Differences in the Portrayal of Phillip II in Demosthenes and Aeschines

Philip II of Macedon plays an integral part in many of both Demosthenes’ and Aeschines’ speeches. In these speeches Philip II is often at the centre and is the reason for the speeches existence. Both Demosthenes and Aeschines were Attic orators, both being born and raised in Athens, and both of them speaking largely of their Macedonian neighbours and Phillip II. With so much similarity between the two orators, there is of course ample difference in their attitudes towards various issues, including their attitudes and portrayal of Phillip II of Macedon within their speeches.
Both Demosthenes and Aeschines often depict Philip II of Macedon in somewhat of a negative light, however, it is the extent of this portrayal that I am focusing on and the differences in his depiction by each of these orators. With both of these orators portraying Philip II in a somewhat similar fashion, the extent of their depictions differ exponentially, with Demosthenes appearing to speak much more harshly of Philip II than the speeches of Aeschines. Demosthenes possessed a demonised view of Philip II and constantly vilified him to the people of Athens, displaying him as a tyrant and a hostile threat to Athenian life. The depiction of Phillip II in the speeches of Aeschines, however, paint him in a very different light, with his speeches seemingly being focused on opposing Demosthenes rather than being focused on the presence and potential threat of Phillip II.
Demosthenes often describes Philip II as being untrustworthy, often stating that his actions constantly contradict his own words, constantly urging the Athenian people not to trust Philip II, as before long he expected Macedon to come for Athens with the aim of conquering them. In Demosthenes’ speeches, he habitually aims to provoke anger and incite fear within the people of Athens, declaring that Philip II believes them to be his enemy, ‘He wants to rule, and he has made up his mind that you, and you only, are his rivals’ (Dem. Second Philipic. 6.17). Demosthenes shows Philip II as being aware of the power that Athens holds, and this being the reason as to why he has not already acted directly against them. Demosthenes appears to even try and manipulate many of the Athenian people to stand with him and act against Philip II by way of declaring that anyone who does not see Macedon as a threat to be of low intellect, and in doing so convinced many who hold little political understanding at the time to stand with him, most likely out of fear of embarrassment, ‘if anyone imagines that all this imports no danger to our city and that you are not the object of his preparations, I must express my astonishment’ (Dem. Second Philipic. 6.6).
Demosthenes often expresses his disapproval of Philip II with very expressive and emotive language, ‘Philip's intrigues and his violations of the peace’ (Dem. Second Philipic. 6.1). He would often express how Philip II is not to be trusted as so often he would go against what he has previously stated, ‘his words at the time were very different from his present actions’ (Dem. Second Philipic. 6.29). This being brought on from him imposing upon the state once the peace had already been made. The reason as to why Demosthenes was so anti Philip II can be argued in a number of ways. You could argue that he is so against Philip II is due to the simple fact that he truly believed everything that he was saying against him and that he truly perceived him to be a true threat to the Athenian way of life, and that his warnings come from a good place, and that he truly hopes to aid the people of Athens and prevent Philip II from causing them any harm. It can also be argued, however, that his reasons for directly opposing Philip II were not aligned with his personal opinions and beliefs about him, and rather coming from a wish to help the Athenian people and do the right thing for his country, it could be coming from a wish to elevate his role as an orator and preserve his self-presentation, ‘Demosthenes, on the other hand, rejected the king’s ability to speak. In so doing, he elevated his own role as the only orator capable of penetrating Philip’s silence’ (Guth, D. 2015). This theory given by Guth gives us a whole new outlook and perspective upon Demosthenes’ speeches, as taken in this context gives us an interesting view on him as a person, as he would so quickly and easily give up on his beliefs for his country and his countrymen, just to get himself further up the political ladder.
In the speeches from Aeschines, Philip II is yet again depicted to be opportunistic and manipulative, much like in the speeches by Demosthenes; this was due to the fact that Philip II used the prospect of peace and an alliance with Athens to help him in isolating Cersobleptes, the king of Thrace, who was an ally of Athens. (Aes. Against Ctesiphon. 3.65). Apart from this, however, Aeschines does not appear to directly oppose Philip II and Macedon like Demosthenes does. Much like Demosthenes, Aeschines also uses very emotive language to describe Philip II, however, in contrast with Demosthenes, the emotive language is of a positive nature, unlike Demosthenes negative language used to describe Philip II, with words such as humanity and moderation, which is very distant from Demosthenes perspective. From the speeches given by Aeschines, it would suggest that Demosthenes’ view about the Macedonian policy towards Athens was incorrect, this being suggested by the treatment of Athens by both Philip II and Alexander III. The faults that Aeschines gives to Philip II, can also be forgiven, as Aeschines states, ‘Now the man who was buying such services was doing no wrong, for before the oaths had been taken and the agreements entered into, he could not be blamed for negotiating to his own advantage’ (Aes. Against Ctesiphon. 3.66). As much as Aeschines talks about Philip II, it is clear that the main topic of his speeches was Demosthenes, and attacking the man. So rather than his speeches being concerned with Philip II, they are largely concerned with Demosthenes, with a strong belief being that Philip II appears to be trying to make peace whilst Demosthenes continuously obstructs this.
[bookmark: _GoBack]It is clear to anyone who reads the speeches of Demosthenes and Aeschines that the two do not possess the same opinions of Philip II and that most of all they do not agree with each other. Demosthenes appears to be solely concerned with the demonization of Philip II whilst Aeschines is more concerned with the demonization of Demosthenes, and his opinions of Philip II are rather understanding positive. The difference between these two orators is clear and is not argued, however, they are much more similar than they initially appear, as they were both more concerned with their self-representation as orators that they were with the Athenian people and their causes, ‘For both Aeschines and Demosthenes, their characterizations of Philip’s speech were crucial to their self-presentations as orators’ (Guth, D. 2015).
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