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C.P.JONES 

Hellenistic H i s to ry i n Chari ton of Aphrodisias 

I t might seem improbable that a Greek romance wri t ten in the period of 
the Roman empire, and set approximately in the late fif th century or the early 
fourth, should illuminate the history of Alexander's Successors. I t w i l l be argued 
here that a passing phrase in the romance by Chari ton of Aphrodisias, Chaereas 
and Callirhoe, reveals something of the history of Hellenistic Miletos and, by ex­
tension, of the pol icy of Antigonos Monophthalmus towards the Greek cities of 
Asia; and some consequences may also emerge for Chariton's methods of compo­
sition.1 

Chariton's novel is usually dated to the first century of the Christian era, though 
preferences have been expressed for both the preceding and the fo l lowing centu­
ries.2 The heroine, Callirhoe, is the daughter of the famous Hermocrates of Sy­
racuse who died in 407; i n the story he is stil l alive, though there is no sign of the 
war between Athens and Sparta. As B R I A N R E A R D O N has observed, «The historical 
setting is vague . . . and displays a number of anachronisms . . . The story reflects a 

' I am grateful to G L E N BOWERSOCK and CHRISTIAN H A B I C H T for their comments. A l l 
dates are B.C. unless otherwise indicated. I have used the following special abbreviations: 
BILLOWS, Antigonos = R. A. BILLOWS, Antigonos the One-Eyed and the Creation of the Hel­
lenistic State, Berkeley, Los Angeles, London 1990; BURASELIS, Makedonien u.d. Ägäis = 
Κ. A.BURASELIS, Das hellenistische Makedonien und die Agäis, Münchener Beiträge zur 
Papyrusforschung 73, Munich 1982; FRASER, Ptolemaic Alexandria = P. M . FRASER, Ptolemaic 
Alexandria I—III, Oxford 1972; KLEINER, Milet = G. KLEINER, Die Ruinen von Milet, Berlin 
1968; MAGIE, Roman Rule = D. MAGIE, Roman Rule in Asia Minor I—II, Princeton 1950; 
MAIER, Mauerbauinschriften = F. G. MAIER, Griechische Mauerbauinschriften I , Heidelberg 
1959; M E H L , Seleukos = A. M E H L , Seleukos Nikator und sein Reich I , Louvain 1986; REAR­
DON, Novels = Β. P. REARDON, ed., Collected Ancient Greek Novels, Berkeley, Los Angeles, 
London 1989; ROBERT, A travers l'Asie Mineure = L. ROBERT, A travers l'Asie Mineure, Paris 
1980; ROBERT, OMS = L.ROBERT, Opera Minora Selecta I - V I I , Amsterdam 1969-1990; Bull, 
ép. = J. and L.ROBERT, Bulletin épigraphique in REG 1938-1984; ROSTOVTZEFF, Hellenistic 
World = M. I . ROSTOVTZEFF, The Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic World I—III, 
Oxford 1941; WEHRLI , Antigone = C L . W E H R L I , Antigone et Démétrios, Geneva 1968; W E L ­
LES, RC = C.BRADFORD WELLES, Royal Correspondence in the Hellenistic Period, New-
Haven and London 1934. 

2 See most recently REARDON, Novels 17-18; C.P.JONES in: M.-F.BASLEZ, ed., Le Monde 
du roman grec, Paris 1992. 
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n u m b e r o f h i s t o r i c a l events and peop le d i s t r i b u t e d over m o s t o f the f o u r t h cen tu ry , 
i n c l u d i n g the siege o f T y r e b y A l e x a n d e r the Grea t i n 332.» 3 

I n the t h i r d b o o k , C a l l i r h o e has a r r i v e d b y a series o f misadventures at t he c o u n ­
t r y estate o f a great m a n o f M i l e t o s ca l led D i o n y s i o s . H e asks her t o m a r r y h i m , a n d 
w h e n she consents he has her c o n v e y e d b y w a t e r t o his house i n t o w n , s i tua ted έπ' 
α ύ τ ο ϋ τ ο υ λ ι μ έ ν ο ς τ ο υ Δ ο κ ί μ ο υ λ ε γ ο μ έ ν ο υ (3, 2, 11). T h e h a r b o r p lays n o f u r t h e r 
r o l e i n the na r ra t ive , and there seems n o reason t o q u e s t i o n the name. T h i s name is 
u s u a l l y t a k e n t o be « D o k i m o s , » and t rans la tors render the phrase i n q u e s t i o n «am 
H a f e n m i t N a m e n D o k i m o s , » «sur le p o r t appelé D o k i m o s , » « b y the h a r b o r ca l led 

D o c i m u s . » 4 Y e t the G r e e k also p e r m i t s ano the r t r a n s l a t i o n , « the h a r b o r o f D o k i ­

mos ,» w i t h the n o m i n a t i v e f o r m u n d e r s t o o d as ό λ ι μ ή ν ό Δ ο κ ί μ ο υ λεγόμενος . T h u s 
i n H e r o d o t o s ή Μ ο ί ρ ι ο ς κ α λ ε ο μ έ ν η λ ί μ ν η is the lake i n the E g y p t i a n F a y u m d u g b y 
a k i n g a l legedly cal led M o i r i s ( 2 , 1 4 9 , 1 ; cf. 2, 101 , 2). A n example i n several respects 
s imi l a r t o the present one is Spas inou C h a r a x , o f t en ca l led s i m p l y Cha rax , i n the 
M e s o p o t a m i a n D e l t a ; Cassius D i o (68, 28, 4) refers t o th i s as τ ο ν χ ά ρ α κ α τον Σπα-
σ ί ν ο υ κ α λ ο ύ μ ε ν ο ν , a n d th is «fortress o f Spasines» t o o k its name f r o m a Seleucid 
eparch, m o r e c o r r e c t l y n a m e d Hyspaos ines , w h o made h i m s e l f i n t o an i n d e p e n d e n t 
k i n g i n the later second cen tu ry . 

T h e name « D o k i m o s » is n o t especial ly rare, b u t o n l y one bearer o f i t enters i n t o 
h i s t o r y , and as i t happens he i n t e rvened at a c ruc i a l j u n c t u r e i n the h i s t o r y o f M i l e ­
tos. E a r l y i n 312 A n t i g o n o s M o n o p h t h a l m o s m o v e d t o seize Car ia , t h e n g o v e r n e d 
b y a s e m i - i n d e p e n d e n t satrap, A s a n d r o s . W h i l e A n t i g o n o s h i m s e l f besieged Tral les , 
he sent sea and l a n d forces against the cities o f the coast, « m a k i n g M e d e i o s the cap­
t a i n o f his fleet and a p p o i n t i n g D o k i m o s c o m m a n d e r o f his a rmy . These a r r i v i n g at 
the c i t y o f M i l e t o s s u m m o n e d the c i t izens t o f r e e d o m and after t a k i n g b y s t o r m the 
f o r t i f i e d ac ropo l i s res tored the c o n s t i t u t i o n t o a u t o n o m y » ( D i o d . Sic. 19, 75, 3 ^ 1 , 
τ ο υ μεν σ τ ό λ ο υ ν α ύ α ρ χ ο ν άποδε ίξας Μ ή δ ι ο ν , τ ο υ δε στρατοπέδου κ α τ α σ τ ή σ α ς 
σ τ ρ α τ η γ ό ν Δ ό κ ι μ ο ν . ο ύ τ ο ι δέ π α ρ α γ ε ν ό μ ε ν ο ι προς τ ή ν πόλ ιν των Μ ι λ η σ ί ω ν τ ο υ ς τ ε 
π ο λ ί τ α ς έ κ ά λ ο υ ν επί τ ή ν έ λ ε υ θ ε ρ ί α ν κ α ί τ ή ν φ ρ ο υ ρ ο υ μ έ ν η ν α κ ρ α ν έ κ π ο λ ι ο ρ κ ή σ α ν -
τες ε ι ς α ύ τ ο ν ο μ ί α ν α π ο κ α τ έ σ τ η σ α ν το π ο λ ί τ ε υ μ α ) . 6 T h i s event c o n s t i t u t e d an e p o c h 

3 R E A R D O N , Novels 18. The subject of anachronisms in Char i ton is excellently discussed 
by P . S A L M O N , C E 86, 1961, 365-76. 

4 K . P L E P E L I T S , Char i ton von Aphrodisias: Callirhoe, Stuttgart 1976, 71; G. M O L I N I É , Le 
Roman de Chairéas et Callirhoe, Paris 1979, 96; R E A R D O N , Novels 52. Cf. also B Ü R C H N E R , 
RE 5, 1903, 1274, Dokimos 1, «Hafen von Miletos, Chari ton I I I 2». I n Le Monde du roman 
grec (n.2), I allowed for the alternative possibility to be discussed here, but not for the con­
clusions that I am n o w drawing. 

G.W. B O W E R S O C K , L'Arabie préislamique et son environnement historique et culturel, 
Leiden 1989, 159-68, especially 159; D . T. POTTS, The Arabian Gul f i n A n t i q u i t y I I , O x f o r d 
1990, 8-9, 145-46. C H . H A B I C H T points out that a Hyspaisines of Bactria made a dedication 
recorded at Delos in 153/52: Inscr. de Délos 1432, A a, col . I I 27. 

6 O n this event BURASELIS , Makedonien u .d . Ägäis 10-11; B I L L O W S , Antigonos 120-21 
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i n the annals of the city. I n its inscribed records of the annual stephanepboroi, a 
new list was begun w i t h an annotation under the name of the eponym for 313/12: 
έπί τούτου ή πόλις ελευθέρα κα ι αυτόνομος έγένετο υπό 'Αντιγόνου κ α ι ή δημοκρα­
τ ί α άπεδόθη: so also a new list was begun in 259/58 when Antiochos I I liberated the 
city from the tyrant Timarchos.7 

To understand how Dokimos was appointed to his position by Antigonos, 
and how he might have given his name to a harbor of Miletos, i t w i l l help to 
review his career. His name is typically Macedonian.8 He had already served in 
some capacity under Alexander (Diod . Sic. 19, 16, 1, διά τήν μετ' 'Αλεξάνδρου 
στρατείαν), but enters history in the winter of 321/20, when Perdikkas, chiliarch 
of the Macedonian empire but threatened by Antigonos and by Ptolemy (the fu ­
ture Ptolemy I Soter), decided to replace the then satrap of Babylon, Archon, w i t h 
«a Macedonian, Dokimos by name»; Dokimos was able to establish his position 
only after heavy fighting, i n which Archon died of his wounds (Arr. 
FGrHis t 156 F 10, 3-5).9 A t the conference held at Triparadeisos in 320, Dokimos 
as a partisan of the now dead and disgraced Perdikkas was deprived of his satrapy 
and condemned to death (Arr . FGrHis t 156 F 10, 19-22); his successor was 
Seleukos (the future Seleukos I Nika tor ) , who arrived in Babylon late i n the same 
year. Dokimos is next heard of i n the fo l lowing winter, when Eumenes of 
Cardia, the leader of the Perdikkan faction, tried to negotiate w i t h Alketas, the 
brother of Perdikkas, and w i t h others including Dokimos «who after being 
appointed to commands or satrapies by Perdikkas had been condemned to 
death by the Macedonians» (Plut. Eum. 8, 8; Arr . Hist . post. Alex., Goteborg 

(daring it to early 312). On Medeios of Larissa, prominent admiral under Alexander and his 
successors, C H . HABICHT, Ancient Macedonia 1, Thessaloniki 1970, 265-69; BILLOWS, 400-
01. The άκρα captured by Medeios and Dokimos is presumably the hill against which the 
theatre now stands: so KLEINER, Milet 17; for this sense of άκρα, L.ROBERT, Gnomon 42, 
1970, 595-96 (OMS V I 645^6). Athens, which had honored Asandros in 314/13, later ap­
pears to have congratulated Miletos on recovering its ancestral constitution, IG I I 450,1129. 

7 List of 313/12: REHM, Milet I 3, no. 123. For the beginning of the next list (Milet no. 124) 
in 259/58, M . W Ö R R L E , Chiron 18, 1988, 430-39, especially 437. For this practice of listing 
eponyms, gymnasiarchs and the like from a crucial event such as the liberation of a city or a 
region, see now J. and L. ROBERT, Fouilles d'Amyzon en Carie I , Paris 1983, 249-50. 

8 The articles of KAERST in RE 5, 1903, 1274 nos. 4 and 5, divide him into two and are now 
antiquated. For subsequent discussion, H . BERVE, Das Alexanderreich auf prosopographi-
scher Grundlage I I , Munich 1926, 147 no.285; ROBERT, A travers l'Asie Mineure 240-42 
(especially 241 on the name); J. HORNBLOWER, Hieronymus of Cardia, Oxford 1981,125-26; 
BILLOWS, Antigonos 382-83. 

On these transactions L. SCHOBER, Untersuchungen zur Geschichte Babyloniens und der 
Oberen Satrapien von 323-303 v.Chr., Frankfurt 1981, 38-40; M E H L , Seleukos 29; BILLOWS, 
Antigonos 62. 

10 R. M. ERRINGTON, JHS 90, 1970, 75-76; SCHOBER, Untersuchungen (n.9), 41; M E H L , Se­
leukos 39^t0. 
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fr. 1 9 - 2 2 ) . n T h e nego t i a t i ons w e r e unsuccessful , and i n 319 A n t i g o n o s was able 

f i r s t t o defeat Eumenes at O r k y n i a i n C a p p a d o c i a a n d t h e n t o m a r c h against A l -

ketas a n d his suppor t e r s . These he defeated at C r e t o p o l i s i n P i s id ia , a n d t h o u g h 

A l k e t a s escaped D o k i m o s a n d others w e r e c a p t u r e d a n d i m p r i s o n e d f o r several 

years ( D i o d . Sic. 18, 45, 3; 19, 16, l ) . 1 2 I n 316, a c c o r d i n g t o a r e p o r t w h i c h p r o b ­

a b l y goes back t o H i e r o n y m o s o f C a r d i a , D o k i m o s made a d r a m a t i c escape b y ne­

g o t i a t i n g w i t h A n t i g o n o s ' w i f e S t r a ton ike ; u n l i k e his c o m p a n i o n s he saved his l i f e , 

b u t was a l l eged ly «regarded as u n t r u s t w o r t h y and t rea ted as a pr i soner .» I t is a l i ­

k e l y sugges t ion tha t he b e t r a y e d his c o m p a n i o n s i n r e t u r n f o r a p r o m i s e o f advan­

cement i n the service o f A n t i g o n o s ( D i o d . Sic. 19, 16) . I 3 

A s has been seen, A n t i g o n o s a p p o i n t e d D o k i m o s i n 312 t o c o m m a n d his l a n d 

forces i n the conques t o f w e s t e r n Car i a ; his col league i n the o p e r a t i o n , the w e l l -

k n o w n M e d e i o s o f Larissa, had also been a l o y a l s u b o r d i n a t e o f Pe rd ikkas , and l i k e 

D o k i m o s m a y have been c a p t u r e d b y the forces o f A n t i g o n o s . 1 4 A f t e r the capture 

o f M i l e t o s , D o k i m o s is n o t heard o f again f o r over t e n years, b u t i n the i n t e r v a l he 

appears t o have rece ived a p o s i t i o n o f v e r y h i g h t rus t , the g o v e r n o r s h i p o f U p p e r 

P h r y g i a , once A n t i g o n o s ' o w n p r o v i n c e a n d the o r i g i n a l base o f his p o w e r : some 

have t h o u g h t t ha t D o k i m o s c o m b i n e d i t w i t h H e l l e s p o n t i n e P h r y g i a and tha t his 

p o s i t i o n a p p r o a c h e d tha t o f a r e g i o n a l dynast . 1 5 I t was p r o b a b l y w h i l e i n th i s p o s i ­

t i o n t ha t he f o u n d e d a c o l o n y o f M a c e d o n i a n s w h i c h was t o perpe tua te his name 

i n t o the B y z a n t i n e era: th i s was D o k i m e i o n , s i tua ted some t w e n t y - f i v e k i l o m e t e r s 

nor th -eas t o f Synnada near e x t r e m e l y i m p o r t a n t ma rb l e -qua r r i e s , and p r o b a b l y i n ­

t e n d e d t o serve f o r the e x p l o i t a t i o n o f th i s va luab le resource.1 6 C o i n s o f the R o m a n 

11 For the Goteborg fragment, J. N o RET, A C 52, 1983, 235-42; ST. S C H R Ö D E R , ZPE 71, 
1988, 75-90; on the historical context, S C H R Ö D E R , 84-87. 

12 For Orkynia , B I L L O W S , Antigonos 75-76; for Cretopolis, R . E N G E L , His tor ia 21 , 1972, 
501-07 (principally concerned w i t h the historiography); Bul l . ép. 1978, 501 p. 491 (site); B I L ­
LOWS, Ant igonos 77-79. The attempt of W . M . R A M S A Y , JHS 40, 1920, 107-12, to locate the 
unnamed fortress i n the area of the modern A f y o n Karahisar does not convince. 

13 R . H . S I M P S O N , His tor ia 6, 1957, 504-05; cf. H O R N B L O W E R , Hieronymus (n. 8), 125-26. 
14 O n Medeios, above n. 6. For this suggestion, B I L L O W S , Antigonos 400-401. I n Arrian's 

account of Perdikkas' measures in early 320, his dispatch of Medeios to Cypros follows i m ­
mediately on D o k i m o s ' dispatch to Babylon (Arr . F G r H i s t 156 F 10, 3-5 and 6). 

15 W. W. T A R N , Cambridge Ancient H i s t o r y V I , Cambridge 1927, 503, suggesting that 
«both Phrygias and the Dardanelles were in his charge»; H . B E N G T S O N , D i e Strategie i n der 
hellenistischen Zeit I , Mun ich 1964, 199-201; for a minimal view of his posit ion, B I L L O W S , 
Antigonos 273-74. 

16 For this suggestion, T A R N (previous n.), 491; cf. R O B E R T , A travers l 'Asie Mineure 242 
η. 14. Sites of D o k i m e i o n and Synnada: W . M . C A L D E R and G . E . B E A N , A Classical Map of 
Asia Minor , London 1958, E e; L . R O B E R T , JS 1961,137-41,1962,25-26 ( O M S V I I 4 1 - 4 5 , 9 1 -
92); id . , A travers l 'Asie Mineure 228-29. O n Dok ime ion and its marble in general, apart f rom 
works already cited, W . R U G E , RE 5, 1903, 1273-74; R O B E R T , RPh sér.3, 8, 1934, 267-68 
( O M S I I 1166-67); i d . , JS 1962, 13-43 ( O M S V I I 79-109); W E H R L I , Ant igone 80-82; 
J. R O D E R , J D A I 86, 1971, 253-312; R O B E R T , A travers l 'Asie Mineure Ch . I X , 221-56; 
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period carry a youthful portrait of Dokimos as the founder, and several epigrams of 
the same period mention h i m i n the same capacity; i n one Dokimeion is called the 
«city of Dokimos», a phrase reminiscent of the «harbor of Dokimos» at Miletos.17 

The last event i n which Dokimos appears occurred in the region of Synnada and 
Dokimeion. I n 302 Lysimachos crossed f rom Thrace into Asia, and marched south­
east in to the heart of Dokimos ' province. Just as he had formerly betrayed Alketas 
and his other colleagues when imprisoned by Antigonos, so he now deserted A n t i -
gonos for Lysimachos, and handed over Synnada and other strongholds containing 
the king's treasures (Diod . Sic. 20,107,4; Paus.l , 8, l ) . 1 8 Al though he is not heard of 
again, the sources now become so scanty that his career may have continued after 
302 wi thou t leaving a trace.19 

I t seems safe to infer that «the harbor of Dokimos» at Miletos, mentioned only 
by Chari ton of Aphrodisias, received its name from Dokimos, the general of A n ­
tigonos. As for the date of its construction, three epochs in his career are possible, 
though perhaps not equally likely. The preferable one, wh ich w i l l be assumed 
here, is the year 312 or soon thereafter, •when Dokimos in company w i t h Medeios 
liberated Miletos. O f the two alternatives, one is that he bui l t the harbor as gover­
nor of Phrygia, the same period in which he founded Dokimeion; for marble ex­
ported f rom Dokimeion , Miletos was the nearest and most convenient outlet, 
since the silting of the Maeander which was later to ru in its economy still lay far 
in the future.20 The other possibility is that the construction took place under Ly­
simachos, since Dokimos might have retained his position in Phrygia after de­
fecting to h im. 

Some two and a half centuries later, the name Dokimos recurs i n a notable family 
of Miletos which supplied several stephanephoroi: a Dokimos son of A n t i p h o n i n 

M.WAELKENS, Dokimeion: Die Werkstatt der repräsentativen kleinasiatischen Sarkophage, 
Berlin 1982; for recent bibliography, R . M . H A R R I S O N et al., AS 40, 1990,206. 

17 Coins: BMC, Greek Coins, Phrygia 189 nos. 7-9; The Weber Collection, Greek 
Coins I I I no. 7083; SNG Copenhagen, Phrygia no. 354; SNG Deutschland, von Aulock 
no. 3547; SNG Deutschland, München, Phrygien nos. 178-81. Epigrams: ROBERT, RPh sér. 3, 
8, 1934, 267-68 (OMS I I 1166-67). The epigram mentioning a ναέτη Δοκίμοιο πόληος was 
published by W PEEK, MDAI(A) 56, 1931, 124 no. 8, with the reading δοκίμοιο: corrected by 
A. W I L H E L M , SbBerlin 1932, 851 (Akademieschriften I I 395) and by ROBERT, ibid. 

18 On these events, BILLOWS, Antigonos 175-76. On the activities of Lysimachos' colleague 
Prepelaos in this campaign, J. and L.ROBERT, Fouilles de Claros I : Décrets hellénistiques, 
Paris 1989, 77-78, 83-84. 

19 Below, n. 21; cf. J. and L. ROBERT, Fouilles de Claros (n. 18), 78, on the later career of Pre­
pelaos. 

20 At a later date Ephesos and not Miletos would have been the better outlet: ROBERT, JS 
1962, 26 (OMS V I I 92). On the silting up of the Maeander in later antiquity, ROBERT in Lao-
dicée du Lykos, Le Nymphée. Québec and Paris 1969, 346-49. 

21 Cf. ROBERT, A travers l'Asie Mineure 242 n. 14, suggesting that Dokimos founded Do­
kimeion only after his defection. 
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69/68 and his two sons An t iphon and Molpagoras in 55/54 and 54/53. I t is possible 
that, like the Macedonian Diogenes who gave Athens its freedom in 229, Dokimos 
left descendants in the ci ty he had benefited.22 

Like the colony of Dokimeion, the new harbor must have had the sanction of 
Antigonos. He had several motives for strengthening the defences and improving 
the economy of the coastal cities i n western and southern Asia Minor . The pr inci­
pal one arose from his continuing struggles against rival dynasts, particularly Pto­
lemy w i t h his formidable navy. Already in 314 Antigonos' nephew Polemaios had 
to defend the Ionian coast against attacks from Seleukos, recently expelled by A n ­
tigonos from Babylonia and now in league w i t h Ptolemy (Diod. Sic. 19, 58, 5; 60, 
3—4).23 I n 313 Cassandros attempted to reinforce Seleukos by sending an expedi­
t ion to the northern Aegean and to Caria, but this ended in failure (Diod . Sic. 19, 
68, 2-7).24 I n 309, Ptolemy launched what appears to have been a major offensive 
in Ionia and Caria. I n Caria, Iasos and Myndos passed into Egyptian control, Ha-
licarnassos was only saved for Antigonos by the arrival of his son Demetrios, and 
Ptolemy passed the winter of 309/08 on Cos, which lay wi th in sight of Halicar-
nassos and dominated the entrance to its gulf.25 Under these circumstances, A n t i ­
gonos may well have decided to strengthen Miletos and its harbors immediately 
after liberating the city i n 312, and as commander of the land forces in that opera­
t ion Dokimos wou ld have been a suitable person to oversee the new construction, 
whatever his precise title: perhaps he became governor of Caria, for no successor 
to Asandros is known.2 6 

While encamped before Tyre in 314, Antigonos proclaimed the freedom and au­
tonomy of the Greeks, which he thereafter espoused as a set policy, however insin­
cerely i t may have been felt and however frequently i t was in fact infringed (Diod . 
Sic. 19, 61, 3-4). I n 313 he reaffirmed the policy in negotiations w i t h Asandros, con­
ceding him control of Caria i n return for the autonomy of the Greeks; Asandros in 
fact soon broke the agreement, and i t was in retaliation that Antigonos decided to 

22 Descendants of Dokimos: REHM, Milet I 3, no. 125, 28, 46, 47: for Molpagoras note also 
I.Didyma no. 390 A I 5, 394, 1-2; also the Aur(elii) Docimi of I . Didyma no. 529. For Dioge­
nes of Macedon at Athens and his descendants, C H . HABICHT, Studien zur Geschichte Athens 
in hellenistischer Zeit, Göttingen 1982, 82-83, and also below. 

23 WÖRRLE, Chiron 7, 1977, 48; BURASELIS, Makedonien u. d. Ägäis 40; M E H L , Seleu­
kos 79-80; BILLOWS, Antigonos 112-13. 

24 BURASELIS, Makedonien u.d. Ägäis 10; M E H L , Seleukos 80-81; BILLOWS, Antigonos 
119-20. 

25 On this campaign, see above all WÖRRLE, Chiron 7, 1977, 51-52; cf. BURASELIS, Make­
donien u.d. Ägäis 47-48; BILLOWS, Antigonos 143-44, 200-01. Iasos: G.PUGLIESE CARRA-
TELLI, ASAA 45-16, n. s. 29-30,1967/68, pubi. 1969,437-45 no. 1; Bull. ép. 1971, 620; W. B L U -
MEL, Die Inschriften von Iasos I , Bonn 1985, no.2. Myndos: Diod. Sic.20, 37, 1. 
Halicarnassos: Plut. Demetr. 7, 5. Cos: Diod. Sic. 20, 27, 3. 

26 For the known governors of Caria in the hellenistic period, HABICHT, MDAI(A) 72, 
1957,219 η. 68. 
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seize Caria for himself i n 312.27 When he made peace in 311 w i t h Cassandros, Pto­
lemy and Lysimachos, the freedom and autonomy of the Greeks were wri t ten into 
the terms, and Antigonos proceeded to send letters to the Greek cities drawing their 
attention to this clause (Diod . Sic. 19, 105, l ;c f .20 , 19, 3 ) . n The liberation of Miletos 
is one expression of this policy, and again i t is easy to see how Antigonos might 
have wished to advertise his goodwil l towards this ancient Greek city by encour­
aging its development.29 He also had a more personal motive. One of his closest 
confidants, who served h im from at least 319 unt i l after his assumption of kingship 
in 306, was a wel l -known Milesian, Aristodemos son of Parthenios. I n 306/05, 
Aristodemos was stephanephoros (doubtless i n absence) of the city, and in the same 
year he was present at Antigonos ' coronation (Plut. Dem. 17, 2-6). He was later to 
be buried in a heroon near the temple of Apo l lo of Didyma.3 0 

For Antigonos ' initiative at Miletos, the best analogue is provided by Colophon, 
ly ing to the south-east of Smyrna and united in sympoli ty w i t h N o t i o n on the 
coast. A famous inscription first published in 1935 contains a decree passed by Co­
lophon perhaps soon after 311. Since the clause justifying the measures to be taken 
begins by mentioning «King Alexander and Antigonos» as the liberators of the city, 
i t seems likely that the latter is the moving force behind the decree. The walls of Co­
lophon were now extended to include the «old city,» situated nearby but lower 
down, and a subscription (epidosis) was opened in order to raise the necessary 
funds. Prominent among the subscribers are a number of foreigners, including two 
Macedonians and a Milesian, and L o u i s R O B E R T has proposed that these were off i­
cers of Antigonos ' army.31 A t Smyrna itself, Antigonos revived the long dormant 

27 On Antigonos' agreement with Asandros, H . H . S C H M I T T , Die Staatsverträge des Alter­
tums I I I , Munich 1969, 38 no. 425. In this same year, 314/13, Asandros was stephanephoros at 
Miletos: REHM, Milet I 3, no. 122, i i 100 (Syll.3 272). 

28 Letter of Antigonos: OGIS 5, 53-61; WELLES, RC 1; SCHMITT, Staatsverträge (η. 27) I I I , 
40-44 no. 428. The sincerity of Antigonos' philhellenism has been variously estimated: see 
most recently BILLOWS, Antigonos 114, 199-205. 

29 In a much-discussed sentence of his letter to Miletos (WELLES, RC 14, 6-7), Ptolemy I I 
claims that his father had freed the city from «harsh and oppressive taxes which certain of the 
kings had imposed» (tr. WELLES). It is more than uncertain whether this refers to Antigonos: 
cf. WÖRRLE, Chiron 7, 1977, 55-56. 

50 On Aristodemos see now BILLOWS, Antigonos 371-74. Add the new boundary stone of 
the temenos, K L . TUCHELT, Vorarbeiten zu einer Topographie von Didyma, MDAI(I ) Bei­
heft 9, 1973, 28-29; id., MDAI(I ) 23-24, 1973-74, 168 with PI. 75. For the new inscription of 
Ephesos granting him citizenship in 306 or later, Bull. ép. 1983, 335, p. 142; SEG 33, 933, 17-
20. 

31 The first edition was by B.D.MERITT, AJPh 56, 1935, 359-72 (a squeeze is preserved at 
the Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton); now in: MAIER, Mauerbauinschriften no. 69. 
The fundamental study is that of ROBERT, RPh sér.3, 10, 1936, 158-64 (OMS I I 1237^3): 
note especially 162 n.2 on the foreign subscribers and 166 on the sympolity of Colophon and 
Notion. More recently, D. MAGIE, Roman Rule 79-80; WEHRLI , Antigone 90-91; BILLOWS, 
Antigonos 295. 
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city by a synoecism of several smaller ones, and by moving the site f rom the nor th­
east of the gulf to a more defensible position around Pagos on the south-east 
(Str. 14, 1, 37, C 646).32 A t Teos, Smyrna's neighbor to the south-west, Antigonos 
about 302 made elaborate arrangements for a synoecism w i t h Lebedos, and his two 
letters to Teos preserved on stone show h im entering into minute details of the ar­
rangements. One of his concerns, relevant to the case of Miletos, is for the export of 
grain, which farmers were now allowed to take directly to the harbor after paying 
the sales tax.33 

A parallel for the situation of Miletos i n 312 may also be found in Athens after the 
restoration of its l iberty i n 229. Having persuaded the Macedonian commander 
Diogenes to wi thdraw from Attica, the citizens began a new list of archons (as at 
Miletos in 313/12) and a loan was raised «for freedom» (προδανενσμός χρημάτων 
εις τήν έλευθερίαν); at least part of this money was intended for refurbishing the 
harbors of Attica, i n the first place Peiraios.34 

There may be an analogue of another k ind to the «harbor of Dokimos» in the ca­
pital of Antigonos ' rival Ptolemy. One of Ptolemy's chief concerns after he had 
gained Egypt i n 323 was to build up the harbors of Alexandria. O f the two sea-har­
bors, divided by the great mole called the Heptastadion, the western one, which is 
still functioning, was called the «harbor of Eunostos.» Strabo, the only source 
for this name, first refers to the harbor i n the accusative as τον λιμένα τον του 
Εύνόστου καλούμενον and later as τον Εύνόστου λιμένα (Str. 17, 1, 6, C 792; cf. 17, 
1, 10, C 794). Some have understood this designation to mean «the harbor of Safe 
Return,» but «Eunostos» is only attested as a proper name, found above all in Boeo-
tia.35 P. M . FRASER has recently proposed to connect i t w i t h a l i t t le -known div in i ty 
of millers, and suggests that the harbor «was regarded as pre-eminently the <corn-
harbon»; as he admits, however, this d iv in i ty is usually feminine, ή Εΰνοστος.36 Α 

32 C . J .CADOUX, Ancient Smyrna, Oxford 1938, 95-96, 98; MAGIE, Roman Rule 70, 876 
n. 66; WEHRLI , Antigone 92; BILLOWS, Antigonos 295. 

33 WELLES, RC 3, 4; for Antigonos' arrangements concerning export of grain, no. 3, 94-101 
with WELLES, p. 30. In general, WEHRLI , Antigone 87-89; BILLOWS, Antigonos 288-89; SHEI­
LA L. ACER, ZPE 85, 1991,93-96. For the geography of Teos, J. and L.ROBERT, JS 1976,167-
72 (OMS V I I 311-16). 

34 HABICHT, Studien zur Geschichte Athens (n.22), 79-81; L . M I G E O T T E in: Boeotika, ed. 
H.BEISTER and J.BUCKLER, Munich 1989, 193-201. MIGEOTTE shows that the epigraphical 
evidence cited for the participation of Thebes and Thespiai in this affair is weak; C H . H A B I C H T 
kindly informs me that he accepts MIGEOTTE'S arguments and will return to the subject in 
C l A n t l l , 1992. 

35 For this view, SCHIFF, RE 6, 1907, 1143; K. LEHMANN-HARTLEBEN, Die antiken Hafen­
anlagen des Mittelmeeres, Klio Beiheft 14, n. f. 1, Leipzig 1923, 293; LIDDELL-SCOTT-JONES 
s.v. εΰνοστος I I . On «Eunostos» and its extension, J. and L.ROBERT, Bull. ép. 1959, 184, on 
no. 136. 

36 FRASER, Ptolemaic Alexandria I I 77-78 n. 181; for the divinity, SCHIFF, RE 6, 1907, 1136 
no. 1; D U A N E W ROLLER in Lexicon Iconographicum Mythologiae Classicae IV, 1988, 65-66, 
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th i rd view, first proposed by C A R L W A C H S M U T H , is that the harbor was named after 
Eunostos, a king of Soloi i n Cypros who was married to Eirene, a daughter of Pto­
lemy Soter by the Athenian courtesan Thais.37 Against this FRASER argues that Eu­
nostos of Soloi «was an obscure person, married to an illegitimate daughter of Soter 
by Thais, and even i f the harbor had been named after h im i t is unlikely that the 
name wou ld have lasted three hundred years.»38 Neither argument seems very 
strong. Too little is k n o w n of this period to allow easy judgement about the relative 
obscurity of the lesser characters; and at all times names attached to places tend to 
outlast the memory of the original eponym. O n the positive side, Ptolemy 'was con­
cerned from the beginning of his reign to establish his influence in Cypros; a pre­
decessor of Eunostos as king of Soloi, Pasikrates, made alliance w i t h h im in 320, and 
remained faithful i n 314 at a time when other of the local rulers went over to A n t i -
gonos.39 The best interpretation of «the harbor of Eunostos» may therefore be that 
i t is named after this Eunostos (who need not yet have succeeded his father or mar­
ried the daughter of Ptolemy and Thais), whether the name was bestowed simply as 
a compliment or because he took some direct part i n the construction. More than 
one commentator has observed how the harbors of Miletos made i t a rival of Alex­
andria,40 and i t has already been seen that i n the years after the liberation of the city 
in 312 Ptolemy and his fleets constituted the main threat to Antigonos ' domination 
of Ionia and Caria. I f Ptolemy named one of the harbors of his capital after a valued 
ally, then there is a curious parity, -whether or not intended, w i t h the «harbor of D o -
kimos» in Ant igon id Miletos. 

According to Strabo (14,1 , 6, C 635), Miletos had four harbors, one of which was 
large enough for a fleet.41 I t is unclear whether the geographer means by «Miletos» 
only the city or the terr i tory as wel l ; this contained at least one notable harbor, that 
of Panormos which served the temple of Apo l lo at Didyma and is indirectly men­
tioned by Chariton.42 The one singled out by Strabo is probably the nor th one, cal-

identifying the divinity with the Tanagran hero, SCHIFF, ibid. no. 2, but this seems very 
doubtful. 

37 C. WACHSMUTH, Göttinger Festrede 1876, 4 [non vidi]; accepted by PUCHSTEIN, RE 1, 
1893, 1382; B. NIESE, Geschichte der Griechischen und Makedonischen Staaten I I , Gotha 
1899, 106. On this Eunostos, SCHIFF, RE 6, 1907, 1138-39, Eunostos no.4. 

3 FRASER, Ptolemaic Alexandria I I 78 η. 181. 
39 Arr. FGrHist 156 F 10, 6; Diod. Sic. 19, 59, 1. On Pasikrates, F. WOTKE, RE 18, 1949, 

2062-63; BILLOWS, Antigonos 112. 
40 Thus ROSTOVTZEFF, Hellenistic World II1043, «Alexandria had rivals in the reorganized 

harbours of Miletos.» 
41 On the harbours of Miletos in general, LEHMANN-HARTLEBEN, Antike Hafenanlagen 

(η. 35) 127-28; ROSTOVTZEFF, Hellenistic World I I 664-67; MAGIE, Roman Rule 73-74, 882 
n. 79; KLEINER, Milet 6-7, 48-60. 

42 On Panormos, ROBERT, Hellenica X I / X I I , Paris 1960, 265; W.GÜNTHER, Das Orakel 
von Didyma in hellenistischer Zeit, MDAI(I ) Beiheft 4, 1971, 11, 98; cf. Chariton 1, 11, 8, an 
«anchorage (όρμος) eighty stades from the city.» 
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l ed since its excava t ion the « l i o n - h a r b o r » ( L ö w e n b u c h t ) because o f the t w o stone 

l i o n s set u p o n e i ther side o f the entrance, w h i c h c o u l d also be enclosed b y a cha in ; 

th i s same h a r b o r is p r e s u m a b l y the one ca l led the «enclosed h a r b o r » ( κ λ ε ι σ τ ό ς 
λ ι μ ή ν ) i n an i n s c r i p t i o n da ted a p p r o x i m a t e l y t o the t i m e o f the M i t h r i d a t i c Wars . 4 3 

T h i s express ion designates ha rbors tha t we re b u i l t i n t o a c i ty ' s defences and c o u l d 
be closed off : ano the r example is the so-ca l led B o x (Κ ιβωτός ) adjacent t o the h a r b o r 
o f E u n o s t o s i n A l e x a n d r i a (Str. 17, 1, 6, C 792), a n d jus t as tha t «enclosed h a r b o r » 
had a par t i cu la r , perhaps popu l a r , name, so also the one at M i l e t o s seems t o have 
been k n o w n as the « h a r b o r o f D o k i m o s » . 4 4 T h e excavators o f the n o r t h h a r b o r o f 
M i l e t o s p ropose t o date i t i n the late f o u r t h cen tu ry , «als M i l e t v o n A l e x a n d e r d . Gr . 
e robe r t w a r u n d d ie hel lenis t i sche E p o c h e begann», a n d th is date fi ts p e r f e c t l y w i t h 
the t h e o r y tha t the b u i l d e r was a general o f A n t i g o n o s M o n o p h t h a l m o s . 

T o r e t u r n f i n a l l y t o C h a r i t o n , i f the above a rguments are cor rec t , i t f o l l o w s tha t 
he is alone i n p re se rv ing an i m p o r t a n t de ta i l abou t the t o p o n y m y , and i n d i r e c t l y 
abou t the h i s t o r y , o f he l len is t ic M i l e t o s . T h a t m a y be because, as a c i t i z e n o f 
A p h r o d i s i a s i n Car ia , he k n e w M i l e t o s as the nearest m a j o r h a r b o r ( t h o u g h i n his 
d a y the s i l t i n g o f the Maeande r h a d sent i t i n t o decl ine) . 4 5 A n o t h e r hypo thes i s , n o t 
i n c o m p a t i b l e ' w i t h th i s one, m a y be en te r ta ined : t ha t C h a r i t o n is i n c o r p o r a t i n g i n t o 
his n o v e l details b o r r o w e d f r o m some he l len is t ic h i s t o r i a n n o w los t , a n d hence tha t 
his na r ra t ive incorpora te s a name w h i c h la ter passed o u t o f use. 

A s has been seen, i t is genera l ly a d m i t t e d tha t «the s t o r y reflects a n u m b e r o f h i s ­
t o r i c a l events a n d peop le d i s t r i b u t e d over m o s t o f the f o u r t h cen tu ry , i n c l u d i n g the 
siege o f T y r e b y A l e x a n d e r the Grea t i n 332».4 6 I n C h a r i t o n ' s siege, however , i t is the 
K i n g o f E g y p t w h o besieges and takes T y r e after c o n q u e r i n g Coe le Syr ia and Phoe ­
n ic i a (7, 2) , and tha t s i t u a t i o n is less s i m i l a r t o A lexande r ' s siege o f T y r e t h a n t o 
ano the r one, w h i c h happens t o be v e r y close i n t i m e t o A n t i g o n o s ' l i b e r a t i o n o f M i ­
le tos . T o w a r d s the e n d o f the year 312, P t o l e m y m a r c h e d o u t o f E g y p t against A n ­
t i g o n o s ' son D e m e t r i o s i n Syr ia . D e m e t r i o s was h e a v i l y defeated at Gaza, and P t o ­
l e m y proceeded t o inves t T y r e , w h i l e D e m e t r i o s re treated t o n o r t h e r n Phoenic ia ; 
e v e n t u a l l y P t o l e m y ' s forces cap tu red the c i t y b y t r eachery ( D i o d . Sic. 19, 80 -86 ; 
Plut. Dem. 5).47 

43 O n the nor th harbour, A . v. G E R K A N , Mi le t I 6, Berl in 1923, 82-86; id . , M i l e t I I 3, Berl in 
1935, 110-14, especially 112 on the date; also 111 w i t h A b b . 8 1 on the Roman houses bui l t 
over part of the wal l . Inscription mentioning the «enclosed harbor»: R E H M , Mi le t I I 3, 131 
no. 400, cf. M i l e t I 3 no. 172 ( M A I E R , Mauerbauinschriften no. 73). 

44 O n the Cibotos of Alexandria, P U C H S T E I N , RE 1, 1893,1382; FRASER, Ptolemaic Alexan­
dria I 26, I I 78-79. 

45 Cf. C. P.JONES i n Le monde du roman grec (n. 2). O n the sil t ing of the Maeander, above, 
p. 93. 

46 R E A R D O N , Novels 18, quoted above, p. 91 . 
47 O n these events, B I L L O W S , Antigonos 125-29. S A L M O N (n. 3), 373-76, sees a reflection of 

Tachos' revolt against Artaxerxes Memnon in 360 as wel l as of Alexander's siege of Tyre. 
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Alerted to the possibility of a hellenistic history behind Chariton's account 
of Miletos, attention is drawn to an episode which comes shortly after his mention 
of the harbor of Dokimos; this is Callirhoe's arrival i n the city. «At daybreak 
the whole town was already decorated w i t h garlands of flowers. Every man offe­
red sacrifice in front of his o w n house, and not just i n the temples . . . A l l had but 
one desire - to see Callirhoe; and the crowd gathered round the temple of 
Concord, where by tradit ion bridegrooms received their brides.48 [Callirhoe] put 
on a Milesian dress and bridal wreath and faced the crowd; they all cried, 
<The bride is Aphrodite!> They spread purple cloth and scattered roses and violets 
in her path; they sprinkled her w i t h perfume as she passed; not a child nor an 
old man remained in the houses, or even at the harbors;49 the crowd packed 
tight, and people even climbed on the roofs of houses» (3, 2, 14-17, trans. R E A R -
D O N ) . 

I t is w o r t h comparing the account preserved in the Gourob Papyrus, and pro­
bably wri t ten by Ptolemy I I I Euergetes himself, of his triumphant arrival i n Syria 
in 246.50 «Embarking on as many ships as the harbor of Seleuceia [Pieria, sc] was l i ­
kely to hold, we sailed to the fortress called Poseideon and anchored about the 
eighth hour of the day. Then we weighed anchor at dawn [cf. Chari ton 3,2,14] and 
entered Seleuceia. The priests, magistrates and the general citizenry, the comman­
ders and the soldiers, wearing crowns [cf. Chariton, ibid.] met us on the (road) to 
the harbor. ( N o excess of) goodwil l and (friendliness towards us was missing. When 
we entered) the city, (the ordinary people invited us to sacrifice) the animals pro­
vided (at the altars which they had built before their houses).»51 So also when the 
victor entered Ant ioch: «we saw such preparation and (crowds of such large) size 
[cf. Chari ton 3, 2,17] that we were amazed; for advancing from the gate there came 
to meet us governors, the other commanders, (soldiers,) priests, magistrates, all the 
youth of the gymnasion, and a whole crowd wearing wreaths [cf. Chari ton 3, 2, 14], 
and they brought all the sacrificial animals into the road outside the gate, and some 
shook our hands while others (greeted us) w i t h shouts of acclamation [μετά κρότου 
κ α ι κραυγής; cf. Chariton, ibid.].» 

I n one of his last articles Lou i s R O B E R T collected many examples of the Greek 
procession of welcome (apantesis), f rom the early hellenistic period well into the 
Roman, and it would be unwise to infer f rom this passage alone that Chariton was 

48 This detail too is relevant to ancient Miletos. 
49 REARDON, Novels 53 n. 49, rightly comments, «Harbors would normally be under con­

stant guard.» 
50 JACOBY, FGrHist I I b no. 160; M . H O L L E A U X , Études d'épigraphie et d'histoire 

grecques III , Paris 1942, 281-310 (originally published in B C H 1906 and REA 1916); cf. 
VOLKMANN, RE 23, 1959, 1669-70; ROBERT, Essays in honor of C. Bradford Welles, Toronto 
1966, 187 (OMS V I I 611); id., BCH 108,1984,484 = Documents d'Asie Mineure, BEFAR139 
bis, Paris 1987, 473. I translate the text of HOLLEAUX, marking restorations by parentheses. 

51 For this ritual of παράστασις Ιερών, ROBERT, Hellenica X I / X I I , Paris 1960,126-31. 
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imitating some text of hellenistic history.52 Nonetheless, the possibility is w o r t h 
keeping in mind. The scene might perhaps be modelled on some historic marriage 
in the city; one such occurred there in 286, when Demetrios Poliorketes married 
Ptolemais, a daughter of his father's old enemy Ptolemy Soter (Plut. Dem. 46, 5).53 
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52 ROBERT, B C H 108, 1984, 479-86 = Documents d'Asie Mineure 467-74. Note also R O ­
BERT'S discussion of the parallels between Chariton and a law regulating sacrifices in honour 
of Arsinoe I I Philadelphos (P. Oxy. X X V I I no. 2465 fr.2): Essays in honor of C.Bradford 
Welles, 193 n. 114 (OMS V I I 617). 

53 Cf. WiLLRicH, RE 6, 1907, 1326-27, Eurydike no. 16; E . M A N N I , Plutarchi Vita Demetri 
Poliorcetis, Florence 1953, 86; VOLKMANN, RE 23,1959,1867, Ptolemais no. 2; WÖRRLE, Chi­
ron 7, 1977, 56 with n. 75. 


