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Seleukos Character Biography
Tamara Bowie
Seleukos Nikator was born in in c.358BC[footnoteRef:1] to Antiochos and Laodike in Europos[footnoteRef:2]. The year Seleukos was born is debated among scholars and the general consensus concluded he was three years older than Lysimachos[footnoteRef:3] and calculated his birth year to be 358 from there. The place of his birth is different depending upon the source used, in Pausanias[footnoteRef:4] he sets out on expeditions from Pella, however this can be attributed to the time he spent as a page in the Macedonian court. In relation to his parents, his father, Antiochus, served as a general under Philip II[footnoteRef:5] and is considered to be an upper noble Macedonian. This is further supported by Seleukos’ time as a Royal Page[footnoteRef:6], serving Philip and resulted in Seleukos becoming syntrophos or ‘companion’ to the crown prince, Alexander[footnoteRef:7]. His mother, Laodike, a Macedonian woman is predominately known for the dream she had regarding Seleukos’ conception, believing him to be the son of Apollo[footnoteRef:8]. In 324BC, during the mass weddings as Susa[footnoteRef:9], Seleukos was married to Apame, daughter of Spitamenes[footnoteRef:10], a Persian noblewoman. With her he had two sons, Antiochus I Soter and Achaeus. The former went on to succeed his father as King of the Seleucid Empire[footnoteRef:11].  [1:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [2:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [3:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [4:  Paus, 1. 16. 1]  [5:  Just, 15. 4. 3]  [6:  Grainger, 1990: 6]  [7:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [8:  Arr. Anab, 6. 6. 1]  [9:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [10:  Arr. Anab, 7. 4. 6]  [11:   Diod, 21.20] 

Seleukos’ position in society can be determined from his rise in military position. Primarily he was a member of Alexander’s hetairoi or ‘companion cavalry’[footnoteRef:12], in approximately 330BC he was promoted to command of the Royal Hypaspists who functioned as the royal guard[footnoteRef:13]. After the death of Alexander, Seleukos became second in command to Perdikkas while a number of other prominent figures were assigned satrapies away from the centre of the Empire. Seleukos functioned as a key member in the mutiny against Perdikkas later on but it can be inferred that Perdikkas trusted him potentially because he didn’t view Seleukos as ambitious. Seleukos’ title at this stage would have been Hipparch of the Companions, which Perdikkas was said to have held himself at one point[footnoteRef:14] showing Seleukos to be second only to Perdikkas in relation to military matters. [12:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [13:  Heckel, 1992: 255]  [14:  Heckel, 1992: 257] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The crisis created by the death of Alexander meant that all the prominent players were in precarious positions in court so Seleukos’ actions following Alexander’s death were intended to secure a more stable political footing in the Macedonian court. To discuss Seleukos’ plans after the death of Alexander, it aids understanding to look at the three years following Alexander’s death in 323BC[footnoteRef:15] up until Seleukos is assigned the satrapy of Babylon. Seleukos plans, whether they were reactive actions, choices he made when certain situations arose or long term plans to ensure a specific outcome, they allowed him to survive the power vacuum created and the subsequent power struggle of the key players. Initially, after the death of Alexander, Seleukos supported Perdikkas, allying himself with Perdikkas against Meleagros[footnoteRef:16] and when Perdikkas secured regency over Arrhidaeus and Alexander’s unborn child[footnoteRef:17]. This could be argued to have been calculated as it increases the chances of survival to support the likely winner of a conflict. It was at this stage Seleukos was promoted to second in command to Perdikkas. It can be argues the former loyalty was born from the need to survive more so than the loyalty to the man as in approximately 321BC, the mutiny against Perdikkas was led by Seleukos, Peithon and Antigenes[footnoteRef:18]. This choice was probably a reactive action as he likely couldn’t predict the intensity of the unrest directed at Perdikkas from the common soldier. After the murder of Perdikkas, Seleukos was in a privileged position where he had two years of administrative experience under Perdikkas[footnoteRef:19], experience the others now lacked. Making him, for the time being, indispensable.  [15:  Plut. Alex. 76.4]  [16:  Heckel, 1992: 257]  [17:  Heckel, 1992: 257]  [18:  Diod, 18. 33. 2]  [19:  Grainger, 1990: 25] 

At this stage, Seleukos could step out of the main command structure to a satrapy with no loss of honour[footnoteRef:20]. Babylon as both the geographical centre for the Empire and an economic powerhouse[footnoteRef:21] made for a secure position to attempt to maintain. In conclusion, Seleukos long term plan to maintain a secure position was aided by his reactive choices to ensure his survival. Using the actions of Seleukos in this period I would intend to gain Babylon as a part of my territory. Further I would hope to gain experience with both financial management and military command, under someone like Ptolemy in the event I don’t receive as satrapy. [20:  Heckel, 1992]  [21:  Grainger, 1990: 28] 
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