The Journal of Amitis the Scribe between the years 225BC to 216BC
The following are excerpts from the journal of Amitis the Scribe. From contemporary records, it appears that Amitis acted as an official and advisor to the Satrap of Media and Persia, Artemisia the 1st. Amitis the scribe appears to have played an important role in the events that happened between the years 225BC and 216BC serving as both confidant to Artemisia 1st and as a diplomat in many of the major events that happened during the period. During the Seleucid Empire, records of events within Media and Persia can prove scarce, and these excerpts from the journal of Amitis the Scribe, though fragmentary, provide a welcome insight into the workings of the Persian Court of Artemisia 1st that might otherwise be inaccessible.  
 
(Week 1 & 2 – Research – No Gameplay)

225BC (Week 3 –  First 2 hours were research – No Gameplay)
This past year has proved to be testing to the relationship that has existed between our great kingdoms, certainly it has proved to be testing personally. I can only imagine what the Satrap must be feeling in the wake of this downturn in our relationship with Queen Kleopatra’s courts at Babylon.
The letter that I was asked to send to His Royal Highness, Selucus III by Satrap Artemisia, regarding the collection of tolls[footnoteRef:1] on the royal road did not receive a pleasing response. It is a pity that […] has since passed away, for negotiations always went smoother when we were in correspondence[footnoteRef:2]. The letter was passed through Queen Kleopatra’s advisors residing in Babylon, and despite being a simple request that we restructure the tolls on the Royal Road in Persia, with 80% of tolls being taken for the maintenance and the defence of the royal road and for 20% of the toll, a most generous contribution on the behalf of Satrap Artemisia, to be given to the Seleucid empire as part of the tax on the region. It appears that the new advisor to the Queen of the Seleucid Empire is not satisfied with the existing diplomacy with our nation, perhaps they seek to gain personal prestige[footnoteRef:3], though such foolhardy behaviour will most certainly not let such prestige last long. [1:  (Casson, 1994, p. 70)]  [2:  (Casson, 1994, p. 56)]  [3:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

The response from the Seleucids most certainly did not please the Satrap Artemisia[footnoteRef:4] completely disregarding the importance of the maintenance and defence of the royal road in favour of asking for 100% of the tolls profits. How does the Queen expect for us to protect the Royal Road and its travellers if we cannot set aside coin for its protection? Perhaps I shall advise Satrap Artemisia that a more personal approach[footnoteRef:5] shall be benefi[…]  [4:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 16)]  [5:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 19) We we’re unsure why the other group had taken this view and thought speaking in person would be a good plan] 

The Satrap has ordered for this Amitis[footnoteRef:6] to send envoys to Babylon to speak with Queen Kleopatra’s advisors directly[footnoteRef:7] in order to explain the situation in more detail and to better negotiate the matter. Hopefully the clear weather shall hold and the envoys shall traverse the Royal Road promptly[footnoteRef:8], I am eager to hear of the results of these negotiations. [6:  (Hallock, 1969) The writing in the third person appears to only occur when it is used to emphasise the importance that it was “this” person that was chosen to do a task. Which is why it is written in this way here.]  [7:  (Rung, 2015, p. 507)]  [8:  (Casson, 1994, p. 59)] 


224-222BC (Week 4)
It is now the early days of summer, and yet despite our entreaties, both by letter and in person, the Queen Kleopatra has yet to change her position on our request for a toll on the Royal Road. The diplomats in Babylon have further confused matters by requesting 700 tonnes of wood in return for their permission for a toll on the road. Would that the Greeks would let their women speak their own mind[footnoteRef:9]! Had we been able to present our plans directly to the Queen it is my belief we would have been done with this farce many months ago! [9:  (Nevett, 2001, p. 24)] 

Upon my presenting of the Babylonian suggestion to the Satrap Artemisia, to the surprise of none of her court, she deemed the position of the Babylonians to be ignorant of the position and sway that Persia and Media held within the Seleucid empire[footnoteRef:10] and ordered this Amitis to go again to Babylon to have yet further talks and negotiations[footnoteRef:11]. How I long for the time where all I had to worry myself with was the trade of the family spice in Persepolis[footnoteRef:12]! The trials of court life seem to me pettier than the most indecisive of merchant’s whims but yet once again I go to my duty as my Satrap commands.  [10:  (Briant, 2002, p. 34)]  [11:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 27) We didn’t want to start conflict this early in the game without knowledge of exact numbers just yet, while we were surprised they kept demanding things from us, we still wanted to try a peaceful approach, similar to Zoroastrian ideas of good and bad ways to act. (Boyce, 1996, p. 67). ]  [12:  (Nemet-Nejat, 1998, p. 37) A referral back to the origins of the character I was playing. As she came from a merchant background, her economic knowledge and understanding of local people were reasons behind decisions she made. (Fisher, 1984, p. 73).] 

The organisation […] Sending of wine[footnoteRef:13] […] the funeral […] Seleucus III […] consolations imparted to the Queen Kleopatra for her most grievous loss[footnoteRef:14] […] Hopefully the loss of the emperor does not further damage our communications with the now widowed Queen of the Seleucid Empire.  [13:  (Mauss, 2002., p. 49) The giving of wine to allies in order to aid in diplomatic endeavours was seen to be an appropriate way of making the Seleucids more amenable to our wishes.]  [14:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 31)] 

One of the former Babylonian nobles, Bradonius has become a thorn in the side of negotiations. It would appear that on his marriage to the Queen Kleopatra and ascension to the royal family of the Seleucid Empire, he lost any semblance of courtesy or diplomacy[footnoteRef:15]. The newly named Alexander has demanded that 700 tonnes of wood be handed over for nothing in return[footnoteRef:16]. Further, implying that Media and Persia were weak, and could do nothing but accept the Seleucid Demands. To no surprise but his own, this has angered the Satrap Artemisia greatly and has resulted in a temporary cessation of any and all negotiations regarding the trade of wood between Persia and Media, and the Seleucid empire[footnoteRef:17]. Certainly, we are living in interesting times indeed. [15:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 42) The use of a lack of courtesy in negotiations could be used as a justification towards double dealing.]  [16:  (Karimi‐Hakkak, 1998, p. 528) As we didn’t originally have a name for the character, we gave him the name Bradonius, but when he later created a name, we decided that he had adopted a Greek name on his marriage and that his original character name had been changed to this new one in game as well.]  [17:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 42)] 

[…] on hearing the arguments regarding the toll on the Royal road, and of reports on the incident with her husband, the Queen Kleopatra has sent a personal envoy to the court of Satrap Artemisia in order to present her final decision regarding the toll. Perhaps as a gesture of good faith[footnoteRef:18], it would appear that she has decided that as it is a toll and not a tax, and provided that the toll would not be placed upon non-traders, such as envoys or the military[footnoteRef:19], keeping the 80% of the profits by the Persians and Medians for the maintenance and defence of the Royal Road is an acceptable agreement[footnoteRef:20]. Perhaps in future negotiations such ineffectual diplomacy will not be the court of Queen Kleopatra’s first response. [18:  (Mauss, 2002., p. 21)]  [19:  (Casson, 1994, p. 71) It was decided that in order for the Seleucids to allow the toll, we would have to compromise that they would not be effected to majorly. Not having a toll on envoys and the military was agreed as a compromise.]  [20:  (Mosley, 1973, p. 94)] 

[…] Has it truly been three years since this Amitis was ordered to send envoys to explain the concept of a toll to the Queen Kleopatra? It appears that I have had little time that has not been involved in negotiations of late, and yet my work is never finished. The Satrap Artemisia has ordered me to search for allies in the wake of the insult given to our nation by the Seleucid Emperor[footnoteRef:21]. It is fortunate that there have been envoys from Pergamon in recent weeks, perhaps they might be able to offer their aid[footnoteRef:22]? [21:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 42) We decided that it might be an idea to use these diplomatic failures as a justification for creating plans similar to Molons Revolt (Healy, 1990, p. 518) ]  [22:  (Kagan, 1995, p. 87)] 

[…]
I must admit that it has been appreciated to be able to speak with another scribe in a high position at court, even if they are not a member of our own. I and a scribe of the Pergamon Royal Court have been busy drafting a treaty to be signed at Persepolis next year by the Pharaoh of Egypt Ptolemy IV and the Satrap Artemisia. Amongst the [pleasantries?] there were several key points that were agreed upon. Firstly, that there should be a marriage of Pharaoh Ptolemy IV and Alexandria, Satrap Artemisia’s daughter[footnoteRef:23]. Second, that the Ptolemies shall recognise Media and Persia as an independent kingdom, and Satrap Artemisia as its Queen[footnoteRef:24]. […] that in the upcoming conflict between the Ptolemaic Empire, Pergamon and the Seleucid Empire, we shall promise the Ptolemies aid[footnoteRef:25], and finally that there shall be a non-aggression pact between our two kingdoms[footnoteRef:26], the border of which being marked by the [Euphrates?] River.  [23:  (Jones, 1999, p. 29)]  [24:  (Phillipson, 1911, p. 22)]  [25:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 40)]  [26:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

As gesture of good faith it was decided that Alexandria would be married to Pharaoh Ptolemy IV prior to the signing of the treaty[footnoteRef:27], in order to ensure that in the event of the Pharaohs death before the treaty is finalised there would be continuing good relations between our two nations, due to the close relationship between our royal families. [27:  (Jones, 1999, p. 32)] 


221-219BC (Week 5)
[…]
Despite our best efforts, Pharaoh Ptolemy IV has not been able to send a representative to sign the Persepolis Treaty. Reports on events in Asia-Minor show that little is happening regarding the progression of conflict in Asia-Minor, it appears that whilst armies have been gathered […] little evidence for decisive action from either side […]
[…]
Almost a year after the incident Queen Kleopatra has finally sent an envoy regarding the diplomatic incident with Bradonius and has opened discussions regarding a resolution. Given that, from all reports, Antioch is currently under siege I doubt that there will be a resolution reached in time for them to benefit from it.
[…] reports received from Asia-Minor appear to show [Pharaoh?] Ptolemy IV is withdrawing […] Pergamon are still engaged in actions against the Seleucid Armies but it appears the situation is dire […] 
This morning there was an envoy from Pergamon that asked this Amitis if she could pressure the Queen into invading Babylon[footnoteRef:28], as had been discussed at negotiations for the Persepolis Treaty, given that it appears that Pharaoh Ptolemy IV’s armies are currently suppressing a revolt in Alexandria I think that perhaps Pergamon’s entreaties shall fall on deaf ears[footnoteRef:29].  [28:  (Mosley, 1973, p. 79)]  [29:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 24) Given the situation we thought that it might be a good idea to return to playing the loyal members of the Seleucid Empire, as they didn’t know we had been negotiating with Pergamon and Egypt, we didn’t see that we had much to lose given the event at the time.] 

[…]
This month there were further envoys from Queen Kleopatra regarding the negotiations surrounding the diplomatic incident, it appears that despite earlier impressions the Queen is taking an active interest in the friendship between our Kingdoms, offering much of what we might have receive should this conflict have been more successful. Perhaps it is time to cut our losses with the Ptolemies, the situation in the west has not improved and it no longer appears profitable to continue in this course of action[footnoteRef:30]. I shall mention this to the Queen Artemisia when next we speak. [30:  (Briant, 2002, p. 34)] 

[…] decision has been made! It appears we shall once again be loyal subjects of the Seleucid Empire, though I suspect it is largely in part to the great numbers of concessions that have been given to us on the part of Queen Kleopatra. It has been decided that:
· [market?] days shall be exempt from taxation[footnoteRef:31] [31:  (Hallock, 1969, p. 672)] 

· That the Seleucid royal family shall not try to interfere with the day to day running of Media and Persia[footnoteRef:32] [32:  (Mallowan, 1972, p. 31)] 

· That the Seleucid Royal family shall never again approach Media and Persia with such disrespect as shown in the diplomatic incident[footnoteRef:33] [33:  (Mosley, 1973, p. 49)] 

· That wherever possible, it shall be the Queen Kleopatra or her personal envoy that does handle negotiations with Persia and Media[footnoteRef:34] [34:  (Mosley, 1973, p. 41)] 

· That Bradonius, now Alexander shall never again enter the borders of Media and Persia on pain of imprisonment[footnoteRef:35] [35:  (Phillipson, 1911, p. 31)] 

· That there shall be a mutual sharing of information between our two courts[footnoteRef:36] [36:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

Despite the difficult start to the relationship between our two courts, I hope that such a diplomatic incident as happened previously never again has reason to darken the relationship of our kingdoms. If for no other reason than for ease on the hand of the scribe that must draft the numerous letters, and treaties and agreements!
Envoys [sent?] […] Pergamon and Egypt regarding the Persepolis treaty and how, much to the sorrow of the people of Media and Persia, we must withdraw from the [signing?][footnoteRef:37] [37:  (Jones, 1999, pp. 21-23)] 

Interesting events occurring this year! Due to ties that our royal family has with both Egypt and the Seleucids, Satrap Artemisia has been approached by her son-in-law Pharaoh Ptolemy IV and has been asked to organise a Peace summit between the Ptolemies and the Seleucids regarding the conflict occurring in the west[footnoteRef:38]. As the Satrap is already involved in the safeguarding of the people and the running of the country she has personally asked this Amitis to organise both the peace summit, and the invitations! This Amitis is most honoured by the trust that her Satrap is placing in her! [38:  (Kagan, 1995, p. 54) (Boyce, 1975, p. 456)] 

The negotiations were a disaster! It has transpired that the Seleucid Emperor was only using the talks as a guise to attack the Ptolemaic forces in Asia Minor! Both the Ptolemaic representative and Queen Kleopatra are furious at the implications and have withdrawn from the conference. It appears that the only way this shall end is with a death.
[…] Peace [failure?]
I have sent envoys to Egypt on both the behalf of Satrap Artemisia and Queen Kleopatra of the Seleucids in order to remind the Ptolemaic court of the proposer of the peace summit idea and to assure the Ptolemaic court that Satrap Artemisia and Queen Kleopatra of the Seleucids had no knowledge of the invasion plans[footnoteRef:39]. Hopefully, this shall forestall any plans for retribution for any imagined treachery on our parts […] alongside these envoys I have sent to Egypt to request that the Satraps daughter and grandson be brought back to Persia and Media for their safety[footnoteRef:40], as an invasion of Egyptian territories seems imminent[footnoteRef:41].  [39:  (Jones, 1999, p. 22)]  [40:  (Jones, 1999, p. 46)]  [41:  (Kagan, 1995, p. 91)] 

Oh! Most tragic news that I must bring to my Satrap! Her daughter dead in childbirth and her grandson being fostered by his Aunt Berenice of Egypt and unable to return home! I already know what my Satrap’s wishes shall be in this matter, I shall start entreating Ptolemy IV and his sister for his return[footnoteRef:42]!  [42:  (Jones, 1999, p. 35)] 


218-216BC (Week 6)
In the wake of the events of the past years, the Satrap has seen fit to draw her gaze to the East, and to our neighbours in Bactria[footnoteRef:43]. As has often been the case I have been asked to draw up a treaty, to cement the friendship between our two Nations.  [43:  (Corwin, 2016, p. 29)] 

As with the treaty of Babylon this treaty has included:
· A non-aggression agreement between our two nations[footnoteRef:44] [44:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

· That there shall be a mutual sharing of information between our two courts[footnoteRef:45] [45:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

· That at a later time, trade agreements shall be discussed between our two Nations[footnoteRef:46] [46:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 129)] 

Finally! The Satrap’s grandson has been allowed to come home! Named Ptolemy Cyrus out of deference to his two great lineages the four-year-old shall soon be at home with his family. Due to changes in the succession of Egypt, largely the death of his father, it has been agreed that he relinquishes claim to the Ptolemaic Throne in return for his release to us[footnoteRef:47]. I suspect however, that his grandmother shall not let such ties to the throne of Egypt lie silent for very long. [47:  (Jones, 1999, p. 45)] 

As with both Bactria and Babylon it has been deemed beneficial to create a treaty with our neighbours to the North-West, the Armenians, and I have been asked to draft a treaty. As with our other allies this shall include:
·  A non-aggression agreement between our two nations[footnoteRef:48] [48:  (Cohen, 2001, p. 29)] 

· That there shall be a mutual sharing of information between our two courts[footnoteRef:49] [49:  (Rung, 2015, p. 35)] 

· That at a later time, trade agreements shall be discussed between our two Nations[footnoteRef:50] [50:  (Wiesehöfer, 2007, p. 129)] 

This winter it has been required of me to act as an emissary between ourselves in Media and Persia and of our friends in Bactria. We have been negotiating a trade deal between our two kingdoms, it has been agreed that in return for a supply of both elephants, and of silk[footnoteRef:51], we shall supply the Bactrians with pistachios[footnoteRef:52], and that in return for access to hydrological technology for irrigation[footnoteRef:53], the Bactrians shall allow us access to their trade routes to their far allies of India and China[footnoteRef:54]. [51:  (Vogelsang, 1998, p. 27)]  [52:  (Bertoni, 2014, p. 6)]  [53:  (Khansari, et al., 1998, p. 5)]  [54:  (Casson, 1994, p. 12)] 
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