Explain the differences in the portrayal of Philip II in Demosthenes and Aeschines

Demosthenes and Aeschines were both orators of the fourth century BC. Demosthenes was seen as one of the most influential orators of Athens within this century[footnoteRef:1] and made a number of speeches, many of which are still available to us. He was a great defender of Athens, and did not fare well with contenders to their power, especially Macedon and Philip II. Aeschines was also viewed as a strong orator of the fourth century.[footnoteRef:2] The relationship between Demosthenes and Aeschines can be viewed as opposing, especially after Demosthenes accused Aeschines of being bribed by Philip II on the embassy to Macedon, and ultimately damaging Aeschines’ political career. Within this essay I shall be examining the portrayal of Philip in a number of both Demosthenes’ and Aechines’ speeches; more specifically Aeschines’ On the Embassy and Against Ctesiphon and Demosthenes’ Philip 2 and 3, On the Embassy and On the Chersonese. Demosthenes’ Philippic speeches are assembly speeches rather than court speeches, like the other speeches that will be used in this essay. Within Demosthenes’ and Aeschines’ portrayals of Philip II, I shall be focusing on the character’s actions, words and views; what epithets are given to him by the speaker and their description; comparisons to others and indirect mentions of them. [1:  Engels. 2006. Demosthenes]  [2:  Engels. 2006. Aeschines] 


In Demosthenes’ Philippic 2 Demosthenes portrays Philip as someone who was aware of the Athenian power, and so would not act directly against them, a somewhat cowardly portrayal. But also, he is portrayed as untrustworthy, Demosthenes strengthens this by saying that Philip’s actions would contradict his words.[footnoteRef:3] He tells the Athenians to enjoy the time that they have as he claims that Philip “is on alert […] and ready to strike.”[footnoteRef:4] Whilst at this time Philip and Athens are at peace, Demosthenes is accusing him of wanting war, portraying him as a very warmongering leader.[footnoteRef:5] In Demosthenes’ speech On the Embassy he is accusing Aeschines to have been bribed by Philip II as a member of the Embassy to Macedon. This accusation does not just damage Aeschines, but also portrays Philip in a negative light, that he would bribe and manipulate the embassy to get the best outcome for his state. Also, in this speech Demosthenes portrays Philip as an enemy of justice.[footnoteRef:6] He tells the Athenians of how they have lost the city of Amphipolis to Philip as a result of the treaty.[footnoteRef:7] Throughout the speech Demosthenes reminds the court jury of Philip’s involvement of a Persian threat in 367 BC.[footnoteRef:8] He also uses ‘barbarian’ as a word to describe Philip.[footnoteRef:9] His speech On the Chersonese continues to make a similar portrayal of Philip, in fact, it could be considered even more of a critical portrayal than before; in that he feels Philip is hostile towards Athens, and has broken the peace that had been negotiated,[footnoteRef:10] saying that if Philip “had kept quiet […] city would be free from trouble.”[footnoteRef:11] Again, he calls Philip a barbarian, but also in this speech he describes him as a tyrant.[footnoteRef:12] Demosthenes even goes on to call Philip an enemy of democracy, saying that he is “bent on destruction”.[footnoteRef:13] Whilst describing Philip as an enemy of the Athenian state, he is also criticising his prowess on the battlefield, mentioning that he only owes his success to the fact that he was first to the field, rather than through any tactical reason.[footnoteRef:14] In Philippic 3, which is given within the same year of On the Chersonese, Demosthenes repeats the fact that Philip has no power on the battlefield, but rather takes his conquests during times of peace.[footnoteRef:15] He further portrays Philip negatively by saying that he shall bring dishonour on Athens if he is to become the leader of Chalcadice.[footnoteRef:16] Whilst he does attack Philip, and portray him very negatively, Demosthenes also mentions that he is partly the fault of the Athenians; in so much as if they had not abandoned their expedition they could have erased him, and prevented him from being such a problem through his manipulative treaties that benefit Macedon.[footnoteRef:17] [3:  Dem. Or. 6.29]  [4:  Dem. Or. 6.19]  [5:  Dem. Or. 6.25]  [6:  Dem. Or. 19.]  [7:  Dem. Or. 19.22]  [8:  Dem. Or. 19. 31, 137, 191]  [9:  Dem. Or. 19.]  [10:  Dem. Or. 8.39]  [11:  Dem. Or. 8.30-31]  [12:  Dem. Or. 8.26-7]  [13:  Dem. Or. 8.41]  [14:  Dem. Or. 8.11]  [15:  Dem. Or. 9.11-12]  [16:  Dem. Or. 9.16]  [17:  Dem. Or. 9.5] 


Aeschines’ speeches are both court speeches, his On the Embassy is his defence of Demosthenes’ accusation that he was working with Philocrates who was bribed by Philip whilst they were on their embassy to Macedon. Aeschines portrays Philip in wanting to avoid war and create a peace between the two states.[footnoteRef:18] His second speech Against Ctesiphon is a speech in which he is attempting to stop Ctesiphon from crowning Demosthenes and proclaiming his devotion for the state. This speech was given after the Athenian defeat at Chaeroneia, and it appears that Aeschines is suggesting that the Greeks lost, not because of the power of the Macedonians but because of their failure to secure alliances with other Greek states. For this Aeschines blames Demosthenes.[footnoteRef:19] However, Philip is still depicted here as opportunistic and manipulative for using the prospect of peace and alliance with Athens to isolate Cersopleptes of Thrace, who was their ally.[footnoteRef:20] Although, Aeschines then goes on to say that Philip cannot be blamed for negotiating to his advantage,[footnoteRef:21] almost taking the blame away from him and placing it back on Athens. Aeschines further attacks Demosthenes by saying that he was obstructing Philip from creating peace,[footnoteRef:22] and even called Philip the bringer of “unexpected safety” for creating the peace.[footnoteRef:23] The overlying theme of this speech is that Aeschines is protecting and defending everyone in his attack against Demosthenes, however, Philip is still portrayed as manipulative in some of his actions.[footnoteRef:24] [18:  Aeschin. 2.30]  [19:  Aeschin. 3.58]  [20:  Aeschin. 3.65]  [21:  Aeschin. 3.66]  [22:  Aeschin. 3.148]  [23:  Aeschin. 3.159]  [24:  Aeschin. 3.160; 3.215] 


By comparison, Aeschines gives a much less hostile portrayal of Philip than Demosthenes does. However, an important aspect to remember when reading these speeches, is that Aeschines is trying to protect himself and damage Demosthenes’ reputation, and therefore seems to be portraying Philip in a kinder light than Demosthenes, as his soul focus is not based so much on Philip. Whilst Demosthenes is portrayed himself as very anti-Macedonian in his speeches, by direct comparison it could be viewed that Aeschines was very pro-Macedonian. Throughout many of his speeches, and not just the ones I have focused on in this essay, Demosthenes calls Philip a despot, though in some translations he’s described as a tyrant,[footnoteRef:25] and in other places he calls Philip a barbarian, or non-Greek.[footnoteRef:26] When Demosthenes accused Aeschines of being bribed by Philip, although he lost and Aeschines was not found guilty, his reputation was still severely damaged. It is clear in his later speech Against Ctesiphon and his attack on Demosthenes meant that he was still suffering repercussions from this accusation. As a result of this, Aeschines’ and Demosthenes’ portrayals seem to be at odds with each other in places. Where Demosthenes accuses Philip of creating and wanting war, Aeschines portrays him as wanting peace, and Demosthenes being the man standing in the way of this. However, on some aspects they can agree. Namely that Philip was manipulative in creating treaties so that they would majorly favour Macedon. [25:  Dem. Or. 3.27-62; 17.3-7; 17.4; 27.2; 33.4; 38.5; 58.3; 62.2]  [26:  Dem. Or. 3.17; 3.24; 4.40; 6.11; 8.6; 9.27; 9.36; 9.39; 9.45; 10.33; 10.69; 13.24] 


Both Demosthenes and Aeschines are critical in their portrayal of Philip, Demosthenes more so than Aeschines. This could be due to the fact that in both speeches by Aeschines which are discussed have an ulterior motive in which Philip is not directly involved. In his speech On the Embassy Aeschines is defending himself against Demosthenes’ wrongful accusations; and Against Ctesiphon is a speech in which Aeschines is attacking Demosthenes, which therefore portrays Philip in a kinder light, as Aeschines is using him to attack Demosthenes. Whereas, Demosthenes’ speeches are very much focused on attacking Philip II and Macedon as a whole. If there were more speeches available to us by Aeschines with were only focused on Philip or Macedon, we could be given a very different portrayal of Philip, which could have been more negative. Within this essay I have examined more examples from Demosthenes than Aeschines. This is as a result of more of his works having survived. Whereas, there are only three speeches by Aeschines’ which are available to us.[footnoteRef:27] As mentioned above, both of Aeschines’ speeches are court speeches, whereas both the Philippic 2 and Philippic 3 are assembly speeches, in which Demosthenes is not making a judicial point, but rather speaking to the assembly on Philip. We do not see this type of speech from Aeschines, which could have given us a very different portrayal of Philip II as he would not have had to have defended himself, or accuse others, and so could have solely focused on Philip and his actions. As a result of Demosthenes’ very severe view on Philip, no matter what Aeschines mentions in relation to Philip, it would almost always have been seen as a more pro-Macedonian view. [27:  Only two of which are relevant for this essay] 
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