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PANTELIS NIGDELIS

A Honorific Inscription from Amphipolis for
the Sappaean King Sextus Iulius Cotys

Plates 21-22

The presence of the last Sappaean kings and dynasts (see stemma on p. 149) in Amphipolis
was until recently known only from two inscriptions. The first is a funerary inscription com-
memorating a certain Philotimos, “servant of King Rhoemetalces™.! The other is carved on the
marble revetment of a pedestal for a statue offered to the city by a number of persons, among
them a Sappaean king whose name was also Rhoemetalces. The identity of the Rhoemetalces
named in the funerary inscription and of the persons listed in the votive inscription continues
to be the subject of much scholarly controversy and will be discussed at a later point.

New fuel was added to this debate, and in general to the study of the history of relations
between the Sappaean kings and the city of Amphipolis, by the discovery, in 1984, of a revet-
ment of a honorific statue base found in the city’s Gymnasium. Its text reads as follows (pl. 21):

MA A 24. Slab of fine-grained white marble 0.63 m high, 0.835 m long and 0.195
m thick. Broken only at the bottom right corner. All surfaces well worked and the
bottom face perfectly smooth. Two mortices and a tenon on the top face; one mortise
on the bottom. Front and sides end in projecting raised bands. Letter height 0.022 m,
line spacing 0.01 m.?

YéEtov Tovhov Kooy, Bucihéwg Pountdikov
e ’ / / \ /7
VOVOV, Baciiéng ITodépwvog kal factioong
IMvBodwpidog Buyarpidodv, Suvdotov Kdtvog
4 xai BaciMioong Tpveaivng vidv, Tov dpyiepéa
Kol dyovodémy tdv Zefootdv,
ol 4mo 10D yupvaciov véor mpootoTodvTog
Kvivtov Zrehiiov Odoneickov.

' See L. Laugier, Stéle funéraire de Philoteimos, in: S. Deschamps-Lequime, K. Charatzo-

poulou (éds), Au royaume d’Alexandre le Grand. La Macédoine antique, Paris 2011, 62 No. 6 :
OMbteog BacvAéog Powuntdixa / 30dhog / vmo The yovarkdg Moveong té[0appan vel -omtar].

2 The inscription is mentioned by: K. A. Aolapidn, Avackapéc ko Epsvvec ornv
Augpizmoin, PAAH 139 (1984) [1988] 38 No. 5; eadem, To Epyov tn¢ Apyaiodoyixric Eroupeiog
xard to 1984, Athens 1985, 24 No. 5; eadem, To lvuvdowo e Aupizoing, in: Mvijun A.
Aalapion. [T ket ydpe otnv Makedovia kat Opdkn, Thessaloniki 1990, 254 (SEG XL 522¢);
eadem, To I'vuvdoto tne Apyaios Aupizodng, Apyaoloykd épyo otn Mokedovia kot Opdxn 1
(1987) 316; A. Aalopidne, Aupirolis, Athens 1993, 67.
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The young men of the gymnasium who exercised under the supervision of Quintus
Spellius Vopiscus (erected this statue) in honour of Sextus lulius Cotys, high priest and
agonothetes of the Augusti, grandson of King Rhoemetalces, grandson on his mother’s
side of King Polemon and Queen Pythodoris, and son of King Cotys and Queen
Tryphaena.

The statue was erected by the young men of Amphipolis who exercised in the
gymnasium (oi 60 tod yvpvaciov véor),? to honour Sextus Iulius Cotys, high priest
and agonothetes of the imperial cult (Gpy1epeds kal dyovodétng 1OV Zefactdv) in the
city.* The explanation for the exceptional honour paid to him must be the great success
of the games he organised in his associated role of agonothetes. This would also explain
why the monument is dated by the name of the prostates, who was in charge of training
the young men for the games, rather than the gymnasiarch.’ Quintus Spellius Vopiscus
is otherwise unknown, but judging by his Latin gentilicium and cognomen, unattested
in Amphipolis®, he must have been a member of the city’s Italian community.’

This may be the first appearance of Quintus Spellius Vopiscus in the prosopography
of the city, but there is no ambiguity regarding the honoree, whose genealogy (parents
and grandparents) identifies him as Cotys IX, son of Queen Antonia Tryphaena (PIR?
A 900), daughter of Polemon I, King of Pontos, and Queen Pythodoris. The fact that
Queen Tryphaena is named here without her gentilicium is not surprising, for she is
mentioned in the same way in other Greek inscriptions as well as on coins of the
kingdom of Pontos, of which she was also queen.® Strabo tells us that Tryphaena
married Cotys VIII (PIR* C 1554), son of Rhoemetalces I (PIR*> R 67), king of all

3 For the meaning of this expression see P. Nigdelis, Mia exidoois sic EAaiov and v
Aupirodn ora téAn tov 2° ai. n.X. Haparnpriosic oto wiipioua SEG 30, 1980, 546, in:
lpaxticd rov A HaveAdijviov Exiypagixov Xovedpiov 22-23 Oct. 1999, Thessaloniki 2001, 98.

4 For another attestation of the same office see B. Kagravi{ic, Toropia tiic néiews
ZEppdv Kai TG TEPIPEPEIRS TNG (IO TOVS IPOITTOPIKOVS Jpdvovs uypt orjugpa), Athens 1967,
vol. 1 87 No. 15: oi véor/ ... apyepéo. ... kol dyovoBétny / kai thig Apemorert®dv torews, ... /
Tu(Béprov) Khavdiov Awyévoug 0ov // Kupiva Atoyévn ... (Serres, 1% half of the 1% century AD).

5 For the office of prostates in Amphipolis see SEG LI 787: ... ot véor / Amelhav
Awyévovg, / Tpootaticavta 0vTdv / Kol yopvastopyioavta &k /@v idiov (of AD 4/5), cf. SEG
XXXIII 501 (dated to AD 76/77 or 192/193). For his responsibilities see F. Queyrel, Inscriptions
et scenes figurées peintes, sur le mur de fond du xyste de Delphes, BCH 125 (2001) 333-387
here 372-374.

6 Nomen gentis and cognomen are not indexed in A. Tataki, The Roman Presence in
Macedonia. Evidence from Personal Names (Meletfipato 46), Athens 2006.

7 For the Italian community in Amphipolis see P. M. Nigdelis, P. Anagnostoudis, New
Honorific Inscriptions from Amphipolis, GRBS 57 (2017) 295-324, here 312-313.

8 See IGR IV 145 = SylP> 798 11. 18-19: ... 5£36x0on T SMpwr éanvicOar ... kol v
pntépo odtdv Tpdpowva ... See also the silver coins of the Kingdom of Pontos struck either in
the name of Tryphaena alone (dated to the regnal years 17 or 18) or in association with her son
king Polemon II. They bear two kind of legends, i.e. TPYOAINHX BAXIAIXXHX or
TPYOAINA BAZIAIZXEA; see A. Burnett, M. Amandry, P. P. Ripolles, Roman Provincial
Coinage, London 1992, vol. I (44 BC-AD 69) 568-569 No. 3807 and 3810-3812.
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Thrace.’ The marriage took place either circa 5 AD' or circa 12/13 AD.!! After the
death of the Thracian king Rhoemetalces I in AD 12/13, Augustus divided his kingdom
between his son Cotys VIII (PIR* C 1554) and his brother Rhescuporis III (PIR* R
60)."? In AD 19 the latter, unhappy with the division, seized and murdered his nephew
Cotys. Later that year Rhescuporis was exiled to Alexandria by the Senate, to which
Cotys’ widow, Tryphaena, had appealed for retribution for the murder of her husband;
in the end, Rhescuporis was killed while attempting to escape.'> These two deaths led
to a new distribution of the Thracian kingdom, the governance of which was assigned
to Rhoemetalces II (PIR? 1 517), the murderer’s son, and the young sons of Cotys VIII,
(by order of birth) Rhoemetalces III (PIR* R 68), Polemon II (PIR*1472) and Cotys IX
(PIR* C 1555), with the former praetor Trebellenus Rufus acting as their guardian
because they were minors.'* During this period they lived in Rome and were raised with
Caligula as his companions.'®> As a result, when Caligula ascended the throne of Rome,

he “restored them to the kingdoms which were theirs by right of descent from their

fathers and ancestors”,'® giving Thrace (or the southern part of it) to Rhoemetalces III,

Pontos to Polemon II, and Lesser Armenia along with a part of Arabia to Cotys IX.!”
The honorific inscription of Amphipolis raises two main questions: 1) What was the
relation between Sextus Iulius Cotys and Cotys IX? and 2) When was the inscription
written? In theory, it could be argued that it concerns another son of Tryphaena, but the
gentilicium Tulius borne by members of the Sappaean dynasty, specifically C. Iulius

®  Strabo 12.3.29.

10" See K. Clinton, N. Dimitrova, The last Thracian Kings: New Evidence, in: M. Slavova,
N. Sharankov (eds), Monuments and Texts in Antiquity and Beyond. Essays for the Centenary of
Georgi Mihailov (1915-1991) (Studia Serdicensia V), Sofia 2016, 90.

1" See V. Cojocaru, Once more about Antonia Tryphaina, Journal of Ancient History and
Archaeology 1 (2014) 15-20, here 19.

12 Tac., Ann. II 64.

13 Tac., Ann. I 65-67 and 111 38.

14 Tac. Ann. Il 67 Thraecia in Rhoemetalcen filium, quem paternis consiliis adversatum
constabat, inque liberos Cotyis dividitur; iisque nondum adultis Trebellenus Rufus praetura
functus datur qui regnum interim tractaret ... Rhescuporis Alexandriam devectus atque illic
fugam temptans an ficto crimine interficitur.

15 See IGR IV 145 = Syl 798 1l. 6-7: ... 1ovg Kdtvog 8¢ maidag Powntdixnv koi
ToAépova kol Kétov cuvipdgoung kai £taipoug Eantdt yeyo/votag,

16 See IGR IV 145 = Syl 798 1. 7: ... €ig 10¢ &k ma<tép>ov kol mpoydvev adTolg
dpeopévag dmokadéotaxey Bacirelac.

17" Cass. Dio 59.12.2 &v 8¢ to01e Zoaiue pév v t@v Truopoiov tdv ApdBmv, Kétui 88 v
¢ Appeviav v cpikpotépay kol peta todto kal Thg Apofiog tvd, @ te Pountdixkn ta tod
Kétvog kal IoAépmvt Td tod [orépmvog viel Ty matpday dpxhiv, yneioapévng on thg Bovlfg,
éyapicato. On the meaning of the expression 10 100 Kdtvog Clinton, Dimitrova, The last
Thracian Kings (n. 10) 91 argue that Rhoemetalces III should have received the southern part of
Thrace below Mt Haemus (including the Greek cities), like his father, and Rhoemetalces II,
Rascuporis’ son, the rest of Thrace. For sources relating to the last Sappaean dynasts see R.
Sullivan, Thrace in the eastern dynastic network, ANRW II 7.1 (1979) 207-211 and idem,
Dynasts in Pontos, ANRW 1I 7.2 (1980) 925-930 concerning Polemon’s kingship.
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Rhoemetalces 1 or II or even III, Iulius Polemon II and C. Iulius Rascus,'® strongly
suggests that the reference is to Cotys IX, whose full name is now proven to be Sextus
Tulius Cotys. Evidently this change of praenomen (all his relatives were Gaii) was made
in order to avoid confusion with his homonymous father Cotys VIII, who should be
also a Gaius Iulius.!® Interestingly the same praenomen and nomen gentis, i.e. Sextus
Tulius, occur also in a very fragmentary inscription erected by the city of Cyzicus and
the Italian community of that town in honour of Sextus Iulius [---].2° The latter is
undoubtly a member of the Sappaean dynasty, since Antonia Tryphaena is mentioned
in the same inscription. Sergey Saprykin restored the text in a way that identifies Sextus
Tulius with a brother of Rhoemetalces II, son of Rhescuporis III,?! unknown from other

18 The gentilicium Iulius is borne by the following Sappaean dynasts and kings: I) C. Iulius

Rhoemetalces see a) Brélaz, CIPh 1I. 1, No. 3: C(aio) Iulio Roeme[talci] / regi regis
Raescup/[o]/ris f(ilio) ... from Philippi; b) CIL VI = ILS 849: lulia Tyndaris / C(ai) luli regis
Rhoemetalces liberta ... from Rome; ¢) IG X 2 1, 133 1. 3-5: ... igpéwg kai dyw/[voBétov
Avdtokpd]topog Kaisapog 0eod viod ZeBactod / [[(afov) Toviiov Pown]tdikov ... from
Thessaloniki (restored by L. Robert, Les inscriptions de Thessalonique, RPh 48 [1974] 213-215)
and d) IG X 2 1, 32 1. 1-5: 1 méAig k[l ol cvpmpaypatevdpevot] / Popaioft, &mi iepémg Kol
dymvodé]/tov Adt[okpdropoc Kaicapog Bg]/od viod [0s0d ZePactod dvvdotov ?] Lofov /
‘TovAMov ‘Powuntdikov?] ... from Thessaloniki (restored by H. L. Hendrix, Thessalonicans
Honor Romans, Diss. Harvard, Cambridge 1984, 366-386). II) Tulius Polemon see e) P.Lond. 111
1178: ... éufa]p[wv]psite én’ &pod Cafm Tovile *Aviidye [@ Koppoymviic] Pacikel kai Tovile
ToAépovt t@ TIdvtov ... (imperial rescript from Claudius dated to AD 47) and III) C. lulius
Rhascus see f) N. M. Dimitrova, Theoroi and initiates in Samothrace. The epigraphical evidence
(Hesperia Supplement 37), Princeton 2008, 115-118 No. 46 = SEG LXI 704: ’Emi Baciréag ... /
Idiog "Todiog Pdo[kog] / Pown[tdr]kov [viog koi] / [Alviwv[ia Tpdeailva ... from
Samothrace. The identification of almost all the persons listed above is highly controversial. For
the persons attested in the first three sources see D. C. Braund, Rome and the Friendly King. The
Character of the Client Kingship, London 1984, 41-42 and recently A. Raggi, The First Roman
Citizens among Eastern Dynasts and Kings, in: T. Kaizer, M. Facella (eds), Kingdoms and
Principalities in the Roman Near East, Stuttgart 2010, 81-97, especially 92-94. For the
identification of Iulius Polemon of Pontos (item e) with Polemon II, son of Cotys, see Braund,
op. cit. 42 and 48 n. 17. Concerning C. Iulius Rhas[cus] (item f) see Clinton, Dimitrova, The last
Thracian Kings (n. 10) 90-94, who identify C. Iulius Rhascus with an otherwise unattested son
of Rhoemetalces II (PIR? 1 517) son of Rhescuporis and Pythodoris, daughter of Cotys VIII and
Tryphaena, while S. Kirov, Gaius [ulius Rhascos, ZPE 178 (2011) 215-220 argued that he was
the son of Rhoemetalces 111 (PIR? R 68).

19 Since in all probability his father, Rhoemetalces I, received Roman civitas from
Augustus; see Raggi, First Roman Citizens (n. 18) 94.

20 See J. Mordtmann, Zur Epigraphik von Kyzikos, MDAI (A) VI (1881) 4041 and F. W.
Hasluck, Inscriptions from Kyzikos, JHS 23 (1903) 91.

2l See S. Saprykin, On the History of the Pontic Kingdom under the Polemonides, VDI
(1993), 25-49 (in Russian), here 44: ‘0 Kv{iknvdv [3fipog kol ol mpaypat/sJudpevot &v Tt [mdret
Popaiot] / Zé€rov Todhov [Kétuv? ‘Pnokovmoipid]/og duvdotov Opa[k@dv vidv, viJ/ovov
[Kétvog?] kol Buyatr[pdodv Opa//k]dv duv[dotov Potunt[dikae, émi Pac]/iMoon[c (tod)
[T6vtov Avt]ov[iag Tpueail/vng, BasiAéwv] Bu[yatpdg ka]A untpdg ete. Since the honoree was
anephew of Tryphaena, one might consider for line 6 the restoration dvey10v (instead of &ri etc.).
The title Baoilicoa borne by Tryphaena necessitates a dating of the inscription after September
of AD 38 (the beginning of her co-regency with her son Polemon, king of Pontos). Concerning
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sources. The change of praenomen compared to that borne by other members of the
same dynasty who were Roman citizens is also noticeable in the nomenclature of other
dynastic families, e.g. the Polemonids.??> However, the reason(s) for the choice of the
specific praenomen Sextus by these two Sappaean dynasts is/are not clear.?

The date of the honorific inscription is determined by the reference to Tryphaena
as queen. Based on numismatic evidence we infer that the title refers to the period when
she was co-regent with her son Polemon II in Pontos, starting in September of AD 38
(first year of their co-regency AD 38-39).2% It must therefore be dated after September
of AD 38. The fact that Sextus Tulius Cotys is mentioned without his royal title should
not astonish us: in a dedicatory inscription from Cyzicus, where Tryphaena and her two
older sons Rhoemetalces and Polemon are named as queen and kings of Thrace and
Pontos respectively, Cotys appears again with no title.?> The likelihood is that in both
cases they refer to the interval between Caligula’s naming of Cotys as king of Lesser
Armenia and his ascending the throne, some months after his mother and his brother,
Polemon II, ascended theirs in September of AD 38,26 and evidently after he attained

the genealogy of the last Sappaeans see Clinton, Dimitrova, The last Thracian Kings (n. 10) 87
with n. 5, 89 with n. 19 and 93 with n. 36, whom I am following above. For another version see
the articles by M. Taceva, Corrigenda et addenda ad RIR (III, 1898: R 40-2, 50-52; 1l 2 1936:
C 1552-1554; 1V 2, 1966, J 517) pertinentia, Acta centri historiae Terra Antiqua 2 (1987) 210-
213 and eadem, The last Thracian Independent dynasty of the Rhascuporids, in: Studia in
honorem Georgii Mihailov, Sofia 1995, 459—469.

22 See for example the names of the two sons of M. Antonius Polemon I, son of King
Polemon I of Pontos (PIR? P 531) and Queen Pythodoris (PIR? P 1114): their full nomenclature
are M. Antonius Polemon II and L. Antonius Zenon.

2 Concerning changes of praenomen whithin a family/gens see O. Salomies, Die romischen
Vornamen. Studien zur romischen Namengebung (Commentationes Humanarum Litterarum 82),
Helsinki 1987, 250-252. In most of these cases the new praenomen was that of their maternal
grandfather or of an uncle. Given the freedom that existed in the choice of the Roman
nomenclature we cannot exclude other reasons for such a choice, e.g. the desire to honour a
Roman magistrate connected to the family.

24 For the starting year of her co-regency on the grounds of her and her son’s coinage see
RPC 1 (44 BC-AD 69) 567-569 and W. Leschhorn, Antike Aren (Historia-Einzelschriften 81),
Stuttgart 1993, 99-104.

25 See IGR 1V 147: [Moceddvi T]oOuiot yapiotipo[v] / ... dvardp[at] / [t]dr t[e
gaJuthi[c] kai Tdt toD viod Bacirém(c] Opd[knc] / [Plowntdikar tod Kdtvog kol tdv GSeApdv
avt[oD] / [Blacéng ITévto[v] IMo[A]éumvog kai Kdtvog 6[v]é/patt Aviavia Tpbeawa ... . Cf.
the remarks already made by F. W. Hasluck, An Inscribed Basis from Cyzicus, JHS 22 (1902)
131 and PIR? C 1555.

26 For this date see the bibliography of n. 24. Rhoemetalces III, the eldest of the three
brothers, is mentioned as Baciietq in the Athenian ephebic catalogue /G II? 1967 11. 1-5: ot
gonPedoavies &v 10 €nfl] / Paciéog Pountdika ve(wtépov) / dpyovtog éviawtdt ... see also
IG 112 2292 11. 27-29: éml ‘Pountdika ve(otépov) /[Tdiog] Kaisop ad[t]o/kpdtmp dvedei[ydn].
For his term of office as eponymous archon in the Athenian year AD 36/37, which implies that
he was proclaimed king by Caligula appr. in spring 37, see L. Robert, Deux epigrammes de
Philippe de Thessalonique, JS 1982, 139-162, here 145-146 and recently O. Thomas, Ephebes
Reunited. A New Edition of IG IP? 1967, ZPE 157 (2006) 71-76.
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the prescribed age for assuming his regal duties.”’” However, the date of the honorific
inscription can be more closely determined by using the evidence of a well-known
decree of Cyzicus honouring all Tryphaena’s sons (by birth order) as Bociieic.?® The
decree was passed on the 9" day of Thargelion, when Gaius Caesar was hipparchus
(®apyndvoc 0”, émi Ioiov Koicapog inndpyem<t>), a date which has been variously
calculated as the 9" of May in the year 37, 38 or 39.%° Of these, only the last is in fact
possible, since the honorific inscription from Amphipolis shows that Cotys IX was not
called Booiiedc until at least September of AD 38. Consequently the latter should be
dated some time between September of AD 38 and May of AD 39, undoubtly before
he ascended the throne of Lesser Armenia.*

The incription in honor of Sextus Iulius Cotys puts the other two available
inscriptions from Amphipolis attesting members of the Sappaean dynasty into a new
perspective. With regard to the identity of the Rhoemetalces mentioned in the funerary
inscription for the slave Philotimos, who was buried by his wife in Amphipolis, it has
been justly observed that it is difficult to know which Rhoemetalces was meant,
although judging by the lettering on the stele he must have been either Rhoemetalces
I1, son of Rhescuporis, or his cousin Rhoemetalces 111, son of Cotys VIII, both kings of
Thrace.?' Since we now know that Sextus Iulius Cotys was a magistrate of Amphipolis
and that Rhoemetalces III appears to have played an active role in the votive inscription
to be discussed in the following paragraphs, it seems probable that Philotimos belonged
to the household of the latter. Besides, on the available data at least there is no indication
that Rhoemetalces II had anything to do with the city, which is not surprising, since the
territory over which he and his family ruled did not border Macedonia but was located
in northeastern Thrace.? If this is the case, then the fact that the Rhoemetalces of the
funerary stele had the title of king justifies a dating between the spring of AD 37, when
he should have acquired that title,*> and AD 46, the year of his assassination by his
wife.

27 Being the youngest of the three brothers and having ascended his throne between

September of AD 38 and May of AD 39 (see in text) Cotys must have been born in AD 19 or 20,
while his maturity (18" year) would have taken place by the end of AD 37 or in the beginning of
AD 38.

B IGR IV 145 = Syl 798 11. 18-19: 8e86y0ar td dNpwt EnnvicOar pév tovg Pociielq
Poyuntdikny kal IMo/Aépova kol Kétov kel mv untépa adtdv Tpodeatva.

2 For the various suggestions see the review given by Clinton, Dimitrova, The last
Thracian Kings (n. 10) 90; they rightly date it to AD 39 on the basis of Polemon’s accession to
the throne of Pontos (September, AD 38).

30 Clinton, Dimitrova, The last Thracian Kings (n. 10) 96, conclude independently that
Cotys “presumably received his throne either late in 38 or (much more likely) in 39”.

31 See J. Papastavru, Amphipolis. Geschichte und Prosopographie (Klio Beiheft 57),
Leipzig 1936, 146 No. 88; V. Velkov, Zur Frage der Sklaverei auf der Balkan Halbinsel wihrend
der Antike, Geschichte und Kultur Thrakiens und Mésiens, Amsterdam 1988, 113—126, here 123;
Laugier, Stéle (n. 1); and Taceva, Rhascuporids (n. 21) 465 and n. 12.

32 See above n. 17.

33 See above n. 26.
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The second text is a votive inscription carved on the revetment of a pedestal for a
statue, which was found in the acropolis of Amphipolis in 1920 during operations to
bring to light an Early Christian church.3*

Its fragmentarily preserved text runs as follows (pl. 22):

[F-mmmmmm 1
[----- Ap]ueviog thg npootebeiong VO
[Taiov Kaioo]pog Zefactod N'eppavicod TToré-
4 [uov----- ] edoePng motnp ¥ kai TToAéuwmv
[------ eolrdtop ¥ kai PoyuntdAkng eiidkoicap

[- - =810 _ ] 1/ Apgumokert®dv molet 16 Ty
[- - - TpOG TOV] oikoV AOTAV £VVOLAV TE KOl TEWUV.

The inscription has been the subject of diverse and conflicting interpretations,
mainly because of the presence of two Polemons, for whom four different
identifications have been proposed: (1) the persons named are Polemon II, son of
Tryphaena and king of Pontos, and his otherwise unattested sons Polemon and
Rhoemetalces;*® (2) the two Polemons are M. Antonius Polemon, king of Olba, son of
Polemon I king of Pontos and Pythodoris, and his son;*® (3) the two Polemons are
Polemon and Marcus Antonius Polemon, son and grandson respectively of Antonius
Zenon, the brother of Polemon I;*7 (4) the reference is to the son and grandson of
Polemon I, making the first Polemon in the Amphipolis inscription (the ‘pious father’)
M. Antonius Polemon I, the Antonius Polemon philopator of coins minted in Laodicea
circa 5 BC, and the second (the [philo]pator) M. Antonius Polemon II, king of Olba, to
whom the Romans assigned part of Armenia in AD 60.3

Two observations that have not to date received the attention they merit put the
discussion on a firmer footing. Specifically, a) part of the top of the slab has been
removed to enable it to be re-used,*® and b) the Rhoemetalces who is called philocaesar

3% E. Tlehexidng, Avaokapai kai &psvvar év Aupindier, PAAH 1920, 88 fig. 1 (REG 37
[1924] 348; SEG 111 498); P. Collart, P. Devambez, Voyage dans la région du Strymon, BCH 55
(1931) 181-184 No. 11 (Bull. ép. 1948, 181); Ch. Edson, Notebook, No. 781; Kagravtiig,
Toropia tii¢ Zdlews Zeppav ... (n. 4) No. 653. Cf. Papastavru, Amphipolis (n. 31) No. 70, 7,
Sullivan, Pontos (n. 17) 929; V. P. Jajlenko, Polémon, roi d’Arménie, PBH 92 (1981) 168178
(SEG XXXI1 620 and Bull. ép. 1982, 214); Taceva, Corrigenda (n. 21) 211; Saprykin, History of
the Pontic Kingdom (n. 21) 26-29; Tadeva, Rhascuporids (n. 21) 464-465; PIR*> R 68; P. J.
Thonemann, Polemo, Son of Polemo, EA 37 (2004) 144-150, here 146-147 (SEG LIV 598).

35 See Sullivan, Pontos (n. 17) 929. Cf. Papastavru, Amphipolis (n. 34) 144: “Sie konnen
entweder Sohn und 2 Enkel eines der 3 Briider, die der Ehe des Konigs Cotys (VIII) mit der
Antonia Tryphaena entsprangen, sein oder — weniger wahrscheinlich — Kinder des Rhoemetal-
kes II., der mit deren Schwester Pythodoris der Jiingeren vermahlt war”.

36 See Jajlenko, Polémon, roi d’Arménie (n. 34) 168-178.

37 See Saprykin, History of the Pontic Kingdom (n. 21) 26-29.

38 See Thonemann, Polemo (n. 34) 146-147.

3 See Collart, Devambez, Voyage (n. 34) 181. The observation is corroborated by the
inspection we carried out.
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(pékarcap) in the 5™ line is an easily identifiable person: his title permits us to
identify him as the Rhoemetalces philocaesar who holds the same title in a list of
stephanophoroi in Chios;* all the scholars who have specialised in the Sappaean
dynasty argue that the Rhoemetalces in that list is none other than Rhoemetalces III,
son of Cotys VIII, king of Thrace and older brother of Cotys IX.*! This last observation,
together with the reference to Caligula (1. 3), means that the inscription must be dated
before January of AD 41 (the date of Caligula’s death), and consequently the persons
named before Rhoemetalces could be his brothers and an otherwise unattested nephew
bearing his brother’s name, i.e. Polemon.

This new framework, taken together with a) the fact that the beginning of the text
of the inscription has been lost and b) the inscription honouring Sextus Iulius Cotys,
allow us to formulate an hypothesis regarding the time when this public monument was
erected and the persons involved: because of Cotys VIII and Tryphaena’s family’s close
connection with Amphipolis, which is attested in the three inscriptions,* the three
brothers made a joint offering to the city, probably on the occasion of the proclamation
of the youngest of them, Sextus Iulius Cotys, as king of Lesser Armenia, which for that
reason was named right at the beginning of the text. If this hypothesis holds true, the
votive inscription should be also dated between September of AD 38 and May of AD
39, but this time after Cotys IX ascended the throne of Lesser Armenia. In that case the
inscription should be completed as follows:

[ZéEtog Tovhog Kdtvog vidg Kdtug Pacirenc]
[Mukpac Ap]ueviag Thc Tpootedeiong Dmd
[Toaiov Kais]apog Zefactod I'epuovikod, oke-
pov Bacirev] evoePng motnp ¥ koi Moréuwv
10¢ pAo]rdTmp ¥ kol Pountdikng eiidkoicap
Baciredc] Th Apgurodertdv ndAel S v

1pdG TOV] otkov adTAV eBvOLdV Te Kol TEWRV.

[
[
[
[

With the same time and event might be connected another very fragmentarily
perserved inscription of Amphipolis whose texts could be restored as follows:*

40 See SEG XVII 381 c. I1.1 [---]n Ztpod0ig/ [Buciieds Poluuntdikag / [vacat gd]koicop.
Cf. Mouseion 1876, 36 No. 149 Anoldviog Anoloviov, otepavnedpog / [dr]odeydeig el Tov
EVI0TOV TOV peta ote/eavnedpov Baciiée Pountdikny ...

41 See e.g. Sullivan, Thrace (n. 17) 210, although in Pontos (n. 17) 929 he argues that he
should be an otherwise unknown son of Polemon II; Taceva, Rhascuporids (n. 21) 464-465;
Taceva, Corrigenda (n. 21) 211; Robert, Deux epigrammes (n. 26) 145 and Kirov, Gaius lulius
Rhascos (n. 18) 218.

4 See particularly the wording of the inscription: T/ Apguoiertdv wdérer 10 v / [mpog
TOV] olkov oD@V ebvordv e kol Teyiv.

43 The fragment was found in Amphipolis and published by D. Hereward, Inscriptions from
Amorgos, Hagios Eustratios and Thrace, Palaeologia (Kyoto) 14.2 (1968) here 142—-143 No. 13,
plat. 15 = SEG XXV 714. The editors of SEG suggest the following text: [--- Appeviog tfig
npoc]tede[iong ---] / [--- Telppav[ikod ---] / [--- eihdékonclap koi[---] / [--- v &ig avtd]v
gbv[owav ---]; Jajlenko, Polémon, roi d’Arménie (n. 34) 172-173 restores the text differently:
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[------- Apueviog T Tpoo]tede[iong - - - - - - - - - ]
[0m0 [afov Kofoapoc ZePactod I'e]ppov[ikod - - - - - ]
[----mmmm - e\dkac]ap koi[- - - - - - - - - ]
[------- 310 TV TS TOV otkov adTd]v ebv[otay - -]

Sextus Iulius Cotys’ assumption of the office of high priest and agonothetes of the
imperial cult in a Greek city outside Thrace was not an isolated instance. On the
evidence we have it is the second known case of a member of the dynasty actively
supporting the imperial cult, the first being Gaius Iulius Rhoemetalces, who is
mentioned in a votive inscription from Thessaloniki concerning the post mortem gift
— perhaps an unguentarium — of a Thessalonian named Poplius Cer[renius?]: it was
dedicated to the city and its youth “when [Gaius Iulius Rhoemeltalces, the dynast, was
priest of the cult of Augustus” in Thessalonica.** It was Louis Robert who suggested
the relevant restorations, identified the dynast with Rhoemetalces II and dated the
inscription to the “premier tiers du I siécle” on the grounds of some prosopographical
data concerning magistrates mentioned in it.*> A few years later, again on the basis of
prosopographical observations, loannis Touratsoglou argued that the inscription should
be dated to AD 35-39 and the Thracian dynast identified as Rhoemetalces 111.4° If this
identification is accepted,? then, given that Rhoemetalces is described as ‘dynast’, the
date of the inscription can be narrowed to AD 35-37, since Rhoemetalces appears as
basileus in the afore mentioned Athenian list of ephebes in the spring of the year 37.4
This view is further supported but not proved definitely by the fact that the evidence to
date suggests that, of the later Sappaeans, only Tryphaena and her children embraced
the imperial cult. Tryphaena served as priestess of Livia (Sebaste Neikephoros) in
Cyzicus in the reign of Tiberius as informs us the rationale of a city’s decree in her

Bootedg Appeviag tiic mpoc]tede[iong] / [vnd Tafov Kaicapog Zefactod I'e]puovikod] /
TTolépov kol ‘Poyntdikng piidkas]ap kol [---] / [--- 81 Thv 1pdg OV otkov adtd]v edv[oway --
-]. Unfortunately I was not able to locate the stone either in Amphipolis’ or in Kavala’s Museum.

4 See IG X 2 1, 133: [#tovg v kai v kal v] v ZePaoctod. / [t0 dhemtipiov(?) Thi mdret] kol
t0lg veols I(6mhog) Kep/[priviog(?) (cognomen) kaltd Swbfknv igpémg kol dyw/[vobitov
Avtoxpd]ropog Kaisapog 0£0d viod Zefactod / [I'(aiov) Toviiov Poym]rdikov duvdstov ... etc.

4 See Robert, Les inscriptions (n. 18) 210-215 against Edson’s interpretation. If the
restoration of /G X 2 1, 32 suggested by Hendrix, Thessalonicans (n. 18) is correct, it would
imply that Rhoemetalces hold the office for another year.

4 See J. Touratsoglou, Die Miinzstiitte von Thessaloniki in der rémischen Kaiserzeit (32/31
v. Chr. bis 268 n. Chr.), Berlin 1988, 11 and n. 41 (= SEG XXXVIII 691). Working further the
idea of Robert (see previous note) he notices that names such Tadpog Tavpov 6 kai Phyrog and
Tadpog Applog 6 xai Phyrog in IG X 2 1, 126 and T. Méupiog Zdowog in its contemporary /G
X 21, 133 premise “die Anwesenheit des P. Memmius Regulus als legatus Augusti pro praetore”
in the joint province of Moesia—-Macedonia—Achaia. According to F. Papazoglou, Gouverneurs
de Macedoine, ZAnt 29 (1979) 227-249, here 234-236 Regulus’ term of office in Balkans lasted
between AD 35 and 39.

47 See PIR*> R 68 p. 66 and Clinton, Dimitrova, The last Thracian Kings (n. 10) 88,
expressing doubts.

4 See above n. 26.

—r—
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honor (... MaBodoa wapd Thc Térenc ispnteiov avti[c] ...).* She together with her two
older sons also organised games there associated with the cult of Aphrodite Drusilla,
Caligula’s deified sister, as is described in the afore-mentioned decree of AD 39 (...
GLVIEPOVPYNGOV/TEG KOl GuveopTdoovte Tht pntpl, dmrelodon tovg thg Bedc véog
Appodeitne Apovsiiing dydvag ...).>° What reasons the last members of this dynasty
might have had for pursuing such activities on the soil of cities in Macedonia is an
interesting question, but must be the subject of another article.”!

Aristotle University of Thessaloniki Pantelis Nigdelis
School of History and Archaeology

54124 Thessaloniki, Greece

pnigdeli@hist.auth.gr

4 See IGRIV 144 11. 4, cf. 11. 13-17.

S0 See IGRIV 145 =Syl 798 11. 11-12.

31 See my article Last Sappaean Kings and cities in Roman Macedonia, in the Proceedings
of the International Symposium “The Black Sea Region in the Context of the Roman Empire” 5—8
May 2016, (forthcoming).



149

A Honorific Inscription from Amphipolis

(av 9p+) deey] xa1
111 $92[L3aWw0Yy snin|

aoyed[oiyd] owsjog
SSST D NI TLY 1 ¥Id
SLIOUTJA] SBIUULTY X3 1Juod 32 JEI[I) X1
X1 $£30) sninj sn3xag { @ owsod sninj
006 V dId
uod euidai
smyeand ouaz euseydfip eluojuy o (QV 61+) INIA $£30D
PITLd dId 1€5d ld
nuog euidai odsog 32 1juod xa1
suopoy3hd ® ] owajod

"1 UQ9S
(Snoseyy snim
LIS 1 ¥1d b ‘c661 unjkides
STRILL 8V AL¥OI

11 suopoyahd oo || seoejowsoyy snyny [ sA3o0D] sniny sn3xag

09 ¥ NId
SeIRIYL X1

eIy oo (AV 6T+) 111 sHodnosayy

654 AId
(09 T1+) 11 sHodnosayy ous

€610 Id
vy o Asfo)

H ON_USSH Xaa
1A 11A $830)

snoseyy [ swodnosayy

_|<L

1A s£300



Tafel 21

zu P. Nigdelis, S. 139
Revetment of a honorific statue base



Tafel 22

zu P. Nigdelis, S. 145
Revetment of a pedestal for a statue





