cOHEN, 2006: 112, 114; GRAINGER, 1990: 66, 152-153;
HATZOPOULOS, 1996: 323, 326, 465, 482; Bernard, 1998: 1208-1210 (non
vidi). BORZA, 1990 and ERRINGTON, 1990, make no mention whatsoever of
the peliganes, the work of Errington being a particularly striking example, as
he also deals with the period of the Hellenistic monarchies.
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term, assume that the peliganes held a public office that was, for the most
part, a sign of recognition and honour that the community bestowed upon
older citizens.2These are the main points that I will attempt to clarify in this
paper.

2. The naming of the peliganes as “elders” and, hence, of their council
as a “(honorary) council of elders”, is based on a single fragment by the ge-
ographer Strabo. Since this fragment is of the utmost importance for the
further development of the argument, it would be wise to examine it in full
detail:

“Among the Thesprotians and the Molossians, old women are called
peliai and old menpelioi, as is also the case among the Macedonians; at
any rate, those people call their dignitaries peligones (compare the geron-
tes among the Laconians and the Massaliotes). And this, it is said, is
the origin of the myth about the pigeons in the Dodonaean oak-
tree.”3

However, is it possible to work out a clear-cut connection pelioi —peli-
gones —gerontes, i.e. peliganes —elders, on the basis of this one solitary frag-
ment? For a number of reasons, it would be superficial to claim that it is.

The first thing that induces us to approach this fragment with scepti-
cism is the very way Strabo composed his work, as well as the origin and the
nature of the information he provides. Scholars have often pointed out that
the bits of information found in Strabo are too generalised and chronologi-
cally uncertain;4 furthermore, that Strabo compiled large portions of the The

2 HAVMOND & Griffith, 1979: 339 sqg.; same MOMOBCKA 2005: passim. In fact,
few authors argue that the peliganes had no powers at all; however, all of
them seem to go along with the information in Strabo and claim that this
body consisted of elderly citizens.

3 Strabo, Geogr. VII, fr. 2 (E. Var. 1, 2, 3). The translation is by H. L. JONES from
the Loeb edition: Strabo, The Geography (1924), vol. 3, Harvard. This transla-
tion differs from the one found in Monoscka, who links the first two sen-
tences with the words “those people”, thus creating the illusion that the pe-
lioi are, in fact, the peligones. Actually, the term “these” or “those people” re-
fers to the Thesprotians and the Molossians.

4 As noted by Monoscka, 2005: 9.
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Geography using records of older authorsSrather freely, without being discri-
minating enough, and, particularly important in this case, solely in accor-
dance with his own views and needs. It is thus impossible to ascertain whe-
ther the three sentences cited above were already organically bound in the
work where Strabo took them over from, as he has undoubtedly done pre-
cisely that, since he does not speak from personal experience, but describes
how things were more than a century before his own time. Finally, one
should also have in mind that what we have before us in this case is a frag-
ment preserved in the so-called “Vatican epitome7, an excerpt that was al-
ready detached from the main body of the text and, thus, from the original
context.

Even on their own, these facts should be enough to cause us to doubt
the information found in Strabo. However, were we to also include the tes-
timony of the lexicographer Hesychius of Alexandria, then the state of
things becomes even more complicated, for Hesychius describes the curious
termpeliganes in the following way:

"peliganes’. those who hold honour; among the Syrians, councillors

It is common knowledge that Hesychius had the self-imposed task to
collect curious and unknown words, and to try to explain them through
known ones. Why is it, then, that he has not taken the opportunity to ex-
plain the peliganes through the association with the word “elders”, especially
if the term was an obvious allusion to their grey hair? In all probability, be-
cause he knew the terminology of his time much better than we do. In in-
terpreting Strabo’s fragment, there is one simple, yet continuously over-
looked fact, namely, that the word pelios/polios, to which we should allegedly
call on regarding these “elders”, does not mean “grey” or “white” at all. The
entry that precedes the peliganes in Hesychius is “pelianon\ similar to lead,
lead-like, with lead paint”; the one that precedes it is even more telling: “pe-

5 On the methods of Strabo, see bueck, 1999: 476-478. On the older primary
sources Strabo used, see the contributions of RosemaN, C. H., bueck, D.
and LiTiNas, N. in bueck etal, 2005; see also bueck, 2000:; 180-186.

6 Hesych. Lexicogr., s.v. peliganes. If we correlate the explanation “those who hold
honour” with the next one, it becomes clear that “honour” = “power”’; the
term “Syrians” is a common designation for the state of the Seleucids, see
NPOEBA, 1997 166 n. 67.



34 Vojislav SARAKINSKI

lia\ black (for pigeons wild and tame)”. Even the etymological inquiry of
the root of this word indicates that peleia, pelia, peleios, pelias can stand for
every colour in the spectre of shades from black, through dark-grey, to grey-
ish white.7 These examples clearly show that the allusion to the elderly, whi-
te hair, and, more significantly, the attempt at linking the office and the age
of its holder, are unsubstantiated. The link between the office of the peliganes
and their age, while seemingly reasonable, lacks a sound organic correlation
and is obviously based on nothing but the phonetic similarity of the words.

If this is how things are, we are bound to clarify the reason why then,
Strabo explained the term peliganes through the word gerontes, “elders”. The
answer is much simpler than it seems at first sight. It is a simple fact that an
author writes for the readers of his own time and social context; he uses and
explains the terms in a way that would, primarily, be clear and comprehen-
sible to his contemporaries. Strabo wrote in the transitional period between
the first century BC and the first century AD§ how could he ever explain
the term peliganes to his readers? Well, only by making a comparison with
another similar collective body. The Roman Senate was probably out of the
question: first of all, the function and the specific position of the senators
(hoi hypatoify within the Roman constitution were still not sufficiently known
by everyone in the eastern Mediterranean; moreover, the Senate was the
highest political body in the state, not a local council. Nor was the compari-
son with classical Athens suitable, again due to the peculiarity of the consti-
tution: indeed, the Athenian Areopagos was comprised of elders, but they
had no factual power; the Council {houle) was, on the other hand, a sort of
commission of the Assembly (ekklesia), so essentially, quite different from a
city council.9 The only real instance of advisory powers, without a separa-
tion of power or interference of responsibilities with another collective bo-
dy, was to be found in classical Sparta, and, in case this example was still
difficult to pin down, Strabo added the councillors from Massalia, once an
important client city of Gnaeus Pompey, but still sporting a lively political
spirit. Using the word gerontes as a means to illustrate the word peliganes,
Strabo must have had in mind the powers and the position of this body

7Chantraine, DELG, sv. peleia.

8 There is ongoing discussion whether the The Geography is a work spanning many
decades of effort, or whether Strabo actually compiled it rather quickly in
his old age; see buECK, 2000: 145-154, with extensive references.

9 . Blackwel I, 2009.
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within the political life of the community,Xland not the age of its mem-
bers.1l

3. As things stand, it appears that there is not a single piece of tangi-
ble evidence that the office ofpeliganes and the age of its holders were in any
correlation; therefore, it would be quite unwarranted, and even incorrect, to
assert thatpeliganes is a title which the Macedonians bestowed exclusively to
elderly persons. However, it was precisely this assumption that was the basis
for the claim that the peliganes were some kind of “honorary officials”, per-
haps in charge of the religious and spiritual issues of the community;2 this
warrants special attention, as it is not quite clear why, in the first place, the
peliganes could not have had any real powers within the city. At first sight,
this seems to be a non-issue, so no explanation should be required. On the
other hand, the problem might lie in the fact that the definition of the Hel-
lenistic monarchies as “absolutistic” is still taken too literally. It seems that
some scholars stih have difficulties accepting that, in this “absolute” monar-
chy, a political life may still have existed at a local level. B It seems difficult
for them to discern royal domain and state policy from cities and local pol-
icy; to make a distinction between the phases of development and the fluid-
ity of the states under the first Diadochi, and the centralised state control in
their fully developed phase; but these very details are of utmost importance
for an accurate understanding of the position of the peliganes within the po-

10 Incidentally, it is worth mentioning that *“guardians of the Spartan oligarchical
constitution”, a kind of a “Supreme Court” in the modern sense of the
term, were the five ephors —not the gerousia™ as Popovska claims (2005: 10);
f. LEVY, 2003, and especially RIGHER 1998.

11 Concerning the problematic choices of terms in sources writing about their dis-
tant past, while aiming their work at their contemporary audience, one can
find an excellent parallel in the problem of the tides of Philip and Alexander
as hegemones of the Koine eirere\ there, F. Papazoglu has shown in a decisive
manner that the actual tides of the kings would have no meaning at the time
the later accounts were compiled, so the authors chose to use a tide from
their own time in order to make things clear for their readers. See PAPA-
zoGLu, 1974: 47-64.

12 An assumption given in the form of a question by MO CBCKA, 2005: 10.

13 MonoBCcKA (2005: 10) argues that the peliganes could not have had unlimited
powers, which is quite understandable in itself. No one expects the local of-
ficials to have supreme powers; the question is what exactly their legislative
and/or executive powers were.
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litical structure of the Seleucid kingdom. Accordingly, and since there are
few works by Macedonian scholars dealing with this subject, we shall briefly
depart from the main topic of our research and turn our attention to the
constitutional arrangement of the Hellenistic kingdoms, but only for the ti-
me span that is of particular interest for our subject, namely, during the pe-
riod of the Macedonian colonisation of the East and the creation of the
kingdoms of the Diadochi.

4. In the eastern Mediterranean, and especially the Aegean area, one

of the major political and legal consequences of Alexander’s campaigns was
the renewed promotion of the monarchy as a type of positive system of
government. The concept of the monarchy was traditional and quite com-
mon for the Macedonians, but until the time of Philip Il, this concept was
often criticised, and therefore was rather marginal in the broad “European”
cultural sphere. While promoting absolutism as a key political concept, Ale-
xander 11, at the same time, established the model of government that the
Diadochi tried to pursue.

Yet, even though they aspired to the royal position and took royal ti-
des, the Diadochi were rather different from Alexander, and such were the
historical conditions at the time of their undertakings. Alexander set out on
his path as a unanimously recognised and accepted sovereign of a united
and compact kingdom; the Diadochi, on the other hand, were bound to
create and build up their power gradually, while at the same time fighting
other equally well-skilled and prepared Diadochi, who had matching abilities
and armies.4The Diadochi acted in a world virtually created and defined by
the conquests of Alexander, a world that was in a state of major political,
social and cultural reshaping. In Asia, for example, there were officially
autonomous Greek poleis, dynasts with uncertain obedience ruling over lar-
ger or smaller areas,55 and even satraps who ruled almost independently.16

14 Detailed analysis in BILLOWS, 1997: 185 SO0

15 E.g. Zipoites of Bithynia, Dionysios of Herakleia Pontike, Mithridates of Kios.
Information on these dynasts can be easily obtained in every major encyclo-
paedic work on the history of the ancient world; details for Zipoites and his
relations with the Diadochi in FABENKO, 2005: 128-166.

16 Sibyrtios, the satrap of Arakhosia, as well as Peithon, the satrap of Babylonia.
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From the time of the death of Alexander to the batde of Ipsos,I/ the states
of the Diadochi were agglomerations of joint and adhesive territories, as
different from the traditional Macedonian kingdom, as from the latter fully
developed Hellenistic monarchies.

The control and management of such vast and divergent territories,
with meagre or no cohesion at all, was an intricate and painstaking endea-
vour. For the most part, the administrative and commercial activities were
not, nor could have been controlled by the ruler in a straightforward way:
they functioned on a regional or local basis, left in the hands of the local
governors and their subordinate officials.8 In Asia, the general administra-
tive arrangement was based on the division of the kingdom into satrapies;
nevertheless, within the satrapies, which often did not have firmly fixed
borders, it was impossible to distinguish a strict structure or hierarchy.

For that reason, but also because they had almost no autochthonous
basis to hold on to,9the Macedonian rulers in Asia (Alexander, followed by
Antigonus, and lastly, the Seleucids) felt that it was crucial to initiate the
foundation of colonies, as well as transfers of Macedonians and Greeks (or,
broadly speaking, Europeans) to Asia.2 Apart from clearly economic moti-
ves, these colonies were to serve as permanent garrisons, a safeguard of
sorts on the conquered territories, and at the same time, a pool enabling the

17 See the detailed analysis in Macedonian in TATA3OITTY, 1995: 190-242. Also, see
WILL, 1979: 19-83; BERRINGTQON 2008: 13-50; GREEN 1990: 1-35; GRAIN
GER 2007: 92-132.

18 An account with convenient examples can be found in BILLOWS, 1997: 268 sqq.
There were similar examples in the Ptolemaic kingdom, although with a cen-
tralised administration that was incomparably stronger; f. GRENFELL, 1896:
195 sqq., as well as MUHS, 2005; 1-28. Cf the general description in BHREN
BERG 1960 178-190.

19 BILLOAS, 1997: 292 calls them “foreign conquerors”. One could argue that An-
tigonus was already a satrap of Phrygia for thirteen years and, therefore, that
this definition might be too harsh. However, it would be very hard to prove
that this amount of time was enough to provide an autochthonous basis for
the undertakings of the authorities, as shown by the example of Persia; fur-
thermore, other Hellenistic monarchs had not had the chance to enjoy a po-
sition similar to that of Antigonus; so admittedly, Billows’ definition remains
in perfect shape.

20 On this colonisation, see BILLOAS, 1995: 146-182; f. ERRINGTON 2008: 68-75.
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continuous enlistment of men in the army and the administrative apparatus
in Asia. True, Alexander went to great lengths to incorporate the Iranian
aristocracy in the administration of the state,2L and similar intentions are at-
tributed to Antigonus Monophthalmus;22yet, it is quite clear that the Mace-
donian rulers in Asia had to rely first and foremost on Macedonians and
Greeks, the only citizens whose interests, as new residents of Asia, depen-
ded on the wholehearted support of the Macedonian rulers.3 Seleucus
maintained the same course, although he did not colonise in the real sense
of the word, for he had neither the opportunity, nor the means to gather
recruits from Macedonia and Greece; he only transferred Macedonians and
Greeks who were already in Asia, soldiers and colonists since the times of
Alexander, and to a greater extent, the time of Antigonus.2

5. This last digression brings us to a crucial question: if most of these
settlements were established in the time of Antigonus, or in any case before
301 BC, can we expect them to have a new constitution of sorts, one con-
trived by Antigonus, Seleucus or any of their successors? Surely not. These
settlements, oftentimes established in a hurry and under the pressure of ne-
cessity, could have been organized only in a manner familiar to the colo-
nists. The constitution of the new cities, regardless of the fact whether they
had external autonomy or not, was a copy of the constitutions of the Euro-
pean cities, Macedonian or Greek, depending on whence most of the colo-
nists in the city came. Thus, the fact that the peliganes are attested in both of

21 Although the precise intentions of Alexander concerning the status of the Ira-
nian aristocracy are still a matter of discussion, the contemporary sources
clearly show that its integration was already afoot; ¢f. seiBerT, 1972; 186-
192, with a thorough review of the contemporary scholarly works.

2 BILLOAS, 1997: 47, 293, with a review of the sources.

23 Their position is analysed by COHEN, 1978: 1-14.

24 The cities founded by Antigonus Monophthalmos (e.g. Antigoneia in Troas, An-
tigoneia in Bithynia, Antigoneia on Orontes) were reconstituted with new
names after his death (in this case, Alexandreia in Troas, Nikaia and, argua-
bly, Antiochia, although there are reasons to believe that the last one was ge-
nuinely founded by Seleucus). It is to be assumed that many of the Seleucid
colonies were actually settlements established by Antigonus; the same goes
for the Macedonian settlements in Asia, whose founder is not mentioned in
the sources. See TSCHERIKOAER 1927: 154-155; GOUKOWSKY, 1979: 15, n.
27. Contra QOHEN 1978: 79.
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the Macedonian settlements (katoikiai) indisputably reflects their existence
in Macedonia. However, what was their jurisdiction? Were they only “hon-
orary officials’s or did they have real powers? Or, to phrase it more broadly
- in a context where the Hellenistic kings were undisputed political and mi-
litary overlords of all their subjects, including the cities, was there still room
for civic institutions and civic political life?

The answer is definitively affirmative. The key is that the kings were
not trying to impose positive regulations on the cities on a purely internal
level: just like the first Roman Emperors, they represented a powerful and
ultimate, yet essentially inert factor, primarily concerned with their own he-
gemony. Save for issues concerning the management of the state, the Helle-
nistic kings did not interfere in the internal goings-on in the cities, nor did
they impose direct orders concerning issues that were not of state impor-
tance. The conduct of the city, the decision-making concerning purely local
problems, as well as the work of the city authorities were left mostly to the
political outlook of the citizens and the city officials.5

There are numerous examples that show that vitality and liveliness
were still common features of the internal autonomy of the cities, which
even enabled the continuation of political struggles within the city, first and
foremost during city elections.® The authority of the political bodies of the
cities could even go beyond their own administrative borders; for example,
a major political recognition that a city could obtain was to become an arbi-
trator, i.e. that its local political bodies be engaged in a dispute between two

% For example, the citizens of Antiochia in the Persian Gulf agreed to participate
in the games held in Magnesia on Maeander (which was an entirely apolitical
decision), while at the same time abstained from giving a direct answer to
the request of Magnesia for a special diplomatic status of a sacred and invio-
late city. The council of Antiochia was well aware that this would be a politi-
cal act, something that was reserved for the king only.

2 To be completely fair, one could argue whether this gives us the right to call
them city-states, POleiS in the classical meaning of the word; the classical polis
had external, as well as internal sovereignty. JONES, 1940 remains one of the
most respected works on the cities in the Hellenistic period; f. also the ac-
counts in Ehrenberg, 1960: 191-205, as well as Shipley Sc Hansen,
2006. Although limited in geographic scope, one must not forget the remar-
kable piece of work by MA, 1999, with an excellent analysis of the dynami-
sm in the relations between the ruler and the polis.
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other cities.Z In some instances, the city could obtain complete financial,B
and even political® exemption from the royal administrative control, but
certainly only as a political gesture, which never conflicted with the interests
of the monarchy.

6. It was in this sort of political and social framework that the peliganes

held their office. The structure of the early Hellenistic monarchies, the role
of the cities in the establishment of the new political system, the compara-
tively high degree of internal autonomy, and, finally, the need for local ad-
ministration were such that there is no room for the claim that the peliganes
had no real powers and held an honorary title. As a final confirmation of
this assumption, it remains for the peliganes to be seen at work. This is sup-
plied by the inscription IGLSIV 1261 from Laodicea-on-Sea:3

Year 138, the 30th of the month of Audnaios (= January 174 BC).
Proposal of Asclepiades, the epistates and the magistrates. Since Horns,
Apollodorus and Antiochus, the priests of Sarapis and Isis, have sub-
mitted that the plot housing the sanctuary of these gods belongs to
them and to the sons of Apollodorus, their cousins, as their private
property; and (since) a decree has been passed that those who request
from the city a spot for raising a statue should pay a fixed sum, and

27 S, for example, DITTENBERGER, OGIS no. 7, the first known decree of this
sort; (f. Robert, 1973: 765-782; AGER, 1996: 3-33.

28 For example, when Antiokhos 111 took over Teos from the Attalids, “... and se-
en our weakness in matters both public and private, on account of the conti-
nuous wars and the size of the contributions which we paid... and personally
granted that the city and the territory be sacred and inviolate and free from
tribute, and, as for other contributions which we paid to King Attalos, pro-
mised that we would be freed through his agency...”. Text and translation in
MA, 1999: no. 17.

2 The king could bestow “freedom and autonomy” upon a city, i.e. give the city
the freedom to pursue its own internal, as well as external policy. Although
the king could revoke this privilege at any given moment, the cities still took
this quite seriously; for example, when the citizens of Kolophon received
the privilege towards the end of the 1V century BC, they decided to build ci-
ty walls —a token of their independence, yet still within the limits set by the
king-

3 For Laodicea-on-Sea, see GCHEN 2006: S.v., with a thorough review of the sour-
ces and modern works on the subject.
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some persons are requesting a place in the sanctuary; (the petitioners)
fear that in this way their property will be reduced to nothing and ha-
ve asked that care should be taken over this matter. It is appropriate
(to do this) so that the property they have acquired is not run down in
this way. Resolved by the peliganes: those who wish to raise a statue in
this same place should pay the money that has been decreed, not for
the place, but for the statue.d

Since the inscription has already been minutely analysed,®a short cla-
rification on the subject will suffice. The three brothers mentioned in the in-
scription, along with their cousins, owned an estate with edifices (amphodon)
in the city; on this private estate, there was a shrine dedicated to Sarapis and
Isis, whose priests these brothers were.3 Previously, the city of Laodicea
(probably through these same peliganes) passed a regulation that any citizen
who wished to raise a statue of a god on state-owned land must pay a one-
time tax on the use of state property; but the pious citizens found a way to
outwit this regulation, for they began to bring and raise statues in the afore-
said shrine, which was private and thus not covered by the legislation. The
brothers were afraid that the site might crumble (anaskeuaseetai) due to the
enormous number of statues, so they pleaded to the city council to protect
their interests and end the rampant mass piling of statues on their property.
The peliganes agreed to protect the property rights of the owners; they did
not impose a new tax for the private shrines (over which they had no juris-
diction anyway, for it was a matter of private property), but altered the exist-
ing regulation, and decreed that a tax must be paid for both the act of dedi-
cation and the statue, and not for the land on which it was set.

One would say that the peliganes did remarkably well: they did not in-
fringe upon the property rights of the private owners, nor did they perform
a fiscal violation (i.e. they did not damage the revenue of the city), while at
the same time they did not deprive the citizens of practicing their religious
freedom. In other words, the peliganes showed how a legal issue, one that

31JALABERT & MOUTERDE, 1955; AUSTIN, 2006: no. 210.

32 The latest work on this subject is SCBIN 2005, with a review of the literature.

33 One could probably compare this complex to the private complex of the Diony-
siastai in Piraeus, owned by Dionysios, son of Agathokles; . 1G 112 1325;
1326; 2948
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concerned the entire community, could be solved with efficient and, above
all, adept legislation.

7. The time has come to summarise the conclusions from all that has
been said hitherto. This inquiry of ours has shown that the local administra-
tive office of the peliganes does indeed date from the time of the Argeadai,
but also that, based on the current state of things, nothing more tangible
can be said about the etymology and the meaning of this term. As we were
able to see, after the campaigns of Alexander this office was transferred to
Asia, i.e. to the purposely-established cities settled with Macedonian colo-
nists. In terms of state legislative policy and global state politics, these cities
were entirely reliant on the will of the king; at the same time, however, they
were a micro-political nucleus, in some areas even pillars of political life,
and surely communities with active internal politics. Their local officials,
including the peliganes, were most certainly not bearers of ceremonial and
honorary functions, but local, city officials in the proper sense of the word
—people who, on the king’s behalf and with his consent, governed and ad-
ministered the political life in the city.

A short appendix: the Pe/iganes in Seleucia-on-Tigris

Describing the events after the victory of Antiochus 111 over the
usurper Molon, Polybius gives us the following piece of evidence:

After this, Antiochus rebuked the rebel troops at some length, and
then giving them his right hand in sign of pardon, charged certain of-
ficers with the task of conducting them back to Media and setting the
affairs there in order. He himself went down to Seleucia and restored
order to the neighbouring satrapies, treating all offenders with mild-
ness and wisdom. But Hermeias, keeping up with his character for se-
verity, brought accusations against the people of Seleucia and fined
the city a thousand talents; sent the magistrates, called adeiganes, into
exile and destroyed many of the Seleucians by mutilation, the sword,
or the rack. It was with much difficulty that the king, by talking over
Hermeias, or by taking matters into his own hands, at length succee-
ded in quieting and pacifying the citizens, imposing a fine of only a
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hundred and fifty talents in punishment for their offense. After ar-
ranging these matters, he left Diogenes in command of Media and
Apollodorus of Susiana, and sent Tychon, the chief secretary of the
army, to take the command of the Persian gulf province.34

Roussel has argued in a very convincing manner that the term adeiga-
nes should, in, fact, be corrected to peliganes,% Furthermore, according to
Walbank, both Laodicea and Seleucia-on-Tigris were founded by Seleucus |,
so it is far from surprising that the office is attested in both cities.3 Even la-
ter, during the time of the Parthian kingdom, some of these cities managed
to maintain the existence of the old offices, dating from Seleucid times.¥

Thus, if Roussel is right about the aforesaid emendation, the account
of Polybius brings us to two rather important conclusions. Firstly, this ac-
count gives credit to the assumption that the office ofpeliganes was not ho-
norary: why would, then, Hermeias exile a number of elder citizens, bearers
of an honorary title, who had no say in city politics? Secondly, the account
clearly testifies that the office of the peliganes was rather important —as, from
all the other city officials and members of the local governing bodies who
were seemingly present in the city, Hermeias decided to send into exile pre-
cisely thepeliganes. In all probability, Hermeias thought that the peliganes were
those responsible for the policy of the city, which had joined forces with the
usurper Molon.

3 Polyb. 5.54.8-12; Loeb translation.

% ROUSSEL, 1942-3: 31-32; his view is also accepted by waLBAaNK, 1959: 583. On
the other hand, Hammond presumes the existence o another, separate of-
fice of adeiganes, a claim which, in all probability, is without proper justifica-
tion; 566 HAMMOND, 1991: 186.

36 WALBANK, 1959: 583. On Laodicea-on-Sea, COHEN, 2006: 111-116.
3 QCTac, Anc.42.
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