Thefollowing text, written by Dr. Frank Holt Professor of Ancient History at the University of
Houston, will bethe prologue of a book published by the Macedonian Studies Center. The book
will includetheletter by world known archeologists, historians and resear chers from various
academic institutionsin theworld to President Barack Obama regarding the Greekness of
Macedonia. Please see: http://macedonia-evidence.org/

PROLOGUE
Moxedoviav kai v dAinv EALGSa
Arrian
The documents comprising this book speak forcefully for the proposition that the history of

ancient Macedonia, including the brilliant reigns of Philip and his son Alexander, belongs squarely in
the cultural, economic, political, religious, and military history of Hellenism. The cultura milieu of the
Macedonian court was Greek. The texts that Alexander studied as a youth were Greek. The books he
read while in Asiawere Greek. The heroes he emulated, the gods he worshipped, the temples he built
were Greek. The coins he minted in the millions were Greek. The legacy he left behind from Anatolia
to Indiawas as Greek as his settlers could makeit, right down to a theater, gymnasium, and inscribed
copy of the Delphic maximsin afar corner of Afghanistan. To say that Alexander’s kingdom wasin
some ways out of step with the city-states to the south is hardly an argument against his Hellenic
heritage; it only means that Macedonia remained more Homeric than Athens, Thebes, or Sparta. It is
hard to be more Greek than that. Nor should we be troubled by Alexander’ s ability to speak a
Macedonian diaect or by hisinterest in the world beyond Greece itself. Alexander was a man of the
world, certainly, but he was a man from Macedonian Greece. According to Arrian 2.14.4, Alexander

said this himself in aletter to the Persian king Darius:

Alexander sent areply to Darius by way of Thersippos, who went back with the Persian
envoys. Alexander’s letter states as follows: “Y our ancestors invaded Macedonia and the rest

of Greece, inflicting evils upon us without provocation...”

Here Alexander’s point seems clear—Macedonia was historically a part of Greece.


http://macedonia-evidence.org/

A widening academic consensus on this matter may be witnessed among the many signatories to
another epistle of more recent composition, addressed to President Barack Obama. That |etter, too,
cites history in order to show the connection between Macedonia and the rest of Greece. This unusual
appeal to an American leader arises from adecision by the United States to recognize as the * Republic
of Macedonia’, with al of its historic implications, what had previously been called the Former

Y ugoslav Republic of Macedonia, or Skopje. But why should a decision of thiskind stir a strong
reaction, particularly among ‘ivory-tower’ academics? Is not the new name just an economy of words?
Does not every nation have the sovereign right to adopt any name it chooses? Not redlly, for in many

cases claims follow names: historic, ethnic, and even territorial.

The crux lieslessin the politics of 2004, when aformer administration took this action, than in the
pages of awork whose title bears a date twenty years earlier. In George Orwell’ s 1984, penned in 1948
by an author aware of why words and ideas matter, the motto of Big Brother and his insidious Ministry
of Information highlights the dangers of historical distortion: Who controls the past controls the future;
who controls the present controls the past. Real power resides not in the technologies of war or
totalitarianism, but rather in that ancient invention of the Greeks called history. The past matters, and
more than most people in Orwell’ s world—or ours—may realize. The future surely fascinates us, but it
has no force. It merely waits while the past drives the present. On the train-tracks of time, the engine
has always been in the back, pushing rather than pulling. Thus, the past cannot be unhooked and
unheeded as so much dead weight. Nor can it be left in the hands of the wrong engineers. Whoever
controls the past determines the future, and that ultimately depends upon who in the present is shaping
the past. Parliaments? Pundits? Preachers? Poets? Presidents? Who controls the present must choose
carefully whom to trust with our past, else afalse and monstrous future may result. At the very least,
Mr. Presidents and Madam Secretaries and Peoples of the World, please consider carefully the contents

of this book and the credentials of those who have contributed to it.

Frank L. Holt



