
Source Critique 

There is no doubt that Philip II of Macedonia changed the course of Greek history. However, only a small fraction of what was written about the Macedonian monarch survives in the present day; much of what is left comes from fragments quoted from later historians. What does remain focussed on the personal character of Philip and his imperialism. What can be said for certain is that during his reign Philip revolutionised the Macedonian military with his reforms and made the achievements of Alexander the Great possible. Our sources once again limit our knowledge, as very little is known about the Macedonian military before the reign of Philip. Much of the available information concerning Philip comes from writers such as Diodorus Siculus, whose work is the only piece that survives in its entirety. A more contemporary source comes to us in the form of Athenian orator and rival of Philip, Demosthenes. And finally, sources such as Arrian who only details Philip briefly in his works on Alexander. It is through the words of men such as these that historians can grasp small pieces of knowledge concerning the king and view his military reforms in some detail. 
There are several surviving speeches from ancient Athenian statesman and orator, Demosthenes (384BC – 322BC). His speeches provide scholars with valuable information regarding the economic, political, and social life of 4th century Athens. (Trevett, 2011, Pp6-7) His public orations served a particular political purpose depending on their subject matter and his personal views. (Trevett, 2011, Pp6-7) Demosthenes’ political career was closely intertwined with that of Philip II, as a majority of his deliberative speeches concerned the relationship between Athens and Philip (Trevett, 2011, P10). In 346BC Demosthenes was sent to Macedonia as an ambassador alongside fellow orator Aeschines to negotiate the ‘Peace of Philocrates’ (Adams, 1910, P35). Although Demosthenes’ public speeches regarding Philip were more focused on Athens’ international relations, there are some brief sections which can be viewed in the context of Philip’s military reforms. The following example is taken from Demosthenes Second Olynthiac: 

‘…the mercenaries and foot companions in his entourage have the reputation of being wonderful and disciplined fighters, but I have heard…that they are no better than anyone else. (Demosthenes 2.17 and Trevett, 2011, P48).
Whilst not directly mentioning the reforms implemented by Philip it does allude to their application by referring to the new training methods and organisation of the Macedonian military, which made the men ‘wonderful and disciplined’ (Demosthenes 2.17 and Trevett, 2011, P48). In his speeches, Demosthenes offers ancient historians valuable insight into the relations between the Athenians and Philip. However, these testimonies must be viewed with suspicion, as they were not written as historical documents, rather as rhetoric employed in order to sway audiences. Despite this, Demosthenes’ speeches will be helpful in this dissertation as they provide beneficial understanding regarding into not only Athenian politics, but also Philip’ military actions and to some extent his reforms. Much of the scholarship surrounding Demosthenes and his works regarding Philip focus more on the social and political aspects of their relationship. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The only surviving continuous narratives detailing the reign of Philip is that of the Universal History by Greek historian Diodorus Siculus, which was written in the 1st century BC; dealing with events from the earliest times to Diodorus’ own era (Drews,1962, P383-392). Diodorus makes it apparent that Philip’s reforms of his military began immediately after his ascent to the Macedonian throne in 359 BC (Diodorus 16.3.1-3). The Macedonians had just suffered a crippling defeat at the hands of the Illyrians, losing up to 4,000 men as well as their king, Philip’s brother and predecessor, Perdiccas (Sage, 2003, P166).  Philip’s military needs were immediate, in order to defend his borders from barbarian invaders, and unify his own subjects (Sage, 2011, P167).  In regard to Philip’s immediate reforms to his military, Diodorus states:
‘The Macedonians were at their wits end on account of their disastrous defeat in battle and the dangers looming over them…he [Philip] held continual assemblies and…improved their military organisation and provided them with necessary weaponry. He held continuous competitive manoeuvres and contests. He also devised the dense formation for heavy infantry and its equipment…was the first to create the Macedonian phalanx.’ (Diodorus 16.3.1-3.)

It is indeed unlikely that Philip invented the Macedonian phalanx. However, as Sage points out, it appears to be a reflection of the fact that Philip was the first to give Macedonia an effective heavy infantry (Sage, 2003, P167). Sage states that Diodorus employs ‘considerable telescoping’ in this section of the narrative, as many of the innovations he mentions such as sarissa and the Macedonian shield are unlikely to have been implemented within the first year of Philip’s reign, but gradually introduced (Sage, 2003, P167). Additionally, immediate improvements made to the military were likely to have been the result of improvement of training methods and discipline (Sage, 2003, P167). Throughout his works Diodorus relied heavily on the accounts of contemporary authors (Sacks, 1990) rather than creating his own chronicle. It is clear through his works that Diodorus stayed close to his original source materials; rephrasing and abbreviating them (Hau, 2016, P73). Diodorus’ reliance on other sources could be seen as weakness, however, due to the lack of surviving contemporary sources regarding the reign of Philip his work remains invaluable. Due to his loyalty to his contemporary sources Diodorus becomes one of if not the most valuable source while looking at Philips reforms.
Greek historian and philosopher Arrian’s (87AD – 145AD) work, known as the Anabasis, concerns the campaigns of Alexander the Great and was written in the 2nd century AD, most likely under the Emperor Hadrian (Syme, 1982, P181).  Even though his work focuses on the actions of Alexander, it may prove valuable to this dissertation as he writes important information regarding the Macedonian military. In the following passage Alexander is addressing his men in 324 BC, trying to justify himself to his Macedonian troops, who are feeling alienated from their king: 
‘…Philip inherited you when you were wanderers and penniless…ineffectively defending them from Illyrians, Triballians, and those Thracian tribes that border our land…he made you into warriors who were a match for the barbarians who border our country…’ (Arrian, 7.9.2-7.)
The above section is an indirect reference to Philip’s innovations within the Macedonian military. It is a reasonable assumption to make that many of the tactics and formations used by Alexander, mentioned by Arrian, were those innovated by Philip. An example of one such innovation is that of the tactical formation, the wedge used utilised by the cavalry: 
‘We hear that the Scythians especially use the wedge-shaped formation, as do the Thracians having learned it from the Scythians. Philip of Macedon and the Macedonians practiced its use…This makes it easy to cut through any enemy formation.’ (Arrian, 16.6-7)
Arrian was qualified to discuss formations and tactics. In addition to having been a leading administrator and a man of letters, he was an experienced military man (Syme, 1982, P181-221), which means he understood acts of administration and warfare, thus making his insight very useful. In addition, his accounts are considered to be reliable, not only due to his extensive military knowledge but also owing to the fact he adhered closely to his primary sources, such as Aristobulus and Ptolemy (Steele, 1916, P421).
Philip revolutionised the Macedonian military and changed the course of Greek history. 
Despite this there are only a small selection of what was written about his reign that survives, 
Demosthenes is a contemporary source, having written in the period which Philip reigned, and in addition Demosthenes even met the Macedonian monarch. Much of what he wrote concerned the relationship between Philip and Athens, but small sections elude to the military reforms Philip put into place. Diodorus Siculus is our only continuous source which survives which holds merit in any scholar’s research, however, has his limitations as he was completely reliant and contemporary sources. Finally, Arrian details the aspects of Philips reign briefly in his works on Alexander. Arrian is of particular interest as he has prior military experience. Through these orators and historians, scholars can grasp small pieces of knowledge around Philip’s military reforms. 
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