Character Dossier: Demetrius Satrap of Asia Minor

My character Demetrius son of Lysander is the Satrap of Asia minor at the beginning of the period we are looking at. He will be based mainly on Achaeus who was the Satrap of that area under Antiochus III, whom he had helped rise to power after the death of his brother Seleucus III.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Polyb.4.2] 

Demetrius like Achaeus is a successful military leader and administrator and is currently loyal to the Seleucid dynasty.[footnoteRef:2] He also has familial ties with the royal family which has helped him rise to his current position he has a proven track record of loyalty and ability. He also comes from an old Macedonian family albeit one that has settled in the region of Asia minor and now has marital ties to both the Seleucids and a noble family from Halicarnassus. He was born in Sardis and has made that his base of operations. Though he is aware of the dangers of the encroaching Attalids. He has also spent time in Antioch and Babylon serving at the court of the current king’s father. He would be familiar with the operation and intrigue of the court as his father was of the philoi before him – one of the top generals and officials cooperating and competing for political position and influence.[footnoteRef:3] He would be aware that effective cohesive rule for the Seleucids was reliant on people like himself ensuring independent strong and stable regions united by political relationships and allegiances.[footnoteRef:4] He is widowed but has three living children two sons Lysander and Demetrius, and one daughter Helena. Lysander is the oldest at thirteen, Helena is eleven and Demetrius is eight. His wife was the sister of the current leader of Ephesus with whom he has a close alliance.  [2:  Chrubasik 2016: p101]  [3:  Ramsey 2011: p36]  [4:  Ramsey 2011: p43] 

As Satrap of Asia Minor he has access to the armies and taxes of his region although he is ultimately reporting to the Seleucid court.  

Achaeus   
My character as stated before is based on Achaeus who was the satrap and ultimately unsuccessful usurper of Asia Minor. There appears to be very little evidence of his early life and marital status so this is where I have to have been inventive.
He achieved the position of satrap early in the reign of Antiochus III. The army had offered him the diadem after the assassination of  Seleucus III by Apaturius the Gaul and Nicanor during the campaign against Attalus I, the king of Pergamon in 223. Achaeus, an experienced general and close relative of Seleucus loyally refused the diadem, thereby acknowledging Antiochus III as the king.[footnoteRef:5] Achaeus was then appointed to govern the dynasty’s dominions in Asia Minor.[footnoteRef:6] It should be born in mind that Antiochus was very young when he succeeded to a complicated political situation. Achaeus had been close to both his father and brother and was clearly loyal having refused the kingship. Seleucid rule over such an extensive area was reliant on a networked system of dynastic presence preferably supported by territorial leaders with military backing plus effective local government. The downside of this is that the balance may well tip in the other direction where those in power with resources, personal ambition coupled with a desire for autonomy see an opportunity to sever ties with the Seleucids. [footnoteRef:7] [5:  Polyb.4.48]  [6:  Grabowski 2011: p115-116]  [7:  Ramsey 2011: p38] 

At this time, Polybius notes that Hermeias had become head of government affairs at the court, Molon became satrap of Media and his brother Alexander became the satrap of Persia.
Achaeus had retaken land from the Attalids and expanded into Galatian territory.
Molon, Alexander and Achaeus all made bids for independence from centralised Seleucid control. 
According to Polybius, Molon and Alexander purportedly despised Antiochus III for his youth therefore did not expect any resistance from him. Polybius also claims that Hermeias had sewn seeds of discord and had used his influence to distract Antiochus III into looking westward and invading (unsuccessfully) Coele Syria. Hermeias had underestimated the threat  posed by Molon and Alexander.
It is at this point that Achaeus led his revolt from Sardes. In 220 he had left Sardes, marching towards Syria. He assumed the title of king. Polybius says that Antiochus sent official letters of protest.[footnoteRef:8] In these letters there is also mention of collaboration with the Ptolemies – this is possible as an alliance would have been beneficial to both sides. Andromachus, Achaeus’s father had been released from Egypt where he had been held hostage for a number of years.[footnoteRef:9] [8:  Polyb.5.57]  [9:  Grabowski] 

It does seem strange that up until the revolt, Achaeus had efficiently represented the Seleucids interests in a complex region. 
There are possible reasons. Polybius says that he had exaggerated ambition after Pergamon.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Polyb. 4.48] 


Achaeus is an example of the type of person embedded within the Seleucid power structure. Often with these family connections to the dynasty which could engender feelings of entitlement to the crown. These men had extraordinary levels of power within their own territories as they attempted and succeeded in controlling a vast empire. However with these large figures with big personalities and accompanying egos allied with power in the court, there is always a danger of revolt.
My invented character of Demetrius fits into this world of intrigue, power and battles fits into this world. Hopefully, he will end as Achaeus does, killed by a king he once supported.
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