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Preface

Sis felicior Augusto, melior Traiano - ‘be more lucky than Augustus [and] better than Trajan’.
This formula, uttered during the inauguration of the new ruler in the late Empire, recall
the times of happiness and stability of the Roman state. Trajan was considered as one of the
best emperors, who not only expanded the borders of the Empire but also supported society
through various monetary donations and founded new architectural structures.! Despite this,
we have an insufficient number of historical sources to enable us to accurately reflect all the
events, policies, or decisions of the ruler within the Empire. Usually, individual aspects of
important military events of that period are analysed, i.e. the Dacian wars or the Parthian
campaign, and thus the territories related to them.? Less attention is paid to the politics,
organisation, and culture of other individual regions. One of the best sources from the time
of Trajan is the correspondence of Pliny the Younger, who was the governor of Bithynia and
Pontus, concerning the administration and finances of the province.’ However, this is not an
adequate source to allow us exhaustively to recreate the financial and monetary policy of
the province. Provincial coinage is a very complicated issue, with a number of phenomena,
such as the lack of a uniform monetary system or the diversified nature of the coins (e.g.
pseudo-autonomous and colonial coinage, coins struck by koinon or neocorate). Moreover,
together with the local currency, coins issued in the capital’s mint were also circulated.* Thus,
a colourful, dynamic and, at first glance, quite chaotic image of provincial coinage appears,
which, however, was subject to certain rules, although not necessarily known or recognisable
today.

The aim of this work, based on a doctoral dissertation, is a detailed analysis of the Roman
provincial coinage of Bithynia and Pontus during the reign of Trajan (98-117) based not
only on numismatic material, but also on other source categories. It will allow us to recreate
as much as possible the coinage policy of individual cities, culture, and religion in various
centres during this period, as well as contacts and relations among the local communities.

Determining the coinage policy in a given area is accompanied by anumber of questions related
to the authorities and decision-making regarding coin production, reasons, possibilities,
organisation of the mint, ore, number, metrological parameters, images, circulation, and,
ultimately, deposit.> So far, general analyses of all provinces in the Roman period have been
mainly made,® but each of them should be viewed as a separate organism in order to try to
understand the local nature of individual phenomena. So far, a lot of research has been focused
on provinces such as Asia, Syria, Judea, and Egypt. Much less attention, despite its important
location, was given to Bithynia and Pontus during the Roman period.

What was the coinage policy in Bithynia and Pontus during the reign of Trajan, between 98-
117? What was the influence of the central intervention on local production, the status of

Plin. Pan. 12-13, 29, 51; Bennett 1997 (2015): 19, 123.

Cf. Dubicki 2013; Ellithorpe 2017; Lepper 1946 (2013).

Plin. Ep. X; Debinski et al. 2017.

Butcher 1988: 9-13; Heuchert 2005: 29-56; Zajac 2017c.
Butcher 1988: 23. Cf. Amandry, Burnett et al. 1992; 1999; 2015.
Cf. Butcher 1988; Katsari 2011.
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the cities, trade, cult, and the army? Did the neighbouring provinces, such as Thrace, Asia,
and Cappadocia, and their cities, have any influence on the coinage in Bithynia and Pontus?
Could an imperial branch have functioned in these areas? What was the monetary production
in local centres? Have the cities within the provinces entered a kind of monetary union? In
which years and from what ores were the individual coins minted? What was their number
and how many dies for their production can we distinguish? How important were imperial
coins for monetary policy and the provincial market? Were these issues a model of some of
the provincial coins minted in Bithynia? What was the meaning of the images on the coins?
What do the coin finds say about the circulation in a given region? The aim of this study is
to try and answer the above questions, and thus to define the various aspects of the coinage
policy in Bithynia and Pontus during the reign of Trajan.

The chronological framework of the discussed issue focuses mainly on the period of the
emperor’s reign, between 98 and 117, however, when completing some aspects, it is necessary
to refer also to other periods. In order to more precisely define the reasons and rhythm of
production, the denominations minted at that time, or the meaning of the presented effigies,
it is necessary to trace previous traditions both in the local areas and in individual centres.
Thus there will be reference to provincial issues of Bithynia and Pontus from the Julio-
Claudian and Flavian dynasties, and in the case of the cults and beliefs worshiped, to the
Hellenistic period, the reign of the Mithridatic dynasty, and even to earlier times related to
colonisation. To complete the cultural and religious context reflected to some extent on the
coins, other categories of sources were used, including historical, epigraphic and material
ones, such as figures, sculptures and architectural remains. Many of these have a broader
chronological framework (e.g. terracotta figurines dating from the Hellenistic period), or we
are unable to determine their exact dating (e.g. inscriptions from the 2nd or 3rd centuries). To
examine the popularity of the motif and its repetition on coins of similar size, the issues also
minted in earlier and later periods of the reign of individual emperors were traced.

In terms of territory, the discussed issues concern the areas of Bithynia and Pontus, i.e. the
northern part of Anatolia and the southern shores of the Black Sea, as a Roman province in the
administrative context. In the time of Trajan, it then included a small part of Thrace, where
Byzantium was located, then Bithynia, the northern part of Paphlagonia, and a small, western
part of Pontus.” The individual cities are also discussed in this order in the chapter about
mints. Other aspects discussed were analysed according to the order adopted in the study
of Roman Provincial Coinage (2015), with emissions without ethnic with uncertain attribution
described at the end of the chapters, after the review of coins from other cities. For the sake
of clarity of the issues raised, an exception is made for the coins from Apamea Myrlea and
Sinope, analysed in terms of the Latin legends. It is also worth emphasising that the traditions
of individual regions and cities were not limited only to the administrative borders of the
provinces, which were undergoing changes. Hence, the research material was subjected to
comparative analyses with neighbouring centres located within other provinces, such as
Thrace, Asia, and Galatia and Cappadocia.

One should pay attention to the name of the province, which in various writings and studies is
referred to as Bithynia, Bithynia and Pontus, or Pontus and Bithynia. Epigraphic sources from

7 Plin. Ep. X; Amandry, Burnett et al. 2015: 118-154; Rémy 1986: 65.



the middle and end of the 1st century show that the official form of the name at that time was
Pontus and Bithynia, despite the larger part of the province belonging to Bithynia. In several
inscriptions, as well as from the historical records of Tacitus and Cassius Dio, a colloquial
reference only to Bithynia appeared. In turn, in most epigraphic sources, dated to the end of
the 2nd and into the 3rd century, the form of the name used at that time was Bithynia and
Pontus.? It is also worth noting that in the correspondence of Pliny there is a reference to the
latter.’ In modern studies, this form is very often used, with some researchers also referring to
the official name of Pontus and Bithynia. In this case, due to the correspondence of Pliny, the
name of the province was adopted as Bithynia and Pontus. It should also be emphasised that
the work sometimes includes colloquial references to the name of the province or geographic
country within which a given town was located. In the case of individual modern Turkish
names of cities, provinces or districts, the original spelling was left. The legends placed on the
coins in the work, both in Greek and Latin, as well as the individual nicknames of the emperor,
remain in the original, with their translation and meaning discussed in a separate chapter.

All dates quoted in the work referring to times before Christ are abbreviated ‘BC’. The
exceptions in this case are the dates in parentheses relating to the reigns of rulers or historical
events. The rest of the dates written without marking are Anno Domini (AD).
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Introduction

Roman provincial coinage differed from units issued in Rome (the so-called imperial coinage).
Due to the lack of a uniform system, the nominal, typological and iconographic diversity, it
still requires detailed research that can provide much information on the economy, politics,
or tradition in a given region. Research on Roman provincial coinage is developing very
dynamically, among others, thanks to the international project The Roman Provincial Coinage
(RPC), coordinated by the University of Oxford. The project is aimed at creating a complete
catalogue of provincial issues minted in the area of the Roman Empire.!

Provincial coins initially co-existed in some catalogues with Roman imperial issues.? They
were also partly the subject of studies in the Greek coinage from individual regions and cities,
published in the Die antiken Miinzen Nordgriechenlands series (1898-1935), then its re-issued
version Griechisches Miinzwerk (from 1956), or as part of the Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum
project (from 1930). Provincial emissions were also included in articles and studies, inter alia
those of F. de Saucy,’ J. Rouvier,* N.A. Moushmov,’® and F. Imhoof-Bliimer.°

So far, several different issues related to provincial coinage have been addressed. Among
them, we can distinguish monographic studies of some mints, such as Caesarea in Cappadocia,’
Antioch in Syria,® or Byzantium in Thrace.” Various categories of coins were analysed, such
as cystophores or pseudo-autonomous coins,!® as well as the monetary structure in the
provinces.! Provincial issues were also published as part of developed museum collections
and finds from archaeological sites, thus drawing attention to possible aspects of coin
circulation.'? Moreover, in many cases individual features of the issues have been analysed,
such as denominations and iconography.®®

Due to the chronology of the issue under consideration, the state of research on the period of
Trajan’s rule should be mentioned. As much as possible, some events are recreated, however,
there are still many gaps and blank spots. This is due to the small number of historical sources,
including the Panegyric and the correspondence of Pliny the Younger, book 68 of Roman
History of Cassius Dio, and the speeches written by Dio Chrysostom.* Some of the activities
related to the Parthian campaign are described in a fragmentary work, Parthica, by Arrian

Cf. Roman Provincial Coinage online - https://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uk/project/ Access: from May 2018 to January
2022.
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of Nicomedia.”® Tacitus only mentions the prosperity and security of the Nerva and Trajan
epochs, without giving more specific information about the periods concerned.'® Because
of this lack of information in historical works, archaeological research, and epigraphic and
numismatic materials are becoming an inseparable source of reconstruction.

The times of Trajan have, of course, been the subject of research, e.g. R. Paribeni, J. Bennett,
and K. Strobel.”” They are general and basic studies that compile, characterise, and organise
individual events and activities during the emperor’s reign. Trajan’s war campaigns and
military successes are of great interest to scholars. The wars with the Dacians have been
analysed by many, e.g. A.S. Stefan, M. Schmitz, A. Dubicki, and W. Kelso.’ In turn, the Parthian
campaign was discussed by F.A. Lepper and J.M. Schlude.” Of course, it should be emphasised
that the above aspects have also been referenced many times as, inter alia, analogies or objects
of analysis in other studies concerning, for example, politics, propaganda, architecture, or art,
which, due to the topic in hand, cannot be listed here.

In publications relating to the reign of Trajan, or provincial administration during this
period, an inseparable and widely quoted source is the correspondence between Pliny the
Younger and the emperor, regarding the needs and finances of the provinces of Bithynia and
Pontus. It is one of the few and very valuable accounts that is the basis for further research
on the life and functioning of this region, or on Trajan’s policy itself. There have been many
studies on the correspondence itself,” including analyses that undermine the authenticity
of the work.? The interpretation of the work remains another issue. G. Woolf emphasised
that Pliny’s correspondence reflects the views of the Latin-speaking audience and the elites
managing the provinces, thus reflecting ‘the outline of the ideology of Roman power’. Letters
were a propaganda tool, creating the positions of the ideal ruler and governor, caring for
society.” Bearing in mind the given aspects, it was limited only to providing information on
individual projects in the centres, as well as to the phenomenon itself, related in this case to
central intervention, which was considered, among others, by G. Salmeri.?* The credibility of
the source and the various views of Pliny have also not been analysed in this present study.

In the case of research on the numismatics of this period, Trajan’s imperial coinage was very
well developed,” being characterised by a systematised structure, continuation of nominal
units from the years of the previous rulers, and diligence in titles and images related to the
emperor’s ideological trends. As for Trajan’s provincial coins, they have been included in the
catalogues of major publications.? Currently, the most up-to-date study of the issue from this
period is the third volume of Roman Provincial Coinage.” Due to the amount of material and
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type of publication, the analysis of the coinage in individual cities and provinces is a general
study that highlights the main and most important aspects. Moreover, compared to the reign
of the next emperor, Hadrian (117-138), the minting activity in Trajan’s time is sometimes
marginalised. The provincial coins of Bithynia and Pontus were included in the catalogues
of older studies, however, no more detailed regional analyses were undertaken. One of the
basic publications on this issue is the work of W.H. Waddington, T. Reinach and E. Babelon,?
which was one of the first catalogues on the areas of Bithynia and Pontus, compiling coins
from different centres and periods. Each town’s history is briefly given. Coins of Bithynia
and Pontus were also found in various museum inventories.”” Monetary activity associated
with of some of them was also the subject of several monographs (Byzantium, Sinope®)
and articles (Apamea Myrlea, Prusias, Nicomedia, Amisus®!). The attribution of some coins
or countermarks was also considered.”? Coins from museum collections in northern Turkey,
issues related to numismatics and epigraphy in the Roman period or individual iconographic
motifs were developed as part of several Bachelor’s, Master’s and Doctoral dissertations.”

Until now, Bithynia has been the subject of several analyses in terms of organisation and
administration, urbanisation, and the economy of the province,* however these are general
studies of the entire Roman period or a selected city. There was also interest in the society
within the region and local elites.”® Tradition, geography, and individual artefacts from the
provinces have been the subject of much research by Ch. Marek,* in turn, the economy of
Nicomedia, but also the coinage of the region, was considered in the works of H. Giiney.”” It
should also be emphasised that the areas of Pontus have often been far more discussed than
the areas of Bithynia.*® No detailed research has been undertaken so far analysing various
aspects of the coinage of this region, such as, e.g., production or iconography, for the period of
Trajan’s reign. Moreover, the discussed issues were supplemented by other source categories,
including inscriptions; these have made it possible to obtain a broader perspective, allowing

for the explanation of individual phenomena.

A very important stage of this current research involved museum and library queries, enabling
the collection of material used for analyses. Mainly collections in Europe and Turkey were
visited. Individual issues from various studies, archaeological research reports and auctions
were also collected. On this basis, fourteen mints, issuing bronze coins, were distinguished
during the reign of Trajan. The individual centres and their emissions have been elaborated
in terms of chronology, production, denominations, placed images, legends, and circulation.
The coins without ethnic and with uncertain attribution, prototypes of some Bithynia and
Pontus issues, and pseudo-autonomous coins were also studied. The next step was to take into
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account other source categories, i.e. epigraphy, iconography or historiography, which shed
more light on the possible monetary situation in the province.

In terms of the contents of this present study, the first chapters briefly describe the times of
Trajan and the financial policy pursued, as well as the organisation of the province and the
delegation of Pliny the Younger to Bithynia and Pontus. Then, the history of the region and
individual cities are discussed, along with annotations to Pliny the Younger and the problems
he raised. In addition, due to other issues, such as the tradition present in a given area, or
circulation, and thus finds and possible analogies, the state of the archaeological research in
individual cities was also briefly discussed.

One of the problematic issues in provincial coinage is the chronology of individual coins. It was
typical and frequent to place portraits of a ruling emperor on the obverses, which allows for
fairly wide dating of the given issues. One should also remember those pseudo-autonomous
emissions that lack any portrait of the emperor.** Roman imperial coins were probably the
prototypes of some of the images of the ruler placed on the obverse of the coins of Bithynia
and Pontus in the time of Trajan. For the times of interest to us, four chronological periods
can be distinguished in connection with the nicknames given to the emperor. However, to
define the chronology of Trajan’s emission a little more precisely, Strack, and then Woytek,
developed a method of more precise dating based on the changes of the portrait.* So far,
this method has not been used for a slightly more precise dating of provincial coins, due
to the different style of engravers and the individual character of the images. However, a
more detailed analysis of the issue from this period shows regularities that may confirm the
copying of portraits from imperial coins (underlined and distinct physiognomic elements
corresponding to possible prototypes or elements of clothing). On this basis, attempts were
made to determine the individual issues struck a little more precisely, as well as to specify the
period of the mint’s operation.

Other issues discussed were the denominations of individual coins, and their recognition and
assignment to the values adopted in the general provincial system. Possible adaptations of the
imperial system were also considered, as well as certain traditions related to placing a given
image on coins of a certain size.

An important subject of the work involves the legends and effigies on coins of Bithynia and
Pontus in the times of Trajan. The first issue was analysed in terms of the content posted and
its record. In turn, attempts were made to look at the issues of images as much as possible,
both from the point of Roman and local tradition, indicating more civic motifs, related to the
propaganda of the Empire, or reflecting the regional character associated with the current
cult. For this purpose, other categories of artefacts have also been compiled, which may prove
the presence of a given tradition in the centre or its nearby areas. It is worth paying attention
to the epigraphic and historical-geographical researches within these regions, which were

*  Amandry, Burnett et al. 2015: 857-858; Heuchert 2005: 47-48.
0 strack 1931: 26-29; Woytek 2010: 55-73. The imperial portrait considered also by Besombes 2008; Etienne and
Rachet 1984; Hill 1970.
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undertaken from the mid 19th century,** and which are still prominent in the work leading
Turkish specialists.”?

Chapter 2 looks at possible prototypes of motifs placed on coins, which could indicate a certain
degree of city integration. Kraay has suggested the presence of a coinage centralisation system
in the province, which could be reflected in a similar denomination structure, ore structure,
images, legends, and die-links, and the existence of a specific currency in circulation. The
individual coins in Bithynia and Pontus show some similarities, but not in all respects, thus
contradicting a strict system of centralisation, and pointing to some kind of integration
between the centres.” It should be borne in mind that cities often competed for status to
gain benefits (in Bithynia and Pontus, the rivalry between Apamea and Prusa, or Nicaea and
Nicomedia).* So where does the integration in a given period come from? It can be noticed
that some of the images placed on the coins, reproduced in various places, reflected a certain
character of the Roman tradition rather than the local culture. The source of some effigies on
the reverse of the coins issued locally in Bithynian centres during the Trajan period, indicating
a certain integration, are Roman imperial issues minted between 80-82 in the imperial mint
located in Thrace or Bithynia.*

One of the more interesting categories of coins struck in Bithynia and Pontus in the time of
Trajan are the coins without the ethnic identifying the mint. Based on, inter alia, effigies,
denominations, legends, traditions of various centres, or countermarks, attempts were made
to assign individual coins to possible cities.

Pseudo-autonomous coins are also discussed separately, which, due, inter alia, to the lack of
a portrait of the emperor, it is not known whether they were minted precisely in this period,
and which can be attributed to the times of Trajan due to the similar style of execution or the
repetition of motifs. In this case, it is mainly the issues struck at Amastris, Sinope, and Amisus.

An important stage of the research was the analysis of production in various localities, during
which the earlier periods of coin production and the ore used were indicated. The number
of dies and possible links are specified. On this basis, attempts were also made to estimate,
for some centres, as much as possible, the number of minted coins of a given issue. For this
purpose, the Carter method was used to estimate the presumed original number of dies. The
obtained result was compared with the possible number of coins from one die, that is c. 15,000,
assumed by the author. It should be emphasised, however, that there is currently no certain
position on this issue.* Different scientists take a different number, depending on various
factors. This topic is discussed in more detail in Chapter 8. Moreover, on some coins various
countermarks were placed, the possible provenance and the reasons for which were tried to
be determined.

4 Ainsworth 1842; 1855: 235-241; Dérner 1941; Hirschfeld 1883; 1888; Kalinka 1933; Mendel 1900; Mordtmann 1887:
168-183; Perrot, Guillaume and Delbet 1872; Robert 1937. Cf. Weissové 2017: 56-65, tab. 7.

2 Akyiirek Sahin 2012a; 2012b; Avcu and Dogan 2014; Onur 2014; Oztiirk 2010a; 2010b; 2013b; 2013c; 2016a; Oztiirk,
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The subject of circulation in the areas of Bithynia and Pontus was also discussed, but it should
be looked at a bit wider than just the Trajan period, due to the possible longer circulation and
use than the times analysed. On the basis of various finds and coins from the local museum
collections, attempts were made to present the possible functioning of individual issues in
the province.

The research problem undertaken is an important subject of scientific consideration regarding
the monetary policy in the territories of Bithynia and Pontus during the Roman Empire, and
has not been analysed in detail so far. Due to the large variety of both denominations and
types of coins, it is very difficult to specify or capture certain phenomena that are obvious to
the inhabitants of a given region, but not so clear in the modern world. The provincial coinage
is not a simple issue, therefore scientific theses should be formulated very carefully. Research
on this issue is developing quite dynamically; previously they were not undertaken on such
a large scale. It should be emphasised that the discussed issue is not only a local view on the
mint production of a given region, but also a broader view on the importance of imperial coins
in the monetary circulation of the province and the impact on local units, which has not been
analysed in detail before. Considering all the above aspects, confronting and supplementing
them with other source categories will allow us, as much as possible, to reflect the coinage
policy in Bithynia and Pontus of the Trajan period.
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