[bookmark: _Hlk512800769]Journal of Campaign
I, Demetrius, record this journal in the year 92 (220BC) for posterity as a true record of these troubling times. I have been appointed satrap of Asia Minor by Seleucus and I have established my base at Sardis. There is much unrest in the empire. This is always the case when there is a new King. Alliances are shifting and realigning. My concern is that following the death of my wife Hermia, Tymon’s sister, our alliance could be weakened. For this reason, I have rewarded his loyalty by putting him in charge of Ephesus. 
I would like push Pergamum back because I can see that they have an intent to encroach on my territory. Pergamum has been expanding in recent years. I feel the Seleucid grip has been lessening. 
I am currently with the king in Antioch. I am attempting to persuade him of the necessity of taking the fight to the Attalids. I need the resources of the court behind me. However, I feel that I am not getting through to him and that he will instead use the forces to attack Egypt. A war on two fronts ought to be avoided if possible.


Historical precedent: 
Transitional periods were always difficult and it is often the time at which there are rebellions within the empire and potentially even breakaway states. This can be seen in break away of Bactria under Diodotus I (240-250) at about the time of the war between the brothers. He took advantage of the resources of his satrapy and the distracted [footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Chrubasik 2016:37] 

Seleucid kings awarded loyal subjects with positions within the Empire. For example, when Antiochus III acceded to the throne after the death of his brother Seleucus III, he awarded Achaeus the satrapy of Asia Minor, Molon became satrap of Media and his brother Alexander satrap of Persia.[footnoteRef:3]They had all supported Antiochus III in his claim. Not good choices in retrospect as ultimately they all led revolts. However they had been loyal under the reigns of Antiochus II and Seleucus III.  Achaeus had even refused the diadem when it had been offered.[footnoteRef:4] Given that cohesion of the empire was maintained by administrative officials dependant on royal mandate and political goodwill,[footnoteRef:5] it would be reasonable to assume that these royal practices would be reflected at lower levels of administration.  [3:  Polyb.Hist. 5.40]  [4:  Polyb.Hist.4.48 ]  [5:  Ramsey 2011: 35] 

Attalus I, king of Pergamum, (241-197) was taking Seleucid cities for his kingdom. Whilst Achaeus’s eye was off the ball elsewhere, Attalus recruited Gaulish mercenaries and proceeded against the cities of Aeolis. Some chose to change sides but others were taken by force before Attalus returned to Pergamum with his army.[footnoteRef:6] Eventually, according to Polybius, Achaeus managed to “shut Attalus up in Pergamum and secure control of everything else”[footnoteRef:7] [6:  Polyb.Hist.5.77-78]  [7:  Polyb.Hist.4.48] 

Antiochus III attacked Egypt on the advice of Hermias, his conniving head of state, when he should have paid more attention to Molon’s and Alexander’s rebellions at Media and Persis.  Hermias persuaded Antiochus to send a fairly inexperienced general, Xenoetas as commander in chief against Molon. Hemias, stating that it was not a king’s job to quell rebels but to make strategic decisions and fight kings. [footnoteRef:8] This is an example of western ambition taking precedence over consolidation in the east. [8:  Polyb.Hist.5.41-55] 

I have received information that Attalus is intending to attack Ephesus. I need to return to Asia Minor with reinforcements. The king has given me 12,000 men but I suspect that I shall also require mercenaries for a campaign against Pergamum. The king has offered me 750 mercenaries for 240 talents but I may be able to increase this number to 1500 and 480 talents.
I now hear that accursed man Attalus has attacked Sardis as opposed to Ephesus although he seems to have lost many men in doing so. I need to take back the city. Again though, the king seems more interested in the west. He has departed to fight in Egypt and is insisting that he takes myself and my troops with him. I fear for Sardis and Tymon’s safety in the region. I do not feel that my voice is being heard at the court. There is much court intrigue at present and I do not appear to be among the favourites. All I have ever wanted is for the best for the Seleucid dynasty. They are my kin but the king may have let the situation in Asia Minor get out of hand. Perhaps it is due to his youth and inexperience. I am going to keep my sons away from the court. I do not want them exposed to the intrigue – especially if I am in some danger. 
Historical precedent.
According to Polybius, Molon and Alexander were of the opinion that the king was far too young and naïve. This is partially why they wanted to take control of their regions.[footnoteRef:9] Another reason was that they were frightened of Hermias, who had a strong hold over Antiochus III. There seems to be good evidence to be concerned about members of the court and the actions that they may take against you. The fear was not unfounded as can be seen in the case of Epigenes, Antiochus III’s favoured general, who had the temerity to speak against Hermias. He was executed after being framed by Hermias.[footnoteRef:10] So the risk was certainly tangible. In this situation it can be understood when satraps rebel as Achaeus did in 220. [9:  Polyb.Hist.5.41]  [10:  Polyb.Hist.5.49.4-50.14] 

The danger posed to the families of those in power when they fell from grace was real, as with the case of Hermais whose family was stoned to death in Apamea after Hermais had been killed at the king’s behest.[footnoteRef:11] [11:  Polyb.Hist.5.56] 

The king is dead. It appears the death was not the natural result of battle but assassination on the battlefield. The assassin is dead. The succession is complicated. The king does have a son but he is an infant and in Babylon. For this reason, it has been decided that the king’s brother Seleucus IV, will succeed.
Historical precedent

When Seleucus IV died, his brother, Antiochus the IV took power instead of Seleucus’ son Demetrius who had been held hostage in Rome since 178 as part of the agreements reached after the battle of Apamea.[footnoteRef:12] Some children did succeed but with regents, as happened with Antiochus V with his regent Lysias.[footnoteRef:13] But it could be fraught with danger for the child, for example Tryphon who set up Antiochus VI, son of Alexander Balas as a puppet king for his own purposes, killing him when he was no longer needed and taking the crown for himself.[footnoteRef:14]  [12:  Nabel 2017: 27,29]  [13:  2 Macc. 11.6]  [14:  1 Macc.11.54; 11.1 Macc.12.31-32] 

I am getting on well with the new king he and I seem to agree on the importance of facing the Attalid threat. He seems to have settled things with the Ptolemies for now. The king and I are taking a large part of the army into Asia Minor we also have the naval support so we may be able to break the blockade in Ephesus which will relieve Tymon. If we can push the Attalids back to Pergamum then control of Asia Minor will be far easier. The Macedonians seem to be making moves at the Hellespont but we need to secure ourselves against Pergamon before we can think about combating that particular threat.
Historical precedent
Essentially, this follows the pattern of Seleucus III’s attack on Asia Minor following Attalus I’s domination of the area. He was accompanied on the expedition by Achaeus. The king was murdered by some of his philoi who were then executed by Achaeus.[footnoteRef:15]  [15:  Polyb.Hist.4.48] 


The appearance of a large army on their borders and the assassination of Attalus I seems to have quelled Pergamon for now. They have ceded Sardis back to us and things are progressing well there. In Ephesus Tymon’s son has married into the Attalid line which may be useful. Speaking of marriage, I have been discussing plans with the king to possibly have him wed to my daughter Helena. Seleucus wants an heir in the near future and it would be useful to be connected in this way to the royal line. I still sometimes think of Helena as a child especially with my regular absences but she is 15 and ought to be married soon. They will be married at Sardis after our next attack on the Attalids. Lysander will accompany me to fight the Attalids. He is a brilliant horseman and there are discussions to make him commander of a cavalry unit in the near future.      
Historical precedent
Marriage was a common way to politically unite families thereby securing alliances. For example, Alexander Balas wrote to Ptolomy VI, King of Egypt, calling for peace between them and suggesting allying the relationship through marriage. Ptolemy VI agreed that his daughter Cleopatra should marry Alexander Balas and the wedding went ahead.[footnoteRef:16] There was no guarantee that these arrangements would last. Ptolemy VI later agreed with Alexander Balas’ enemy Demetrius that he would take his daughter back and give her instead in marriage to Demetrius.[footnoteRef:17] [16:  I Macc.10.54-58]  [17:  1 Macc.11.12] 

We amassed forces in Sardis and are now marching on Pergamum though first we must pacify some of the smaller poleis on the way. Lysander was sent to act as envoy to one of the cities and did as well as one can expect in cities that are so close to Pergamum. It does not appear that we are only facing the Attalids though. They seem to have had some sort of agreement with the Macedonians and they have come out to support them, so has a federation of Galatian tribes. This is bad news but the king is undeterred. Demetrius and Helena are safe with Tymon and have been moved to the temple just in case. Lysander is commanding a division of cavalry with the Armenians. I am most concerned though about the coming battles - though our army is large I fear that theirs may well be larger. 
Historical precedent.
It seems to have been standard practice to either take by force or negotiate terms with the smaller cities in a province. Some would agree to this instantly whilst others may resist. Acceptance would result in beneficial terms of settlement assuming the invaders were successful. This is demonstrated in Seleucas III’s letter as recorded in Josephus’s Antiquities of the Jews.[footnoteRef:18] [18:  Jos.JA: XII.138-9] 

Polybius notes a situation of Demetrius I where a large group of kings amassed against him due to agreements between several states.[footnoteRef:19] [19:  Polyb.Hist.3.5] 

I do not foresee this campaign being successful. The enemy is too many and we are too few. It seems that all the nations of the world are aligned against us. I have been injured in battle. I have a splitting head two ache. A high fever has descended upon me. I feel a growing weakness although I am comforted by Lysander’s achievements on the battlefield. He has grown to be a fine young man. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Historical precedent
Alexander the Great[footnoteRef:20] is said to have fallen ill after bathing in the river Cydnus whilst passing through Cilicia. Although Alexander did recover, it does appear to have been a serious illness with a high fever, sleepless nights and convulsions. Although this took place slightly further south, in Asia Minor, I think it is plausible for Demetrius to have suffered something similar. He is older than Alexander and therefore potentially more vulnerable. [20:  Plut.Lives. Alex.19., Arr. Anab.2.4] 
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