Review of In the shadow of Olympus: The emergence of Macedon
Eugene Borza published his book In the shadow of Olympus in 1990, however in the 29 years since its publication, Borza’s book has not lost its relevance and remains an important work on the history of Macedon before the reign of Phillip II. Borza’s book provides a refreshing relief from the multitude of academia that focuses on the reigns of Phillip and Alexander, instead shifting the focal point of Macedonian history to the Archaic and Classical period, with entire chapters dedicated to the more obscure kings such as Perdiccass II[footnoteRef:1] who in other books such as King’s Ancient Macedonia are confined to a 25 page chapter.[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Borza 1990: 132-161]  [2:  King 2018: 24-49] 

Borza himself states that his book contains similarities to Hammonds A history of Macedonia which is true, and Borza often cites Hammond particularly in the earlier sections of the book. However, despite the similarities the purposes and functions of the books are very different, Hammonds three volumes serve as an in depth extensive study into Macedonia however, the complexity, writing style, size and price of the work makes is inaccessible to anyone but the specialists in Macedonia. On the other hand Borza’s book aims to “offer an accessible historical essay” which Borza does well with the writing style he adopts. Despite the accessibility and smaller size of Borza’s book compared to Hammods volumes, it does not have large gaps or sections that appear to have been rushed over making it an excellent introductory book for the study of Macedon before Phillip.
Borza’s book is ideal for people who have not previously studied Macedonia before the Hellenistic period, due to the style of writing being easily understandable. Furthermore the opening two chapters provide a good base for beginners to this subject, with the first chapter covering the problems with studying Macedonia such as the modern political situation in the Balkans and the question of Macedonian identity,[footnoteRef:3] the lack of Archeological evidence[footnoteRef:4] and the lack of literary evidence to do with ancient Macedon.[footnoteRef:5] Although the book was written almost 30 years ago the same situation applies, and the opening chapter is an ideal introduction to the problems faced in Macedonian studies. The 2nd chapter about the geography of Macedon is also a very good introduction for people who have a limited idea of the geography of the area. The importance of a good knowledge of geography cannot be overstated as at least a basic knowledge allows for a more complete understanding of the importance of Macedon in the classical period. Particularly significant is the section on natural resources, especially the abundance of timber and precious metals, which is vital when looking at their interactions with the southern Greeks, especially Athens to whom the timber was vital as all of the timber required for the Athenian navy had to be imported.[footnoteRef:6] Both of these first two chapters are a vital read for anyone studying the history of Macedon, as all the problems with research and the reasons why Macedon was important have remained unchanged in the 29 years of study since this book came out. [3:  Borza 1990: 8-12]  [4:  Borza 1990: 12-18]  [5:  Borza 1990: 18-20]  [6:  Bissa 2009: 117] 

 The next two chapters provide an overview of the early period of Macedonian history to fill in the gap before the more well recorded kings, beginning with Alexander I. These chapters are useful, however noticeably lacking in a variety of scholarship referenced, relying very heavily on Hammond’s 1972 book A History of Macedonia. Vol. I: Historical geography and prehistory, which althoug, a key book in the field of prehistoric Macedon, was an old publication by 1990 when Borza published his work. However, it is worth nothing that this is not the main focus of Borza’s work and prehistoric Macedon has not been studied to a great extent. Borza’s section on prehistoric Macedon serves its purpose to give a summary of the history before the core of the book. 
The following four chapters form the main section of Borza’s book covering the key kings of the classical period, starting with Alexander I and the Persian wars and covering the reigns of Perdiccas and Archeleus in their own chapters. Following this, Chapter 8 is entitled “the House of Amyntas III” and contains an overview of the reigns directly before Phillip II and the lead up to his power. In these chapters we see the earlier kings of Macedon portrayed as a narrative of increasing power leading up to the reign of Phillip.
Finally the last three chapters (excluding the concluding chapter) cover Phillip and Alexander: Chapter 9 presents them as the climax of Macedonian kingship and power as is suggested by the chapter name “The Greatest of Kings”. Chapters 10 and 11 are confusingly titled “Political Institutions in the Age of Phillip and Alexander” and “Material Culture in the Age of Phillip and Alexander” however large parts of these chapters focus on the times before these two kings, which may disappoint academics or students who are focusing on the later period of Macedonian history. Furthermore the chapter title implies a look at Alexander however anyone looking for scholarship on Alexander will be greatly disappointed as mentions of Alexander are brief and rare, though this is addressed by Borza in the preface where he indicates that Alexander is not covered extensively, the chapter titles still lead to the impression that a significant amount of these chapters will be focused on Alexander. Despite the confusing title, these chapters provide a good overview of the political institutions in Macedon as well as the material culture which has been discovered via archeology. However these chapters may be more suited to the beginning of the book due to them being overviews, and considering the book is about classical Macedonian kings, a chapter explaining the institutions in Macedon and the nature of Macedonian kingship would have been far better suited to the start before the core of the book. These chapters on Phillip have now been outdated with far more recent publications going into far greater depth as whole books have been dedicated to the reign of Phillip such as Worthington’ book Phillip II of Macedon[footnoteRef:7] which is a far more complete and up to date book for readers wishing to study the reign of Phillip. The final chapter is a short conclusion which sums up the rest of the book succinctly for the reader.  [7:  Worthington 2008] 

Throughout the book Borza uses a wide variety of evidence which is very beneficial as the written sources for the classical period in Macedon are somewhat lacking. Borza repeatedly uses inscriptions to fill in the gaps left in the written sources for example he uses an inscription detailing an alliance between Olynthus and Macedon to give us a vague idea of the political situation in Macedon at the time.[footnoteRef:8] Furthermore he uses this inscription in conjunction with the limited written evidence we have, in this case from Diodorus.[footnoteRef:9] This use of written sources combined with inscriptions allows Borza to provide a far more complete picture of the pressure that was placed on Macedon by the Illyrians and Olynthians as well as the relationship between Macedon and certain factions in Thessaly and how that allowed Amyntas to keep his kingdom. It is not just inscriptions which Borza uses but he also makes occasional use of coinage in his book. The importance of using coinage for a study such as this cannot be understated as without the written sources which cover Macedon in the period extensively, coinage can help to establish a narrative as well as coinage providing a window into how the elite of peoples presented themselves, which assists any study as the majority of written sources come from Athens or Rome allowing coinage to be used to better understand the cultural identity of a specific peoples. Borza engages well with Numismatic evidence towards the end of his chapter on Alexander I discussing the significance of the design on the coins as well as what we can learn about influences on Macedon from the spread of coinage and the significance of the different values.[footnoteRef:10] However one thing which Borza does not examine is the location of coinage, which has been especially prevalent in certain arguments regarding Macedon for exam Psoma uses the discovery of a large amount of Athenian coinage in Asia minor to argue that Athens may have been getting timber from elsewhere, therefore meaning that good relations with Macedon were less vital to the Athenians.[footnoteRef:11] This is an example of how Borza’s book could benefit from more analysis of numismatic evidence expanding the scope to other peoples such as the Athenians and Olynthians to examine trading partners that these peoples had and the effect which this may have haad on Macedon. [8:  Borza 1990: 183]  [9:  Diod 14.92.3]  [10:  Borza 1990: 127-130]  [11:  Psoma 2015:] 

Another thing which Borza should be given credit for is his extensive engagement with the ancient sources throughout. One example of this is his discussion of the doubtfulness of the stories of Herodotus concerning Alexander I of Macedon and his involvement with the Greeks.[footnoteRef:12] Another instance of this is when examining Amyntas III and a potential doublet in Diodorus and goes on the explain the implications of this to the reader.[footnoteRef:13] Borza engages thoroughly with the sources and some academics such as Hammond argue that Borza is too critical especially of Herodotus, specifically siting Borza’s dismissal of Herodotus’ claim that Alexander I was considered Greek because of his inclusion in the Olympic games.[footnoteRef:14] I would agree with Hammond that in places Borza is too critical of the ancient sources, providing no real counter argument in some cases such as the Olympic games where his argument against Alexander’s inclusion is very vague and problematic furthermore the classical period prior to Phillip II has very few written sources and therefore there is often a lack of evidence . Borza himself acknowledges his analyses may be too cautious “for some tastes” and points out that it remains for later authors to offer further analysis. In my opinion Borza may be a bit too critical however this can be very useful as a cross reference, especially for students who are newer and less likely to engage critically with the source material, forcing them to consider problems with the ancient sources though it must be considered when reading this book that Borza is very critical of ancient sources and the passages should not just be dismissed as he does without a thorough investigation separate from the book.  [12:  Borza 1990:110]  [13:  Borza 1990: 180]  [14:  Hammond 2009: 393] 

Throughout the book Borza informs us of some events going on in neighbouring areas, for example the Persian invasion of Thrace, which though it did not directly involve the Macedonians it did have a profound effect on their power as is discussed by Borza.[footnoteRef:15] However events to the south of Macedon are rarely recorded in Borza’s book, and despite Thessaly being on the southern border of Macedon , Jason of Pherae is limited to only a couple of lines.[footnoteRef:16] The power and danger of Thessaly just to the south of Macedon cannot be ignored when looking at this period, as the danger that Jason posed will have put significant pressure on Macedon. Borza does however mention the expansions of both Olynthus and the Illyrians which were happening at the same time[footnoteRef:17] though this is also very brief, and without the inclusion of Jason’s power the full extent of the pressure on Macedon in this time period cannot be fully understood. [15:  Borza 1990: 100-105]  [16:  Borza 1990: 189]  [17:  Borza 1990: 188] 

An issue which is picked up on by Heckle is that Borza has a tendency to be “woolly”.[footnoteRef:18] Specifically siting the quote by Borza “best avoided, since the mainly modern political overtones tend to obscure the fact that it really is not a very important issue”.[footnoteRef:19] This appears woolly at first though it is understandable why Borza states this in an attempt to avoid the debated that has become entangled in modern political issues in recent years. Despite Borza’s claim to not wish to get involved in the debate, throughout the book he emphasises the differences between Greeks and Macedonian and makes many references to more of a Balkan influence leading the reader to conclude that Borza is of the opinion that the ancient Macedonians were not Greeks though they became very Hellenised. Borza’s’ comment about it being a “not very important issue” is most likely an attempt to avoid getting dragged into to modern political matters. [18: Heckle 2002]  [19:  Borza 1990: 96] 

In conclusion Borza’s book In the Shadow of Olympus the Emergence of Macedon is a vital book for anyone studying Macedon prior to the reign of Phillip II. However outside of the core section its use is limited, with the section on prehistoric Macedon relying heavily on Hammond and the sections on Phillip now being updated and much more complete accounts can be found in more specialist books on Phillip II. Borza criticises his sources well and uses a good variety of different types of evidence for a period which is sparsely recorded when compared to the reign of Phillip II or the Hellenistic period in Macedon.  There are some gaps and things not included in Borza’s book such as Jason of Pherae however these gaps are rare and relatively minor. Borza achieves his aim as outline in the preface and his book is accessible in its writing style and should be a fundamental book for anyone studying Macedon, the writing style, though accessible does not exclude experts in the field who are likely to find Borza’s book still informative and offering some different, convincing arguments, even 29 years after its original publication. 
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