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ABSTRACT

IDENTITY IN PONTUS FROM THE ACHAEMENIDS THROUGH THE
ROMAN PERIOD

G ¢ rSelin
Master 6 s T h 8e#tlenrent Arch aeology

Supervisor: Prof . Dr. Deniz Burcu Erciyas

June 2018, 10 5 Pages

The Kingdom of Pontus ruled over the Black Sea Region from 302
to 64 B.C. and covered a large geographical area. From its
foundation until the day it was destroyed, it hosted many cultures

inits territory and tried to adaptto  cultural changes throughout its
history . The aim of this thesis is to examine the Ki ngdonmat@rsal
culture in t he light of the theoretical approaches to periods of
cultural transition ~ and to observe the ir effects on cultural identit ies.
It also brings a theoretical approach to how social identit ies change
during the process of integration. This study seeks to devel op a
better understanding of these changes to see if they were
voluntary or compulsorily enforced by an intentional policy . Finally,
it tries to comprehend how the changes were incrementally

implemented into the society.

Keywords:  Pontus, Black Sea, Cultural i dentity
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The Kingdom of Pontus ruled over the Black Sea Region

from 302

to 64 B.C., and covered a large geographical area. The inhabitants

o f its territory were Greek

and t

which meant that these two cultures would have to merge in order

to establish a strong kingdom. It is important to comprehend how

these two cultures were merged, the changes i ntegration involved

and their adoption by the indigenous people , because this will help

us to understand how the kingdom became peaceful and durable.

As Rome expanded, it began to pose a threat to Pontus, and

problems started to arise. After long wars with

Rome, Pontus was

defeated, and its land was divided among the provinces of the

Roman Empire. This mean t that a new culture and language was

about to be introduced to Pontus. These significant administrati  ve,

social, | inguistic changes also changed the arc hitecture and

material culture of the kingdom.

The Kingdom of Pontus is a good case for examining

issues that occurred during Hellenization and Romanization.

the identity
It took

nearly one hundred years of change to bring the kingdom under

the control of the Romans and adapt it to a new system.

he

f

o u



Thesis research will enhance our theoretical understanding of
cultural identity  changes in the Black Sea Region. The Black Sea
region, especially the Kingdom of Pontus experienced both Greek

and Roman cultures , so it is ideal for a study of cultural identity.

The first chapter will be based on theoretical development S
concerning cultural identity and focus on a new and up -to-date
review and interpretation of the literature  on the subject. Identity

in archeology h as been questioned in a variety of ways and
correlated with  material culture. Examining material culture and
cultural identity is significant both  for individuals and societies.
Among the data available for the Classical Period in the Black Sea,

this study will consider coins, inscriptions and architectural

remains.

The second chapter will focus on cultural identity in the Black Sea
Region. Starting  with the Persian Empire, it will brief ly introduc e
the historical background of the Kingdom of Pontu s; its
establishment , period of expansion, royal and religious policies and

its final defeat by the Romans.

Later, the study will examine cultural identities in the Kingdom of
Pontus separately for the Persian -Hellenistic and Roman  period s.
Together with material remains, the historical sources provide
valuable information for understand ing the social development of
the se societies and will thus be examined in detail. By examining
the reorganization of the cities and changes in language, political
institutions, culture; the study will first evaluate the fusion of Greek
and Persian cultures from the beginning of the kingdom to its end,
and then the Roman integration and acculturation of the society , to
understand if these change s were voluntarily or compulsorily
2



enforced by an intentional policy .|t will try to comprehend how the
changes were incrementally implemented , their consequences for
both, the locals and the Romans and finally, how these two

cultures merged.

Unfortunately, a wide range of the ancient sources and material
remains did not reach the present , and the refore the available
information from the Black Sea Region is limited. The Roman
conquest , transformed or destroyed most of the architectural
structures and most of the writings of the authors who were born

and raised in Pontus  were lost. Most of the evidence  that remain
was written, made or built by the Romans and advances their point

of view. This could lead to a biased interpretation. Nevertheless ,
Strabo, Appian and Polybius are the authors wh o offer the most

information  about the kingdom

There is a lack of remains related to the image of Mithridates from

the Black Sea Region. However, remains discovered elsewhere
have helped to reduce this lack. There are few in stitutions that
work solely on the Black Sea Region . The Black Sea & Eastern
Mediterranean Studies Program at the International Hellenic
University in Greece and the Danish National Research
Foundation's Centre for Black Sea Studies in Denmark have been of
the most benefit to me. Many excavations and surveys have been
conducted by both Turkish and foreign archeologists in the region

and generated alot of new information .?!

! For example ; the Komana Project (2004 -present) by METU, the Amisus
Excavations (several excavations since 1991) by Samsun Museum, the
Pompeioupolis Excavations (several excavations since 1984) by Kastamonu
Museum and the Sebastoupolis Excavations (1989 -1990).

3



CHAPTER 2

CULTURAL IDENTITY IN ARCHEOLOGY

2.1. Theoretical Development S in ldentity Studies

Identity has been a matter of debate in archeology for sometimes

now. Whi | e t he | exi cal thal echaractarigticso n me ans
deter mining wh o or what a 2, pdentitg @n or t hi ng
archeology, as in the modern world, remains ambiguous. It is a

sensitive topic of study that involves on ethnicity, status, age,

gender and religion, to describe both individuals and groups, in

historical contexts .3

Identity has been interrogated in a variety of ways in archeology.

According to Meskel |, there are two ways to comprehend identity .

The first is to understand the social development of societies as

defined by formal associations such as the  American

Anthropological Association. The second is to |l earn about peopl eds
individual experiences .4 That is to say, archeology should examine

identity separately for the individuals and societies. When

analyzing society, archeology should interpret common people, as

2 https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/identity

3 Garcia (2005) ; Insoll (2007).

4 Meskel | (2007 , 23 -24).


https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/identity

well as elites on an individual basis to g et a clear understandingo f

hierarchical order in communit ies.®

However, it should be remembered that sometimes identities are
not chosen by people, but ascribed to or even imposed on  them, by
the ir society they belong to.  ® When examining the identity of these
groups, ethnicity should also be consider ed. Ethnic conflicts should
also be understood and take n into accoun t.” Therefore, before
examining the theoretical developments in identity, it is also
essential to get familiar with the ideas of ethnicity and ethnic
identity.  Ethnicity is ; "the fact or s tate of belonging to a social
group that has a common national or cultural tradition” . Ethnicity is
the interaction of cultural and social developments within a group, 8
and ethnic identity defines a group that shares common national or

cultural attitudes. °

In the history of archeological research, studies of identity have

varied immensel y. Already in the nineteenth century , awareness
about culture ha d emerged. 1° Culture refers to "the arts and other
manifestations of human intellectual achievement regarded

collectively". ' In the archeological context, culture provides

5 Casella (2005, 111).
6 Noonan (2003, 64).
7 Insoll (2007, 4).

8 https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/ethnicity

% Jones (1997, XIIl)
10 Trigger (1989, 235).

11 https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/culture
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information about the habits, traditions, behaviors of individuals

and societies, and accordingly their identities.

According to Siapkas , the cultur al-historical approach in archeology
shares the assumptions of the  primordialist approach in
anthropology. 12 Both approaches tried to analyze identities through

only physical cultural evidence found during fieldwork . However,
archeologists did not give enough importance to ethnicity which

made primor dialists.** The term , primordialism , was coined by

Shils and Geertz in anthropology ¥4 and originates from
"primordialis" which means "first of all" in Latin .1° It sees ethnic ity
as a static category that includes race, language, religion, region

and kinship .1® Isaacs states that the identity of an individual
derives from a  fibasic group identity 0, the group they were born in,
which is linked to the ethnic identity of this group by common
cultural features. 7 According to primordialists, an ethnicity
includes peo ple with the same heritage and ancestry and is a non -
changing identity. There are fixed ethnic boundaries and ethnic

groups are connected by biological factors and  place of residence
Hence it is fixed across time and because of th is assumption, the
primordialist approach cannot explain changes in identity.

Meanwhile in archeology, the cultur al-historical approach was

12 Sjapkas (2003, 51).
13 Olsen and Kobylinski (1991, 10); Siapkas (2003, 17).
14 Geert z (1963, 112).

15 https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/primordial

16 Siapkas (2003, 51).

17 |saacs (1975, 30 -40).


https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/primordial

dominant. It assumed that in a determined society, cultural
behaviors and beliefs would be stable and the same for each

individual, and  that culture emerged from shared ideas and beliefs,

and ensured the integrity and unity of the society. 8 Thus, Childe
says that a standard type of identity would emerge over
generations. '° However, apart from this, there was no detailed

research on identit y which delay ed on identity studies in
archeology. In particular individual identity did not gain importance

until the post -processualist approach , which begin to spread in the
1980s.

Instrumentalism is another theoretical approach, which stands in

opposit ion to primordialism. Starting in the 1970s, the
instrumentalist approach gradually gained more importance. Unlike
primordialism, instrumentalism's main idea was to determine
ethnicity from society and culture. 20 |t sees ethnic identity as a
changing phenom enon that can be affected by its socio -economic s
and politic s. Thus, ethnicity is socially and politically constructed

over time and situational factor s and process es need to be taken
into account wh en analyzing the identities of both groups and
individual s. However, the instrumentalist approach does not
explain the interaction between culture and ethnicity. 21 Many of its
assumptions and characteristics ; are similar to the processual

approach in archeology. 2?2 Processual archeologists also agree that,

18 Jones (2007, 45).

19 Childe (1956, 8); Jones (2007, 45).
20 Sjapkas (2003, 15).

21 Jones (1997, 76 -79).

22 Siapkas (2003, 188).



to have a clear understanding of research results ; environmental,
behavioral and situational factors should be taken into
consideration. The facts are not enough evidence on their own and

they need to be explained in their context .23

Binford, the pioneer of the pro cessual archeolog vy, also advocated
analyz ing long -term changes in archeological data and their place
of origin . Understanding their environment , the factors and
conditions that affected them facilitate a broader view of the
archeological context. 24 Binford tried to explain that all the steps in

the entire process are important to evaluate. Trying to understand
material culture in the long-term, makes it possible to observe
changes over time and tak e environmental factors into account
Environmental factors affect societies in different ways, and they
can directly affect material culture, which provide s significant

information about identity.

However, according to Garcz?a, processual
a significant effect on identity studies. Ini tially , its methods

remained similar to the cultur al-historical point of view, where the

individuals were not examined separately within societ ies, and the
societi e gdentit ies were understood to be uniform. Thus, they
studied group identity but did not p ay much attention to

individuals. In the forthcoming years, archeologists started to focus
on the creation of the archeological records and include material

culture in orderto  get a better understandingo  f identity. 2°

2 Trigger (1989, 372)
24 Binford (2001, 24)

®»Garc2a (2005, 4).

ar



Analyzing the process and understandin g the environment and its

conditions are significant, but wi t hout
relation to culture, it is still challenging to have a well -defined
identity construction. With Hodder's ethno -archeological research,

the archeologists beganto s  ee the importance of the interaction of

material culture and ethnicity for understand ing identity. 2¢ The lack
of interest in the individual began to get more critici sm with the
rise of the theoretical movement, after 1985, that would later be

called post -processualism. 27

Post-processual archeology emerged as a critique of processual
archeology. 28 It was developed in  the 1970s, with the intention of
attempting to achieve a deeper comprehension of ancient societies.

This movement of thought acc entuated the subjectivity of

archeological understandings.  2°

To get a better understanding of this trend, we will look at
Hodder's ideas, the pioneer of post -processualist theory. Hodder's
wor k was s i geonceyneda withlidgntity studies. 30 He agreed
on the fact that, the past conditions of material remains, their
production, us e and change through time cannot be excluded from

our observations on society or separated from past social
situation s. Since identity is also considered part of the social

proce ss, examining this process as a whole togethe r the material

26 Siapkas (2003, 189).

27 Leach (1973, 763).

28 Yoffee and Sherratt (1993, 13).
29 Wilkie (2016)

%Garc2za (2005, 5).



remains, improves our understanding of both individual and group
identities. 3! While achieving a deeper understanding of especially
individual s, the post -processual approach still  failed to deal
sufficiently with status and religion. 32 When studying material
remains , they did not give importance of the status of the people
who were producing and using them whether they were elites or

common people

According to Trigger, objects are the things that ma ke people and
people construct social structure with them. 33 Possibly, due to
migration of the progressive cultures, hybridity is noticeable in
material culture. 3* Material culture certainly interact s with ethnic
identity , however Trigger has argued that eth nicity is not an
approachable phenomenon for archeology because it is not possible

to have a direct understanding o f the idea s of people who lived in

the past. 3°
Ethnic identity may be understood to define group s that share
common national or cultural attit udes. Here, it is appropriate to

briefly define national identity,  and then explain what we mean by
cultural identity. National identity is "a sense of a nation as a
cohesive whole, as represented by distinctive traditions, culture,

and language". 3¢ The ide a of culture is also  involved with national

sGarc2a (2005, 6).
2Garc2za (2005, 8).
33 Trigger (1989, 446).

34 Trigger (1989, 238).

% Trigger (1977,22 -23).

36 https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/national _identity
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identity . i Cud is the ghenomenon that separates nations and
establishes the content of national identity. 37 Unlike primordialism 6 s
view of identity as a naturally given and static entity, cultural
identity means that both group and individual identities are
constructed under the effect s of socio -cultural, political and socio -
historical factors and process es, which are all invested in the
significance of art ifacts. Thus, while cultural identity is open to
changes due to socio -historical processes, ethnic identity is related

to nationality and ethnicity, which makes it harder to change .38 The
relationship between identity and material culture will be examined

in detail in the next chapter.

It should be remembere d that there may always be other
phenomena that affects identity. For example, Insoll, introduce da
phenomenon that has recently began to be discussed, age. He
reminds us that people change in childhood , adulthood and even
old age and that this should be t aken into consideration wh  en

examining identities.  3°

To sum up briefly, cultural -historical  archeologists, like
primordialists,  did not sufficiently = emphasi ze identity and saw it as
innate and constant. Instrumentalists, emerged as a reaction to

this approa ch and claimed that identity is influenced and shaped by
society and culture. At around the same time, a new trend in
archeology, processualis m examined the identity of societies as

groups, but ignored individual identity. With the post -processual

87 Jones (1997, 41).
38 Golubovic (2011, 26).

% Insoll (2007, 5).
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movement began by Hodder, archeologists began to consider not
only current conditions but past conditions as well in order to
understand identity. A difficulty arises from our modern idea of
identity within the context of nationalism. While cultural identity is

tried to be understood in relation to interaction between different
groups, national identity refers to a communal identity, which is

less subject to change due to external factors

Identity is shaped in a variety of ways, and many factors play a
role in it s transformation, including politic al, cultura | and economic
condition. Comprehending these complex processes facilitat es

understand ing identity , the historical behavior of peoples and
ethnic conflicts. Identity is a complex issue that needs to be

interpreted using ethnicity, culture  and material remains.

Understanding the theoretical development S concerning identity in
archeology is essential for analyz ing the group identity of the Black
Sea Region , its chronological development and the factors that

affected it .

2.2. Identity and Material Culture

Material culture consists of concrete evidence that provide s
valuable information about cultur e. Evidence based on the material
culture is also valuable for examining the identity of both

individuals and societies.

Taylordés <classic definition of cul

includes knowledge, belief, art, morals, law, custom, and any other

12
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capabilities and habits acquired BY
However, it is important for a rcheology that any such definition
should include objects and artifacts, the stuff of material culture, as

Kroeber and Kluckhohn do: "Culture consists of patterns, explicit

and implicit, of and for behavior acquired and transmitted by
symbols, constituting the distinctive achievements of human
groups, including their embodiment in artifacts; the essential core

of culture consists of traditional (i.e. historically derived and
selected) ideas and especially their attached values; -culture
systems may, on the o ne hand, be considered as products of
action, on the other, as conditiohal
The study of culture in archeology has been important for
understand ing the cultural dynamics of ancient communities.
Culture can be both material and non -material ; however the
archeologists only have access to physical evidence, the remains of
material cultur e, so they do cultural analyses of art ifacts, to try to
reconstruct the human past .42 1t should also be mentioned that,
although the art ifacts may b e in different forms and shapes, the
term ‘material culture' is often used for portable objects. 43
Research on material culture, has accelerat ed as the social sciences
started to concentrate more on consumption, and work in post
structural and interpretive theory has increased the attention

devoted to language, culture and space. 44 When examining past

40 Taylor (1870, 1).

41 Kroeber and Kluckhohn (1952, 181).
42 patnaik (1995, 59).

43 Woodward (2007, 3).

4 Woodward, (2007, 5).

13
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societies, studies start ~ with material culture, the con  crete evidence.
Material culture can give idea s about the processes of societal
development. The technology with which objects are produced, can

provide information about the relationship between objects.
Material culture also provides information about th e use of space
and time and gives us the chance to explore and understand

culture more thoroughly.  4°

Material culture and identity are correlated in many aspects.
Objects may give information about both individuals and societies,

and their social identites . It can facilitate to define the
geographical borders of an ethnic group in the light of the locations

the art ifacts were found. By this, their territory and movements
can be also examined and additionally, multiculturalism can be

understood better. 46

Material culture reflects societies' morpholog ies as well. 4 A better
understanding of a society may be achieved if the materials, for
example, had multiple purposes, were celebrated for their aesthetic

value or can be connected to traditions. 48 Since the stages of
production vary from society to society, material culture offers

opportunity to see the similarities and differences between groups.

Thus, the study of material culture is not only important for
understanding resources, technologies, production techn iques and
econom ies but also provides information about the societies that

4 Hodder (1994, 171).
% Insoll (2007,7 -13).
47 Lemonnier (1986, 253).

48 patnaik (1995, 60).
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made and used it. Of course, the studies depend on the evidence
available . While it is easier to find artifacts such as ceramics and
coins; organic materials rarely survive. However , some object s
transmit culture through generations and they yield information

about social identity,  beliefs and social life. 4°

The materials that have been preserved untii  the present are
limited. A wide range of materials, have been destroyed by

decomposition, by natural disasters, by humans or by reuse.

Classical archeologists deal with a wide range of materials such as
pottery, sculptures, grave stelai, inscriptions and coins. They also
deal with architectural remains su ch as temples and administrative

and social structures.

2.2.1. The Material Culture of the Black Sea Region

This inquiry into the Black Sea Region will start by looking at its

material culture. It is important to determ ine the numbers, types
and locatio ns of material remains and what kind o f information
they can provide . It will be based on materials that reveal
information about social structure and identity in the Black Sea
Region and remains that illuminate the influence of Mithridates VI
on the socie ty. The historical sources provide a wealth  of
information , too . Unlike other regions, it is possible to read ancient

texts about the Black Sea Region by several authors with different

perspectives.

4% Hodder (1982).
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Among the data available for the Classical Period in the Black Sea,

historical sources have a vital place. They provide valuable

information about the geography of the Black Sea Region. Even
though, a wide range of the ancient sources did not reach the
present day, Strabo (64 B.C. - 20 A.D.) provides important

information. His Geographica, describes about Amaseia, the Pontic

ot her

city ofhishith , t he regionds geogr ap MHggivasn d

some information about the cultural and political structure of the

Kingdom of Pontus. He  also touches on the geography of Anatolia.

However, it is difficult to access to detailed records about
Mithridates VI and the wars waged in that period. 51 Most of the
ancient sources that can be accessed today, were written by

Romans or Hellen es who were close to them, are thus entirely
objective . Unfortunately , the work of the authors who were natives

of Pontus have not reached the present . Therefore, the  extant
information is  insufficient. 5% Polybius (ca. 200 -120 B.C.) wrote
about the general situation of the B lack Sea Region and the
establishment of the Kingdom of Pontus. 53 Although the
subsequent years were compiled from fragments of  various

resources in Justius 6 Epitome , it is possible to learn about the first

years of the reign of Mithridates VI and his policies. Cicero (106 -43
B.C.) describes the situation of the provinces in the Roman period
the policies of the Romans and their political situation during the

Mithridatic Wars. Th is source is very significant for understand ing

%0 Strabo (XI1.3 ).

51 Justin and Appian are the main authors who talk about his reign and the
Mithridatic wars. Erciyas (2001, 17).

52 Arslan (2007, 53  3).
53 Polybius Hist. (V).
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political positions during the R oman period because Cicero includes
speeches such as De Imperio Cn. Pompei  which clearly details the
Roman s Obehaviors towards Mithridates. 5 On the other hand,
Plutarch (ca. 46 -120 A.D.), in his work Moralia , gives us an idea
about how the Romans were seen by the Hellenes a nd thus
contributes to stud y of these identities. Finally , the author who
provides the most detailed information about the personality of

Mithridates is Appian, with his work Mithridatika .%°

Another source of information is coinage. The coinage of Kingdom

of Pontus bore the portrait and legends of Mithridates since
Mithridates ascended the throne in 120 B.C. 5 The most coins were
minted during the reign of Mithridates VI Eupator. 5’ He minted a
great number of co ins in order to pay his soldiers during the

Mithridatic wars. These coins make it  possible to determine the

policies he pursued and the course of the wars. The coins of
Mithridates VI were more realistic in the beginning. 58 When he
started to compare himsel  f with Alexander the Great, the portrait S

took on a more idealized style. %° He was trying to  depict himself as

the savior of Hellenism, the one who would save the Anatolian

54 McGing (1986, 179).

5 Arslan (2007, 532 -536) .

56 Pfeiler (1968, 75); McGing (1986, 44)
57 Reinach (1888).

SHRjte (2004 148
59 McGing (1986, 101).
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people from the Roman barbarian s as the beloved Alexander the

Great has earlier save dthem from the Persians  .©0

The coins make it also possible to examine the royal Greek
iconography of that period. 8% The iconography and writings on the
coins provide information about Mithridates VI, too. The
mythologic al figures metaphorically elucidate the socio -political
situation of the Kingdom of Pontus and give us an idea about th e
beliefs and traditions of its inhabitants .62 The only proble m is
identifying Mithridates VI differentiat ing him from Alexander the

Great since both  were so often compared. ©2

Coins also differentiate  the elites and the  commoners because royal

and civic coins were made from different materials .64

Unfortunately, since most of the coins do not derive from dated
context s, they lack information. ®  Still, the portraits and
inscripti ons on the coins, facilitate understand ing the spread of

Mithridates' sovereignty.  ©6

In addition, the epigraphical sources are also significant because
they provide the information as a primary source. There are a

great variety of epigraphical remains in th e Black Sea Region from

0 Arslan (2007, 127 -128).

lHRjte (2009, 149)

2 Arslan (2007, 536 -537).

63 Erciyas (2001, 17 -18).

54 For further information see Erciyas (2001).
8 Erciyas (2001, 157).

% Arslan (2007, 536).
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during the Hellenistic period and the Hellenic Pontic Kingdom,
especially from during the reign of Mithridates VI Eupator. ¢ They
include "senatus consult a" decree s of the senate of Pontus, and
inscriptions made in honor of military commanders from during the
Mithridatic wars. The sculptures and inscriptions in honor of the

Pontic King unfortunately did not reach the present because they
were destroyed by the Romans after they conquered Pontus. 68
Thus, there are no remains that provide information about how the

people saw him or how he influenced them. 69

Looking at architectural remains, especially in the temple states  of
Komana, Zela and Ameria, in terms of the changes they under  went
and the situation of the temples, yields valuable inf ormation about

the political thought and the people 6s r espedheir traditons

during the Hellenistic period and thereafter. It also allows us to
interpret identity through their reactions to these changes. 70
Unfortunately, there is a lack of remains re lated to the image of
Mithridates VI from the Black Sea Region. However, some were

discovered elsewhere and helped to reduce this gap in our
knowledge . There are Mithridatic dedications on Delos and in
Nemea. In 116/115 B.C., statues began to be made in honor of
Mithridates VI Eupator and his brothers. Even though there are not

many physical remains  that reveal how the king wanted to portray

himself, the most useful and important statue for this was made in

57 Erciyas (2001, 17).
8 Arslan (2007, 537).
% Erciyas (2001, 18).
0 For further information abour temple states see S°kmen (20009).
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his honor in  102/101 B.C. in the temple of K abeiroi on Delos, in the
honor of Mithridates. He was portrayed together with other
Hellenistic kings and Persian officials to show his international
recognition. 1 At the same time, the inscriptions identify the
building as a temple and its cult statues in Delos were dedicated to
Mithridates by a priest known as Athenian Helianax on behalf of the

Greeks and Romans. 72 It contains around 50 royal sculptures which
were made between the years of 116 -88 B.C. They are significant
for understanding the ki ngosic and | how the society has
perceived him as a ruler. In Chios and Rhodos, inscriptions have
been found that a d doartecipation t im ¢hesd citiesy 6 A
statue honor ing the king was also discovered in Rhodos and

another statue found in Miletos and dated to 86/85 B.C. 73

Information  from the Black Sea  Region is limited because with the

Roman conquest , most of the architectural structures were

transformed or destroyed, and most of the writings of the native

Pontic authors were lost. 4 Thus, most of the evi dence that remain s

was written, made or built to reflect the RO
architectural remains should therefore be analyzed from different

poins of views. Like  the sculptures and the dedicatory inscriptions,

they give an idea about both self , images and social identities. 7°

However, we cannot expect an objective perspective since societies

tend to depict  things as they want them to be seen, or as they wish

"HRjte (2009, 10) .
2 Erciyas (2001, 104 -105).

3 Kreuz (2009, 32 -33).

7 Arslan (2007, 53 7).

S Woodward (2007, 174).
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to see them. Since the elites exerted power cultural influence over

the commoners, the material culture tends to represent them.
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CHAPTER 3

IDENTITY IN THE CENTRAL BLACK SEA REGION

3.1 . Historical Background

The Kingdom of Pontus ruled over the Black Sea Region from 302
untii 64 B.C., '® and reached a large geographical border.
Beforehand, the region was bound to Cappadocia under the rule of

the Achaemenid Persian Empire. It became an independent state
under the rule of Mithridates Ctistes in 302 B.C. T This chapter,  will
examine the situation of Pontus during the reign of the Persian
Empire, after that the establishment of the kingdom, its polic ies,
wars and their administrative and social consequences . Then | will
describe how the Romans gained strength and finall y conquered

the Kingdom of Pontus.

3.1.1 . The Persian Empire

The Achaemenid Persian Empire (550 -330 B .C.) was found ed by

Cyrus Il of Persia , also known as Cyrus the Great in 550 B .C.78

76 Christodolou (2015, 6).
7 Yarshater (1983, 107).

8 Plutarch, Artaxerxes 1. 3 at http:// classics.mit.edu /; The name is the Latinized
version of K xros in Greek and means sun. (In Old -Persian k%rug or
Cyrus the Great (ca.600/590 - 530/529 B .C.) was called the King of Kings for his
accomplishments. During his reign, the Achaemenid Empire absorbed all the
civilized settlements of the ancient Near East and become its largest empire.
Nevertheless, he respected the beliefs of the regions he conquered. He had
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Cyrus initially ruled over Iran and Lower  Mesopotamia but his
empire expanded when he conquered all the Persians and Medes.  7°
For more than 200 years, the Achaemenid Empire  occupied an area
from the Hellespont in the west to northwest India, and from Egypt
in the south to the borders of modern Kazakhstan. 80 The Central
Black Sea Region was dominated by the Achaemenid Empire from

the 6 " century B .C. onwards .8!
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Figure 1: Map of the Achaemenid Empire @

many successes in human rights, political and military strategies and has been
seen as agreat model.

For fu rther on his life and policies:  Schmitt (1983).
® Dusinberre (2013, 8).

80 Kuhrt (2007, 1).

81 Benario (2006, 81).

82 Dusinberre (2013,6 -7).
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Due to good relation s with Iran, Cyrus (559 -530 B.C.) was able to
establish the Persian Empire with t he support of the fAwarrior
of Iran". 8 Intimate relations with the Near East in terms of

economy and cultural similarities, also  helped his cause .8

The empire was an autocracy. & Under the Achaemenids t he land
was divided into provinces and called satrap ies. 8 They were ruled
by satraps 8, which means protector of the province in Old
Persian. 8 This way made it easier to maintain imperial authority. 8°
Even though the borders of the provinces were not clearly defined,

their administrative structure s were the same. Each provincial
capital had a palace where satraps could stay , as well as the king

when traveling through the empire. °° The taxes collected from the

provinces were also stored there, so in case of need , satrap s could
probably use these funds with the permission of the royal family. 91
The c entral administration also controlled the trade route known as

83 Benario (2006, 80 -81).
84 Starr (1991, 277).
8 Starr (1991, 277).

8 The lands were divided  according to the people's ethnicity, no t geographica lly.
Tekin (2010, 97).

87 Kuhrt (2001, 114).

88 Dusinberre (2013, 34).

8 (Dusinberre (2013, 33).

% Briant (1996, 196 -207).

9 Kuhrt (2001, 115).
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the Royal Road .°2 However, the provinces were also very powerful

on their own .93

After the death of Cyrus, his son Cambyses (529 -522 B.C.) took
over. During his reign, Egypt was added to the empire . Then Darius
| (522 -486 B.C.) ascended the throne. He reorganized the
satrapies and the tax system. % He also won control over  the west
coast of the Black Sea and Trachea , as well as the Bosporus. There

were a few revolts, but they were successfully suppressed. %

With the conquest of Egypt, t he empire expanded in to three
continents , Africa, Asia and Europe . Iranian influence was very
powerful during that period , too . This influence was felt in the Black
Sea Region as well. For example, it had a temple to the Persian

deities Omanes, Anaitis and Anadatus at Zela. 96

On the other hand, the size and also probably the cultural diversity

of the empire caused troubles for the central authority. After the
death of Darius, his son Xerxes (519 -465 B.C.) ascended to the
throne and the empire began to feel effects of a new started period
of stagn ation and progressively a period of regression. % The

subsequent 150 years saw a great decline. The royal family had

9 The Royal Road started  in Susa, the capital in southwestern Iran, and

continued to Ephesus and Sardis. It was 2.500 k ilometers long and could be
traveled in approximately in three months. It played an important role in trad e
between the Eastand the West. Tekin (2010, 97).

% Dusinberre (2013, 34).

9% Tekin (2010, 97).

% Tekin (2010, 100).

% Strabo Geo. (XI .8.4; Xl .3.37).

97 Droysen (1883, 53); Briant (2009, 178).
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expanded but Egypt was lost, and the military was no longer as
strong as it once had been . Rebellions occurred , especially in
eastern Iran and central Asia , and they were barely suppressed . In
the end, although the empire lasted for one more century,

Alexander the Great (356 -323 B.C.) % conquered it during the reign

of Darius IIl. 100

Mithridates Il (337 - 302 B.C.), the son of Ariobarzanes (363/362 -
337 B.C.) who was one of the founders of the Kingdom of Pontus,
represented himself as a descendant of one of the seven lineages

of the Persian Empire and claimed that the territories under his rule

were given by Darius | to hi s ancestors. %1 However, with the death

of Alexander the Great, he aroused suspicion for taking sides ,19?
and was kil led by Antigonos | Monophtalmos. This led to the reign
of Mithridates Ill , also known as  Mithridates | Ctistes. 103

With Alexander's death, Pontus  was separated from the Kingdom of

Cappadocia ,1%* and became an independent state ruled by

% Kuhrt (2001, 93).
% Tekin (2010, 125, 175).
100 Kuhrt (2001, 95).

101 Polybius Hist. (V.43.2).
These claims cannot be proven. McGing (1986, 13).

102 plutarch (4.1).
103 Arslan (2007, 49 -52).

104 Hewsen, Salvatico (2001, 41).

Pontus and Cappadocia emerged from two Cappadocian satrapies of the Persian

Empire when the Macedonians took them over. One part was called C appadocia
Proper, Cappadocia near Taurus and Greater Cappadocia while the other part

was called Pontus, even though the other part called it Cappadocia Pontica.

Strabo (XII .1.4).
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Mit hridat es | Ctistes in 302 B .C.1% Despite their Persian origins and

system of government, the kings asserted their independence from

the Ach aemenid dynasty by retaining their Hellenistic character 106
As we will see in the following chapters, the Persian influence was
maintained by the kings of Pontus, e specially Mithridates VI . Even

though he was known and accepted as the protector and defender

of the Greeks, he  had mixed Persian and Greek ancestry  ,%%7 and h is
main aim was to reunite Pers ian and Hellen istic civilizations with
Hellenic philosophy and Ahuramazda 108 ethics in the center of
Anatolia. According to the inscriptions we also know that Greek

became the official language at this time. 109

3.1.2 . The Kingdom of Pontus

The Kingdom of Pontus was found ed by Mithridates Il of Cius , also
known as Mithridates | Ctistes of Pontus (302 -266 B .C.). 110 First,

he set up a stronghold of the kingdom at Cimiata in Paphlagonia,

In this region there were kings from both Cappadocia and Pontus , and Appian
says that possibly they have divided the government so both of them could rule

a part of it. Appian (8.9).

105 yarshater (1983, 107).

106 Symmerer (2009, 100).

107 Saprykin (2009, 251).

108 http://www.livius.org/articles/religion/ahuramazda/ : Ahuramazda was the
god of the ancient Iranians, whose cult was propagated by the legendary

prophet Zarathustra, the founder of Zoroastrianism.

109 McGing (1986, 11).

110 For further information about the Mithridatic dynasty see: McGing (1986)
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and remained silent for several years. 1! Later, he was killed by

Diodoros, the general of Seleukos Nicator , Ariobarzanes (265 -255

B.C.) ascended the throne  after him .12
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Figure 2: Map of the Kingdom of Pontus 13

11 McGing (1986, 15).

12 Tekin (20 10, 157).

113 McGing (1986, 2).
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The kings who ruled the province afterwards were; Mithridates Il

(255 -220 B .C.), Mithridates Il 114 (220 -185 B .C.), Pharnakes | %%
(185 -169 B .C.), Mithridates IV (169 -150 B .C.), Mithridates V(150 -
120 B .C.) and finally Mithridates VI Eupator (120 -60 B.C.).

Unfortunately, we do not have a lot of information about the kings

who ruled before Mithridates V. 116

The Kingdom of Pontus was established at the intersection of the

busy and important commerc ial roads of Asia, the Balkans and the
Black Sea Region. It extended out from Amastris to Pharnaceia. 17
The roads went to Paphlagonia to the southwest, Colchis to the
east, Galatia and Cappadocia  to the south , reaching the Halys  River
(the modern K &d&mak) in the south. The Black Sea formed a
natural northern border .18 The Kingdom of Pontus was famous for

its "poisons and poisonous herbs, Virgil, Ovid, Seneca". 119

The a ncient geographer Strabo named this area  "Pontus" 2%, Due to
its relation s with its neighbors and its location , it was host to
traditions and cultures from Asia Minor, Anatolia, Iran and

Greece.'?! Despite Persian origin, i t is impossible to talk about a

114 Mithridates Ill was the first king to mint the coin age of the kingdom. Tekin
(20 10, 158).
115 During the reign of Pharnakes I, S inope became the capital of Pontus. Tekin
(20 10, 158).

116 Tekin (20 10, 158).
117 McGing (1986, 1).

118 | aurent (1830, 211).
119 MacBean (1773, 6).

120 McGing ( 1986, 1).
121 Christodoulou (2015, 6).
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single ethnic identity . Pontus was ethnic ally divers e.'?2 The main
language of the kingdom was Greek , but other | ocal languages were
also used .22 The religion of the kingdom was syncretic polytheism

involving the  worship of Greek, Anatolian and Persian gods. 124

Sinope was conquered in 182 B .C. during the reign of Pharnakes |
(185 -169 B.C.) .1?®> Greek coastal towns such as Cotyora, Pharnacia

and Trapezus were also seized , and dominance over the coasts
passed to the Kingdom of Pontus  during his reign. 26 Even though
Rhodians complained to Rome about the situation, the result did

not change. Pharnakes | was successful in the beginning of his
reign , but later he started a war against Ariarathes 1V, the king of
Cappadocia, and was forced to sign a treaty containing unfavorable

articles. He had to leave all the land in Galatia and Paphla gonia,

but atleasthe was allowedto keep Sinope .'?7

Mithridates V Eugertes (150 -120 B.C.) , his successor, preferred to
be friendly with Rome. He even supported them during the Third
Punic War in 149 B .C.'28 He married his daughter with the king of

Cappadocia . Later he occupied the region , making the kingdom

122 Erciyas (2006, 7).

123 Christodoulou (2015 , 7).

124 gapyrkin (2009)., Christodoulou (2015, 3).
125 Crook, Lintott and Rawson (1994, 131).

We unfortunately do not know when Pharnakes | was exactly born and died.
From inscriptions and coins, we can only say that he definitely ruled between

these years. For further information: HRjte

126 Crook, Lintott and Rawson (1994, 131).
127 Polybius Hi st. (XXIV.1,5,8,9 );( XXV.2).
128 McGing ( 1986, 36 -39).
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larger than ever before. At the same time, he has a policy of
Hellenism and he saw himself as the protector of the Hellenistic
cultures. He regarded himself as having descended from Persian
kings and Alexander the Great, and it is possible to see this in his
coins as well. Having Hellenistic image s on his coins also indicat ed
his power in the Greek world. '?° Mithridates V was poisoned to

death atanearlyage by anun known assassinin 120B .C.1%0

When Mit hridates V. was poisoned to death , his son Mit hridates VI
was still quite young. His fear of being poisoned, led him to learn
how to make antidotes again st the known poisons of th e time .13t
He had advanced information in the science of poisons .32 |t is
alleged that he immunized himself to poisons by taking small

quantities of poisons to prevent the possibility of poisoning ~ .133

Mithr idates VI, ruled Anatolia as the king of Pontus, from 113 to 63
B.C. and was considered the most successful and intelligent enemy

of the Roman Empire. Not only did he use philhellenism to win
accept ance by the Greek world, but he also wanted to expand his
kingdom and gain respect by using philhellenism in his domestic
and foreign policies .'3* He wanted good relations with the Romans

in order not to ruin the peacef ul atmosphere  which existed since

129 Erciyas (2006, 14).
130 McGing ( 1986, 36 -39).
131 Plinius Nat. (XXV).

132 For further information about his pharmacologial knowledge see: Mayor
(2014).

133 Plinius, Nat. (XXV, 3).
134 McGing ( 19 86).
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the Peace of Apamea .'3° He just wanted the Black Sea Region to be
safe and secure .13 However, although he initially did not want to
fight, he changed his mind when his kingdom began to grow
stronger. He wanted to push his limits .37 Sometimes he may even
intentionally have provoked fights . Later, Mit hridates VI defeated
Lucullus, Pompey and Sulla, some of the most successful
commanders of the Roman Republic. He conquered Cappadocia,
Bithynia, Lower Armenia, Kolhis and Tauric Chersonesus and the

kingdom attained its largest size duri ng his reign .18

The great support he received from Rome helped him a lot, too.

The peaceful a nd friendly policy he followed for many years allowed
him to gain strength. He not only intended to expand
geographically, but at the same time practiced philhellenism ,13°

and used the Black Sea as a military base to reach Mediterranean
region s.14% Since he was not perceived as a threa t, Rome kept
helping him. When they realized the situation, they found
themselves in trouble. Important citie s such as Amaseia began to

mint their own dra chmae to indicate their power. Although

135 The Peace of Apamea ended the war between the Seleucid King Antiochos III
Megas and Rome in 188 BC. Antiochos' army was destroyed by  after the
Roman s. For further information, see:  Taylor (2013)

136 McGing (2010, 6).

137 McGing (2010, 209).

138 Crook, Lin tottand Rawson (1994, 137 -138).

139 Philhellenism refers to the attitude of non ZAsreeks (mostly Romans) who
followed Greek traditions or conducted policies that were accepted by Greek
provinces. The term itself derives from the Greeks explanation of foreign rulers.

For further information see: Gallia (2008).

140 Christodoulou (2015, 14).
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eventually the Romans tried to reduce the power of the Kingdom of

Pontus initially , they failed to do so

Mithr idates constantly pursued different policies to consolidate his
power, includi ng religious ly propagand izing the cities using the
cults of the Kingdom of Pontus . Dionysus cults were quite
important and became official in 101 B .C. and Mithr idates VI began
to call himself Mithridates Eupator Dionys us.'#l He also began to be
portrayed as Dionysus on coins .2 Zeus and Hera were likewise
official gods of the  kingdom, representing the Greek world directly,

sot hey and their attributes are &% so foun

Mithridates was a very powerful ruler. He exhibited his armor and

clothing in the temples of Delos, Nemea, and Delphoi, to show
himself and his power to the people 144 People were admir ed his
magnificent attire . He was good at  horse -riding and practic ed doing
so on a daily basis . He was also very skilled with weapons ,146
and h e was agile and strong .14’ One of his most impressive abilities
was knowing all the local languages  of his multi ethnic kingdom. He

could speak 22 languages and did not ever need an interpreter

141 saprykin (2009, 250).
142 saprykin (2009, 250).
¥ Cal | a20@9:88).
144 Mayor (2011, 158).
145 Mayor (2011, 120).
146 Mayor (2011, 298).

147" Arslan (2007, 512).
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during his 56 -year reign .**® He could speak to  his soldiers in th eir

own language s, which made him  a very powerful leader .14°

In early 91 B .C., when Mithridates VI attacked Bithynia and
Cappadocia, he massacred many Romans to stop the Roman
Empire from spreading to Anatolia 150 Despite being a peaceful
ruler, he was also very cruel to those who betrayed  him .%*®! This led
to begin the First Mithridatic War (89 -85 B.C.). This gave him the
chance to be the savior of not only the Greeks in his kingdom but
of all the Greeks and  this was also a part of his policy  .'%2 To do this
he had to defeat Cor nelius Sulla's five legions. Both Rom e and
Pontus were ready for a battle, and not at all weak .'%® However,
the war was wonin 85 B .C. by the Romans and Mithridates VI had

to cede all the territ ory he had gained in this war to Rome. The war
was officially ended with the Treaty of Dardanus which was verbal ,
not written .1%% Mithridates 6 pr e smas qguie shaken, but the
Romans were unable to aven ge the people who were slaughtered.

It was almost certain that a nother war would break out.

The Second Mithridatic War (83  -81 B.C.) has been started by the

Roman general Lucius Licinius Murena. 155 At the conclusion of the

148 Plinius, Nat. (XXV, 3).
149 Arslan (2007, 513).

150 McGing (1986, 108  -130).
151 Arslan (2007, 551).

152 McGing (2010, 121).

183 McGing (2010, 1).

154 McGing (1986).

155 Cicero (104).
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First Mithridatic War, Sulla had made an agreement with
Mithridates that allowed him to keep ruling the Kingdom of Pontus.

Murena attacked the Pontic city of Komanain 89 B .C., arguing that
Mithridates had rearme d his kingdom, and that it was a direct

threat to Roman Asia Minor. After several co nflicts, peace ensued

over Sulla's orders. However, Mithridates p erceived Mur enads
attacks as attacks by Rome . Since the agreement was not written,

it could not be practiced, which raised a number of questions.

Meanwhile , Mithridates tried  to maintain his  good relations with the
Roman general Sertorius by sending 3000 talen ts and 40 ships to
him . Mithridates also  wanted Bithynia, Paphlagonia, Cappadocia,
Galatia and As ia to recognize his rule ,1% but they did not . When
their relations started to sour, Mithridates increased and
accelerated his efforts to improve his army. The Third Mithridatic
War (73 -63 B.C.) was fought by the Romans against Mithridates VI
and the king of Armenia, Tigranes Il . It was the longest Mithridatic
war. Mithridates tried to prevent Roman expansion but did not

succeed.

In 69 B .C., Lucullus started to move towards Tigranokerta to
ensure the safety of the coasts in Bit hynia and Pont us.®’
Mithridates asked for the help of the Tigranes Il wh 0 was one of his
relatives. %8 So Tigranes sent one of his generals, Mithroba rzanes

to fight a battle against the Romans but he was killed and Tigranes

156 McGing (1986, 141).
157 Arslan (2007, 392).

158 Arslan (2007, 391).
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realized the immen sity of the danger. '°° Later, he lost a significant
part of his men as a result of a trap Murena set for him. In69B .C.,
Tigranes tried to rebuild his army. 160 After re gathering his strength
and courage, he set out to fight against R omans in open terrain,
but he did not take Mithridates with him. Mithridates had  warned
him about the power of the R o ma nwab strategies , but Tigranes
did not heed his warnings. %! Although he had fewer soldiers in his
army , Lucullus defeated Tigranes with his knowledge of military
strategies.  Afterwards, Mithridates informed Tigranes that they
should combine forces and attack the Romans again, but in the
meantime,  more provinces recognized the dominance of the
Roman s.162 After a short break, Lucullus tried to attack Armenia

once again, but he could not defeat the two kings who were
following different war tactics. He suffered great losses and was
forced to retreat . Then, Mithridates and Tigranes tried to gather
their strength again. Lucullus 6 subseqguent ef fdnets failed
command of war was given to Gaius Calpurnius Piso and Manius
Acilius Glabrio. 1% There were also several plans to  assassinate

Mithridates, but none were successful. 164

At th e time, Roman general Pompey, was dealing with pirate s in

the Mediterranean. After his success, the Romans wanted him to

159 Arslan (2007, 394).
160 Arslan (2007, 397 -399).
161 Arslan (2007, 400).
162 Arslan (2007, 403 -405).
163 Arslan (2007, 408  -423).

164 Arslan (2007, 430).
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command the unit s fighting against Mithridates , and he came to do
so. In this period, Tigranes and Mithridates fell apart and Tigranes
surrendered . When Tigranes surrendered, Pompey came to Amis us
and united the provinces of Bithynia and Pont us.1%5 So, Mithridates
Eupator, the great enemy of Rome, and protector of the East, lost
the Third Mithridatic War and realized that he  would not be able to
regain his power. He chose to die rather than being displayed in
public during the triumph of the Romans. He tried to commit with
poison but did not die because his body was accustome d to poison.
He asked to his body guard Bituit us to kill him. That's how he

committed suicide 63 B.C.166

The western Pontus was annexed to Roman territory, while the

eastern coast remained semi  -dependent until 64  A.D.

3.1.3 . The Roman Province

At the end of long war with Rome, Pontus was defeated, and it was

totally abolished as its land was divided among the provinces of th e
Roman Empire .17 In 66 B .C., Pompey had to reorganize the cities.

168 In the beginning, it ~ was not easy to transform all the provinces.

It took nearly a hundred years for Pontus to be completely brought

under the control of the Romans. 169 Afterwards the lands of

165 "Provincia Bithynia et Pontus" Tekin (2010, 63).

166 Arslan (2007, 446 -506) ; Tekin (2010, 63).

167 Okur (2007, 3).

168 Madsen (n.d.,27); HRjte (2006, 15).

For further information about the reorganization of the urban centers, see:

Summerer, Winther -Jacobsen (2015).

169 Marek (1993, 63).
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Mithridates were joined and became part s of Bithynia and Pontus,

Galatia and Cappadocia. 17°

The structure of the cities was far from being a Greek polis and

were already in an unpleasant situation after the Third Mithridatic

War. The settlements were located around castles. When Pompey
conquered them, he destroyed most of those castles to avoid a ny

potential threat  to the Romans. !

Bithynia and Pontus had composed of mixed cultures. 172 The coast

had Greek colonies , and the inland had partially Hellenized people

who were most influenced by Iranian culture 177 Even Pont usd
administrative  systems were influenced by Iranian culture and not

based on the city culture of the Greeks. Thus, a very different
society had to adapt to Roman culture. Some arrangements were

made for political and social issues. Roman festivals were also

celebrated in the Greek cities in an effort to adapt them to Roman

culture .'"* There were many upsides  to being or becoming Roman.

The territory was at peace . There were many developments

M HRjte (2006, 15).

mHRjte (2006, 16).

172 Marek (1993, 26).

The kings of Bithynia were very interested in Hellen culture, and they were
careful to establish cities in the Hellenic style. They played an important role in
spreading Hellenic culture in this region. The will of the last king of Bithynia,
Nicomedes Phil opator IV , left his kihngdomto  Rome. In 74 B .C. For further
information , see: Sevin (2001)

17 Madsen (n.d., 1).

174 Madsen (n.d., 2).
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especially in art and sculpture . These opportunities were very

attractive for those who wished to assimilate.

175 Haverfield (1905, 11).
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CHAPTER 4

IDENTITY IN THE PERSIAN 1 HELLENISTIC PERIOD:
ROYAL AND RELIGIOUS PROPAGANDA

The Persian -Hellenistic period, was  the time when the Kingdom of
Pontus was newly established, and the ex tant Greek culture and
the Ilranian i nfl uencaiging rwerenbeinghrmeergedu !l er s 6
After Alexander's death, Pontus was separated from the Kingdom

of Cappadocia, !¢ and became an independent state under the rule
of Mithridates Ctistes in 302 B.C. 177 He maintained his
independence and Hellenistic character under a Persian dynasty :
and Pontus embraced with the traditions and cultures of Asia
Minor, Anatolia, Iran and Greek .1® The i nteraction of these cultures

left a variety of characteristics in the Kingdom & gmnaterial culture.
The effects of this cultural cohesion can be seen in language s,

political institutions, social change and material culture. 179

Kreuz examine d the monuments together with its epigraphic
evidence to see if they would give information about the royal

ideology of Mithridates and how much they were affected by both

176 Strabo (XIl .1.4); Hewsen, Salvatico (2001, 41).
177 Yarshater (1983, 107).

178 Christodoulou (2015, 6).

179 Marek (2009, 36).
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Greek and Persian cultures. 18 Unfortunately, there is a lack of

remains related to the image of Mithridat ic kings in the Black Sea
Region, and the Roman conquest transformed or destr oyed most of
the architectural structures from the Hellenistic period. 181 Still,

information  about Mithridates VI can be gathered from other

statues and buildings in his honor , for example, on  Delos.

A significant rectangular monument, measuring 5.20 m eters wid e X
3.45 meters high x 3.90 meters deep , was built for Mithridates VI
in the sanctuary of the Samothracian Kaberoi, on Delos. 182 1t was
dedicated to Mithridates by a n Athenian priest known as Helianax
on behalf of the Greeks and Romans. 183 The sanctuary w as
dedicated "to the gods of Samothrace" with the arrival of the
Athenians around 166 B.C, and it was enlarged before 132/1 B.C.

The monument for Mithridates VI was added later around 102/1

B.C.%84 Unlike the locations that have been generally preferred for
these kind of royal monuments, this monument was positioned

next to the original building. The entrance was on the south, a hall

with two ionic columns in antis. 185

180 Kreuz (2009).

181 Arslan (2007, 537).

182 Kreuz (2009, 134).

183 Erciyas (2001, 104 -105).
184 Erciyas (200 1, 105).

185 Kreuz (2009, 134).
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Figure 3: The Monumentt o Mithridates VI on Delos

Inside the monument, there were 12 portraits made into shields as
medallions, and decorated with double row of wreaths honoring
Mithridates' Parthian allies and friends. The presence of his friends

from both Hellas and the East was a sign of how much the eastern

and western cultures had merged. These portraits represented ;

186 Chapouthier (1935, fig. 55).
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Figure 4: A Reconstruction Drawing of the Facade of the
Monument to Mithridates VI on Delos  #

Gaius from Amisos, his secretary who was the son of Antipatros,

the son of Philetairos, his foster brother, General Dorylaos, the son

of Mithridates Diophantos, the king of Cappadocia Ariarathes VII
Philometor, the king of Syria Antiokhos VIII Grypos, Asklepiodoros

the father of Helianax, a civil servant from Parthia, the king of
Parthia Mithridates Il and the doctor of Mithridates Eupator , Papias.

A portrait of the king was painted on the monument's pediment.

187 Chapouthier (1935, fig. 56).
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Figure 5: The Portraits/ Medallions on the Inner Walls 88

This shows that Mithridates was seen as the savior of the Anatolian
people from the Romans. 18 His portra it together with other
Hellenistic kings and Persian officials , proves his international
recognition. 1% His recognition in the Greek world as a ruler with
I[ranian roots was an important step in his Hellenistic kingship in

terms of being supported and respected by the locals.

With Mithridates’  policy of philhellenism both Persian and Greek
cultures beganto  merge. Even though they were ruled by a Persian
administration system, there were still many different languages

spoken in Asia Minor. °1 Unlike the oriental kings, Mithridates did

188 Chapouthier (1935, fig. 36).
189 Arslan (2007, 120).

W HRjte (2009, 10).
191 Strabo Geo. (XII. 3 25).
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not interfere with the languages spoken in his territories and the
Greek lang uage has spread during his reign and finally became the

official language. On a Greek inscription found close to Gaziura it is

written that, people cannot enter the territory without the
permission of the garrison commander. McGing suggest ed that this
inscription means that Greek was spoken by more than only
Hellenized courtiers. 12  Another Greek inscription was found in
Amis os with two possibly lonian names on it; Arte and Mata. 193
McGing suggests that these non  -Greek names on a Greek
inscription could be the result of the trade ro ute from Amis us
through Amaseia. Amaseia was known for its Greek influence and
trading they may have spread this influence to the people of

Amis os. 194

Another example that shows the philhellenism of Mithridates is a
statue dedicated to him on Delos by Seleukos of Marathon. Its

inscription is as below;

~

8\
X»
O

0 E
10U

(0%
C«

3E2dUUAUOG | KOUdA=xUOG .
dRaT

>
(@))
Co
mh
Ce
[a)

192 McGing (1986, 11).
193 Robert (19 49, 344 -346); McGing (1986, 11).

194 McGing (1986, 11).
For detailed information of the Greek inscriptions see also: Mitchell (1999).
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It means "Seleukos of Marathon set up King Mithridates Euergetes'
statue while he was gymnasiarkhos". 195 This inscript ion indicates

that people have indigenized his policy.

The earliest royal portraits which have been found on coins have
been dated to Mithridates | Ctistes. On the very first coins of the
kingdom, the images were similar to the coins of Alexander the
Great with "Athena on the obverse and a standing Nike with the
vertical legend of King Mithridates in Greek on the reverse". 196 On
coins have been dated to Mithridates Ill, rather than the idealistic

Greek style, the images were realistic and portrayed as an old man
wearing a crown on his short hair, and for the first time with the

image of the king was on the o bvers e.1°” With Mithridates IV, the
images on the coins remained realistic, while the god and goddess

on the reverse side of the coins were Greek. Erciyas s uggests that

this could be as  evidence of a more peaceful policy. 198

195 Boeckh (1843, 231); Durrbach (1976, 168), Arslan (2007, 71).
n: 99 =1 D®l os 1558

1%6 This may be simply for showing him as the successor of Alexander the Great
or just to follow the Hellenistic trend. Erciyas (2006, 165).

197 Erciyas (200 6, 165 -166) ; Arslan (2009,62).

The kings were proud of their Iranian roots, hence on the contrary to the

Hellenistic ones they mostly made more realistic portraits .MBr kholm (1991,
131); Callata+ (2009, 64).

198 Erciyas (2006, 167).
Cal |l at a+ st abablysunti theaend ofthe 8rd century B.C. there was not
legal tender, therefore it should not be looked for a propoganda in the

iconography of the royal coins. Callata+ (20009,
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Figure 6: A Silver Tetradrachm of Mithrida tes lll (with seated Zeus
holding an eagle on his right hand and a sceptre in his left hand )19

Figure 7: A Tetradrachm of Mithrida  tes IV (with Perseus, standing

and holding gorgoneion and harpa) 200
The coins of Mithridates Eupator are valuable examples of the
mixture of Greek and Persian culture. The king strived to portray
himself as the guardian of the Greeks, and his subjects defined him

as their savior and identified him with their Gods, especially with
Dionys us. Thus, he was also known as Mithridates Eupator

Dionys us. This could be defined as a religious propaganda and also

199 Callatay (2009).
200 Callatay (2009).
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should be viewed as a part of his philhellenism. 201 Zeus and Hera
had also been worshipped since the 3rd century B.C. and were
seen as the protectors of the royal family. 202 They remained official
gods from the kingdom during the reign of Mithridates Eupa tor
(Fig. 1), and the official royal cul t probably belong ed to Zeus
Stratios ,%°> Who was likely to have been associated with
Ahuramazda, the protector of the Achaemenids in ancient Iran. 204
This is a significant indicator of the importance of Iranian culturet o
the royal family. 2% Although the rituals remained under Iranian
influence, the kings worshipped to Zeus Stratios instead of
Ahuramazda  which is an important to indicator of  cultural

amalgamation. 206

201 Christodoulou (2015, 19).

202 Christodoulou (2015, 20).

203 (App. Mith. 66  -70).

204 Cumont (1901).; McGing (1986, 10); Christodoulou (2015, 21).

205 McGing (1986, 10).

206 Although the king was proud of his Persian roots, he respected the Hellenistic
values and thus decreased the gap betwe en the two cultures to merge them.

McGing (1986, 11).
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Figure 8: The City Coinage of Amisos under Mithridates Eupator
(with the head of Zeus and his attribute an eagleon a
thunderbolt )27

Another official royal cult was devoted to Perseus who was
correlated with Apollo under Mithridates V. The cult became
popular during the reign of Mithridates Eupator .28  On the coins of
Sinope there is a statue of Apollon holding fia Scythian bow and a
small figure of Nike". 299 On obols of the same series Mithridates
Eupator is portrayed with a leather cap called kyrbasia which was a

head -dress of the ancient Persian kings. 210

Figure 9: A Royal Coinage of MithridatesV ~ (as Apollo -Perseus, and
standing with "a Scythian bow and a small figure of Nike 0) 21t

207 saprykin (2009).
208 Christodoulou (2015, 23).

208 saprykin (2009, 261).

2

[y

0 Pfeiler - Lippitz (1972).; Saprykin (2009, 261).

211 saprykin (2009, 260).
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Figure 10: A Coinage of Mithridates VI Eupator (as Apollo -Perseus
wearing a leather  kyrbasia on a Pontic obol )?212

It is important to see how the coins had both Persian and Greek
influences by portraying Greek gods together with the king wearing

the Persian kyrbasia .

The political ideology of the kingdom, was also a part of the policy
of philhellenic since the mid  -2nd century B.C. However, it was not
easy for the kings to find a god with whom to identify themselves.
They had to use cultural amalgamation correctly in or der not to
arouse suspicions about their philhellenism. According to Saprykin,

it was not possible to identify with Zeus because he "was the
highest of all the Olympian gods and goddesses and creator and

patron of all spheres of life". 213 Hence, Dionys us, as his son, was a
better option because he could be associate d with the Anatolian
Hellenic and Iranian gods. The important thing was to divinize the

king which raises the subject of temple states.

212 saprykin (2009, 261).
213 Saprykin (2009, 263).
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4.1 Temple States

In Hellenistic period before the Roman domination of Anatolia,
small communities lived independently around temple S, which we
can identify as local powers. Temple and their priests unified and

guided these communities. We are aware of three  such

sanctuaries , or temple states in the Bl ack Sea Region under the
reign of Mithridates. Zela, which was dedicated to Anaitis, Omanus
and Anadatus; Kabeira which was dedicated to Men; and Komana

which was dedicated to Ma. 214

Temple states were economically 4ndepen
which mea ns that authorit y derived from the temple. 216 During the

Roman era, these communities wer e brought together as cities to

bring them under a centralized administration and to benefit from

their  power, but this will be discussed later .27

4.1.1 Komana 1 Dedicated to Ma

Komana was established in the middle of the Dazimonitis (Kazova)
Plain in the vicinity of tlthéadhbhrgowl (Yexki

economy thanks to Yexkilirmak's ?§Meducti v

214 http://aktuelarkeoloji.com.tr/komana -antik -kenti -gun -yuzune -cikiyor.
As a part of the royal propaganda, the Greek gods were always primary,

however they were unified with Anatolian and Iranian gods. Saprykin (2009,
264).

2550 kmen (2005) .

216 For furtheri nformation about the temple states ,see: S°kmen (2005) .

217 http://unyezile.com/komana.htm

218 hitp://aktuelarkeoloji.com.tr/ko mana -antik -kenti -gun -yuzune -cikiyor .
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sacred beliefs with the same name and cu lture with Komana
(k ar h°)yig Rappadocia were  quite similar. For this reason, we

should be careful not to confuse them. 219

Komana was a religio us center and was ruled by priests. 220 |t was
dedicated to the goddess Ma , who had a warrior character. 22! Most
of th e people were devout servants living in the temple. 222 The
head priest was elected by the king in the Hellenistic Period and

held the most prestigious position after the king. 223 The city was
affiliated with the king politica Ily, but the treasure of the temple
was under the control of the priests. Being close to the commercial
routes, there was also an economic interest in the area. 2?4 Strabo
describes the place as the fiCorinth of Pontus 0 which probably
refers to its economic impor  tance. ??® It is also known that
Mithridates Eupator has appointed one of his closes philoi , Dorilao
to govern the sanctuary of Komana. 2?6 This case is special because
he did not belong to the king's family and was of Greek origin. This

indicates that Mithridat es worked closely with Greek people , had

219 Arslan (2007, 25).

220 The surface survey initiated by Erciyas in 2004 provides the first clear
information about the site.

221 Strabo Geo. (XI12.3 ).
222 Arslan (2007, 25).

223 hitp://aktuelarkeoloji.com.tr/komana -antik -kenti -gun -yuzune -cikiyor .

224 pastor (2010, 144).

225 Strabo (XI11.3.36).

226 Philoi refers to people close to the government and who w ere responsible for
tasks both administrative and military in the Hellenistic world. It derives from

the ancient Greek and means "friends". For further information see: Pastor

(2010).
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confidence to them, and that the Greek elites held positions in
important institutions. 22’ We start to see representation of Ma on

coins during the reign of Caligula 228 and then on the coins of
Caracalla, Septimus Severius and Trajan; which offers a better
understanding on the presence of the temple. 229 However we do

not know the origins of the goddess Ma. 230

Epigraphical sources can give a better understanding on the
importance of this  templ e. Two important inscriptions have been
found . One, which is dated to 161  -169 AD, 23! tells us that Komana
had been granted immunity. 232 Another inscription  was found by
Wilson in 1958 , is dated to early 2nd century AC, and says that the

city was immune a nd blessed. 233

Komana kept its semi  -independent position under the rule of both
the Pontic kings and the Roman Empire until the arrival of

Christianity. 234

227 pastor (2010, 146).
228 Erciyas (2001, 147).

229 A tetrastyle temple with eight columns according to the coins. For further
reading: Erciyas (2001).

230 Kaya (2013, 61).

231 Ramsay (1906, 41).; Kaya (2013, 60).

232 Ramsay (1882, 153); Kaya (2013; 61).

For further information about the goddness Ma see: Cas abonne (2009, 7).
233 Wilson (1960, 233); Kaya (2013, 61)

234 Erciyas (2009, 287).
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4.1.2 Zela - Dedicated to Anaitis, Omanus and Anadatus

Zela was a sanctuary settlement, located 57 k ilometers south of
Amaseia. The Persian -Hellenized cult of Anaitis, Omanos, and
Anadatos was clearly established concurrently with the Persian
occupation, 23° possibly in the beginning of the 6th century to
celebrate victory overthe  Sacae.?3® However, as McGin g notes, itis
hard to imagine a Persian existence in the Asia Minor at that time :
making it more likely that the Persians have brought their God

after the conquest of Cyrus. 2%/

Erciyas says of these gods "Anaitis, the Persian goddess of

fertilizing waters, was accompanied by Omanos and Anadatos, two

other Persian gods. Omanos could have been the guardian of the

ani mals, and Anadatos may have bé&%n related
She also touches upon the land adm inistration and cultic activities

noting that Zela was not very different from Komana. Again, the

priest was the proprietor of the territory around the city. 239 Under

the Pontic rulers there was presumably no civic association at Zela,

despite the fact that coins bearing the name of the sanctuary state

were stamped during the rule of Mithradates VI.

235 Cumont (1906, 188-94).

236 McGing (1998, 5).
For further information  , see : Boffo (1985, 31 -33).

237 McGing (1998, 6).
238 Erciyas (2001, 142).

29 Erciyas (2001, 143).
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The temple was probably constructed in the late Achaemenid
period in the 4th century B.C., 240 and later in the 6th century
B.C., %4 Anaitis was introduced to Asia Min or. We have a limited
information about the temple of Anaitis in Zela from coins minted
during the Roman Imperial Period. 242 The temple was probably a
hexastyle located on a low hill. 243 On its northeastern side there

was a small theat er.244

Strabo states that a festival took place once a year to celebrate
Cy r uvgtdry against S cythia ns. He also says that the temple was
built on the honor of this victory. 245 The celebration was  of Persian
origin , indicating that  the temple was built under Persian rule. 246
Erciyas s ays that the sa nctuary was probably visited by Persian S
even after the reign of Mithridates which implies that the Persian

cults still exist ed during that period. 247

240 Borce and Grenet (1991, 288).

%150 kmen (2005, 281).

2250 kmen (2005, 281).

This h exastyle temple  was situated on alow hill. Its main purpose was probably
"to celebrate the defeat of the Sakai by Kyros". For further information , See:
S°kmen (2005) .

243 Hexastyle temple s have a single row of peripheral columns around the naos
and six columns on the front.

244 Wilson (1960, 215); Kaya (2013, 56).
245 Strabo Geo. (XI.8.5 ).

246 Kaya (2013, 59).

247 Personal communication with Erciyas.
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4.1.3 . Ameria - Dedicated to Men Pharnakou

The third temple state in Pontus was in Kabeira. 2*8 Its temple was
dedicated to Men Pharnakou and like the other temple states, it

was ruled a priest and had many servants. 249

The literary sources, have information only from Strabo. S°kmen
note s this place's importance with quote from  Strabo "the kings of
Pontus took their royal oath here as fiby the Fortune of the king

and by Men Pharnaces 0.2

The people of Anatolia syncretized  Dionys us with Men, who

represent ed "victory over evil" in Persian Zoroastrianism. 251

#8350 kmen (2005, 282).
249 Strabo Geo. ( X11.3.31 ).

% 50 kmen (2005, 281).
51 Saprykin (2009, 263).
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CHAPTER 5

IDENTITY IN THE ROMAN PERIOD

After defea ting Mithridates VI in 66 B.C., Pompey began to
reorganiz e the cities. He united Bithynia and Pontus and both
monarchies were replaced by the Roman rule rs. Consequently, new
rules were introduced to the people. 252 As Madsen notes, some
theories claim that most of the changes Rome wanted had already
occurred in the cities and were part of Greek culture. Thus, he says
that it was probably easier to make all the changes the Romans
desired .?°® For example , the demoi 2%, the boulai?® and the
archontes 2°¢ continued to function as they did in the Hellenistic
period .?5” Fernoux says that the introduction of life -long

membership in the boul ai, changed the entire political system , and

the Greek political structure was renewed. Roman citizenship was
introduced. Social hierarchy became evident. 258 There were
significant changes in the tax system. Constitutional law was

252 For detailed information see: Berger (1968)
253 Madsen (2013, 27).

254 Demoi means the common people of the city.
255 Boulai means city councils

256 Archontes means ruler s.

257 Marek (2009, 39).

258 Madsen (2013, 27).
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introduced. The cities permitted to grant their residents Roman

citizenship and the conditions for doing so were specified .2%°

During this reorganization, the temple states had also faced several
changes. Komana's territory, probably as a matter of respect, was

initially preserved. 280 Afterwards it was enlarged, and it gained the

right of asylum,?®! which mean t that the city was "immune to
violence and civil authority" 252, On the other hand, Zela was

transformed intoa  polis, which deprived it of this right ~ .263

The Romans brought many innovations especially technological
improvements. The buildings were enlarged and transformed into
the Roman architectural style. 264 Millar suggests that it is better to

use the term , Graeco -Roman instead of dividing them into Greeks

and Romans because the cultures merged. 265

Another thing we should know is that the Roman citizens who
support ed the Roman activities of the administration were gaining
the support of highest level of the elite  , local patrons in Asia Minor

and being re warded for their services. The people who were

259 Madsen (2013, 28); Fernoux (2004)
%0 50 kmen (2005, 284).
261 Ramsay (1882)

262 Rigsby (1996).

%50 kmen argues about Zela's unpreserved autonomy in
Strabo does not provide enough information about this issue. She asks if

Pompe y intentionally aimed to demolish the Persian elements in Zela and that is

why it has not gained the righ t of asyl um and on the contrary in was

transformed into a polis. For further reading: S°% k me

264 Madsen (2013, 28).
265 Millar (1993)
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abandoning their h  omes to take up active role s in the Roman

administration could also possibly rise to more power. This was
also one of the main factors that helped Rome to establish it in
Pontus .2%6

At the same time, euergetism and philanthropy by the local elite
were prevalent especially in the rich and politicall y strong Roman
provinces in the first two centuries A.D .26 The euergetes statue

found in Komana was made in honorofa b enef acpubiocwng ,
and is a good example. 258 Portraits of civic benefactors were

exhibited in public areas together with heroes and legendary
founders. Komana may have been influenced by this, 26° which also
indicates that Greek cultural traditions were recognized. 210 The

presence of this statue confirms the existence of an elite identity

and the presence of social hierarchy in this period .?"! Erciyas says
that this information means that Komana 0 sidentity had been
transformed by being Hellenized due to the effects of

Romanization. 272

According to the letters Plinius wrote to emperor Traianus, the

cities must have been in financial difficulties a t that time. Thus, the

266 Madsen (2013, 60).
267 Zuiderhoek (2009, 1).
268 Zuiderhoek (2009, 7).

269 Erciyas says that this evidence shows that Komana became a polis with a
boule. Personal communication with Erciyas.

270 Ng (2015, 539 -545).
271 Zuiderhoek (2009, 151).

272 personal communication with Erciyas.
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reorganization must have included also economic development
projects, too. 2’3 For example instead of building new political

structures, they continued using the ones which already existed.

One of the major changes was dividing Pontus i nto units. Pontus
was divided into 11 units, which are called ¢ O E (blt&an also be
described as the cities. It aimed to facilitate the administration.
Amisos, Sinope, Amastris, Amaseia and Zela maintained their
names while new cities were formed with the names of
Pompeiopolis, Neapolis, Magnopolis, Megalopolis, Diospolis and
Nikopolis. The newly created cities were established in dispersed
settlements where the population potential was high, and the living
conditions were convenient. 2’4 Trade from the no rth, east and west
to the south was passing through these cities, and thus these cities
achieved considerable economic gains and correspondingly showed

rapid development.  27°

Since during the Mithridatic Wars the cities had too many losts,
Rome also worked o n increasing the population. Pompey must have
made an arrangement that the children born from a Pontic mother

should be accepted as Pontic, too. 276

It was also forbidden for a person who is already registered in one

city to register in another city, in orde r to prevent the immigration

23 pojance (2017, 74).
274 Broughton (1938).

275 Plinius. Epist. (X, 114 -115).

276 QOktan (2008, 61).
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of the rich people. 277 Thus it can be said that they tried to keep the

existing financial resources in the city. 218

Pompey intended to protect Roman hegemony through out Asia
Minor. Pontus was the region that created the most proble ms for
him. Since its system was already working well, it was hard to

transform it s cities into Roman cit ies.?’®

Greek culture had expanded across the Mediterranean , and, in
many respects , it has influenced the Romans. Interm arriages
played an active role in the ir cultura | amalgamation and  friendships
have affected the Romans politically . Many Greeks joined the

imperial administration. 280

Madsen s ays that it is not possible to draw conclusion s about
Roman identity.  People chose to become Roman because  doing so
financial, legal and social benefits . Working as a military or civil ian
official meant getting paid by the empire and gaining a higher

status in  society .

Madsen also notes that the easiest way to have a role in the
administration was, to have worked several years in the army
beforehand. Since the borders were at peace, working in the army
was an even more attractive option  for the people. They were paid

well by the governor. The  refore, we should not be surprised that a

277 Oktan (2008, 62  -64).

278 For further information about the reorganization and Pompey, see: Broughton
(1946).

279 Madsen (2013, 29).

280 Madsen (2013, 62).
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lot of Greek people have tried to get a role in it as well. 281
However, the fact that being a Roman has also started to be a
matter of prestige has led people to want to see the effects of

Romans in their city, soth ey would also be privileged. 282

Unfortunately , we do not know if Latin was taught in the Greek
cities and if it was, at what level. We know that public documents
about military and road system S in some provinces  were written in
Latin. Bilingual inscriptions have also been found but they do not
give clear information , but if we take into account the peaceful
policy they were pursuing, some places may not really have
needed Latin except for public affairs. 28 In addition, given the
presence of a large number of Greeks in the administration,

perhaps thet wo languages were equally acceptable.

Gatzke describes the language issue and its connection with

identity in detail . She agrees that languages are a good way to

understand public identity. Since the 1970s, with the increase in
these studies, | a n g u a gffects on social identity and behaviors
have begun to be examined as well. Bilingualism can be a

distinctive feature. Gatzke argues that bilingualism can exist in two
situations , highly educated elites and lower classes who needed to
learn a second language for  work or daily life. ~ Unfortunately , we do

not have enough information about the propagation and range of

281 Madsen (2013, 76).
282 Madsen (2013, 63).
283 Marek (2009, 38).
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the Latin language in Anatolia, but by studying inscriptions, we see

that Latin was used by both elite s and commoners .284

This indicates that the Romans had not only adapted their
administrative system , but also their architectural style, culture

and language. The two cultures merged, and this has probably
ensured the fusion of the societies as well. It has facilitated
integration into social life. Gatzke and Curchin agree that this was

not planned but the natural result of integration, and that it was
possible for subjects to keep Greek traditions as long as they were
loyal to the Romans. 28 | agree that adapt ation came as a result of
merg ing the two cultures, but since the whole system of the
province change d we ask if this result may have actually been due

to unintentional, involuntary enforcement. Gatzke gives Anatolia as

an example, saying that its inhabitants were living in Greek culture
without Greek governors , although for the Romans, | believe it is
still hard to say something definitive  since they have also tried to

adapt their architecture and technology. 286

There is another theory that approache s this issue from another
point of view. Woolf says that Roman culture did not spread
through out Anatolia but instead, it was affected by Greek culture,
with a lot of Greek people taking up active roles in the
administration has even increas ing the influe nce of Greek

culture. 27 As a consequence of integration it is usual for both

284 Gatzke (2013, 26-33).
28 Curchin (2004, 14); Gatzke (20 13, 43).
286 Gatzke (20 13, 43).

287 Woolf (199 8, 117).
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cultures to influence each other , b ut knowing that being Roman or
using Roman names were signs of elite status probably accelerated

Romanization

5.1. Romanization and Romanization Models

Romanization means the volunta ry or compulsory integration and

acculturation of populations conquered by the Romans. The
defeated populations become a part of Roman civilization which
generally did not bother to oblige the indigenous people to use

Latin language, law and religion, but granted a wide range of

autonomies based on alliance, federalism and trust. 288

The term was first introduced by Mommsen. Afterwards it was used
by some French scholars in 1870, 289 and became a well -known

concept after Haverfield , a British historian and archeologis t.

Understanding the adaptation period Romanization is important.
From the second century B.C. on ward , Roman products verify the
importation of Mediterranean products by Europeans. Despite the

fact that most people s continued to see  themselves as indigenous,

from Rome's perspective they had been inducted into the Roman
world . They were inside the political and financial range of the
empire, but socially to some degree still outside o fit. They became

a part of it , but their languages, ways of life, and material culture

remained barbarians. 2%

288 Mattingly (2004,5 -26).
289 Ridder (2014, 4).
290 \Wells (1999, 94).
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Curchin also touch ed upon this issue. He claims that, we can
comprehend how the Roman Empire work ed, by concentrating on

the changes in the behavi ors of indigenous people s who lived in

central Spain .2°1 Curchin tries to create, a model of Romanization
that portrays the ideal way to incorporate indigenous individuals
into the Roman Empire and get them to embrace or ad apt to

Roman ways of life.  He think s this combination provides the best
insight into Romanization. Curchin adopted a strategy in utilizing

both processual and post -processual bits of knowledge mix ed with
archeological and epigraphical evidence to show how Romanization

occurred. Figure 11 sh ows the models he proposed. 292

™ SR e
) i) Cr )

Figure 11: Models of Romanization  Proposed by Curchin 293

21 Curchin (2004, 10).
292 Curchin (2004, 12).

293 R (means Roman), | (means indigenous). The arrows represent the direction
of initiative. Curchin (2004, 13).
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A. The Dominance Model

In this model, Rome forces its way of life on conquered peopl es.
The assimilation can be seen as a process where one culture
demolishe s another culture  or "forced conversion". Curchin also

notes that, while it is known that Rome was a conqueror and tried
to impose Roman law and economic system s, there is no pro of that
they followed a policy of impos ing their culture  on subjected

populations .2%

B. The Self - Romanization Model

This model was first proposed by White, 2% and then called it
"adoption by imitation"  2°¢. This refers to the "initiative of the
indigenes in the  Romanization" ,2°” who may have seen their culture

as inferior to that of Rome

C. The Elite Model

In this model, the elite s willing ly assimilate for their own benefit

and lead the lower classes. 29

2% Curchin (2004, 13) .
295 Sherwin White (1973, 222)
296 Wwightman (1983, 239).
297 Curchin (200 4, 13) .

298 Curchin (2004, 13) .
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D. The Interaction Model

In this model, there is a common interaction between the
cultures. 2% Both the Romans and the indigenous people influence

each other reciprocally in a shared process of  acculturation. This
model differs from the other s because it involves a two -way

relationship and interchange.

E. The Integration Model

In this model, there is again an interchange with a slight difference

from the interaction model. Here both cultures, the Romans and
the indigenous people are influenced by each other , but as a result
they form a new "provincial culture". 300 This model is also known

as "transcu lturation". 301

Its advantage is minimiz ing harm to people who are coexisting
According to Curchin  this is the best model for Romanization and |
agree with him entirely . It merges the cultures to create a new

culture with effects from b oth sides.

As we can s ee, there are variety of theories of Romanizatio n. It is
important to comprehend the particular conditions under which it
occurred . Even so, Curchin agrees  that probably none of them were
planned , but were unintentional. It was not their explicit intention,

so it happened naturally and slowly as a result of having the two

29 Curchin (2004, 14) .
300 Curchin (2004, 14) .

301 Curchin (2004, 14): Fear (1996, 274).
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cultures in the same place and which in the end were somehow

integrated

The discussion of Romanization is a still an on-going debate.
Roman and romanization both terms still caus e a lot of
misunderstandings. According to Barret, the term Roman has
wrongly been comprehended as 'the culture of Rome’, which stains
two mistaken assumptions. 392 Roman culture was neither
homogeneous nor isolated because it was connected with many

other cu ltures .303

A few researchers even claim that there was no cultural Roman
identity until Roman culture merged with local cultures . Artifacts
found by excavations, have been counted as an evidence of Roman
culture even though they were only found in R o me @rs vinces 304,
This complicates defining which materials should be considered to
be Roman. A t the administrative level, there were many people

who were not of Roman origin. 3% Curchin believes that Rome had

no persisting culture but developed into local varieties through out

the entire Mediterranean. 306

Another problem is defining the term native. It is even harder to
defin e during Romanization because the culture formerly known as

native ha s already been affected by the culture of the

302 Barrett (1997, 51).
303 Webster (1997, 325).
304 Freeman (1993).

305 Wells (1999) .

806 Curchin (200 4, 131).
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conguerors .3%7 Curchin touches upon this issue as well and agree S
that , although for the pre-Roman period we ¢ an partially explain
what native means , during Romanization , this becomes impossible
because native culture s had already begunt o mix with the culture

of the conquerors .308

The term culture  also causes misunderstandings since it is not well

defined if we mean only cultural change or arts and material

culture as well with it. Curchin says that we should not take it in a
limited sense but on the contrary, to consider it with all the things
that are characteristic of a particular people. 309 He also notes the

critic ism by of Lloris , which notes that studies generally examine
cultural aspects  but tend to ignore politics . This reminds us, again,

that we should consider culture in a wider perspective.

We often hear the term Romanocentric together with the term
Romanization. This is another misconception which violates the
principle that all cultures are equal. 39 The Romanocentric
viewpoint sees Romanization as aform of developmentor progress
that improved the provinces that submitted to it .31 | agree with
Curchin that we need balance with the indigenocentric perspective

as well. A shared and integrated culture requires the contribution of

all its people s.

307 Keay and Terrenato (2001, 131).
308 Curchin (200 4, 9).

309 Curchin (200 4, 11).

3

=

° Woolf (1998, 5).

811 Curchin (200 4, 10).
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The final problem with Romanization would be misunderstanding

the term , Romanization , and seeing it as a complete and sudden
process of assimilation when it was actually a piecemeal and
continuous process. Curchin agrees that th ese misapprehensions
may be caused by old publicat jons and even Strabo. In  Geo.

(111.2.15), while describing the people of a city called Baetica, he

says that the y were completely been Romanized and had even
forgo tten their native language, but failed to add that this process
has taken more than two centu ries, causing the readers to imagine

that this was a sudden change. 3! | agree with Curchin that this is
a phenomenon that needs time to be completely implemented. It is
difficult to change language , culture and daily habits  which means
that people would have needed time to interact with the
conquering culture. The process may take less time if the new
culture somehow benefits the indigenous people , Which can shorten

the duration of  adaptation period.

The i nformation we have suggests that Pontus
elite model of Romanization which means the elite people were

willing to assimilate for their own benefit and thereby also led the

lower classes to do so. However, since there may initially b e a force

by the Romans, it might have features from the dominant model,

too. Comparing with the other models, although there was both

interaction and integration between the two groups, Roman policy

altered the motivations of the local people. The Romans tried to

demonstrate the benefits of being Roman and encouraged people

to adapt to their culture and traditions . Citizens were given many

privileges, advantages and higher status in the community. As a

812 Curchin (200 4, 11).
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consequence, the local people adapted to this new way of life, and

as Curchin says, Romanization was probably easier because of the

peopl ebdbs desire for it.

Figure 12: Voluntarily Adaptation Model of Romanization

| believe that in the case of Pontus, it would be more accurate to
cre ate a new model because it contains features from each model.
My suggestion would be Voluntarily Adaptation Model. In this
model, even though there may initially be a force by the Romans,
local elites want to assimilate voluntarily for their own benefit, a
thus try to take higher positions at the administrative level. They
start to interact and integrate with the Roman people. This, also

successfully leds the lower classes to do so.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

The founders and rulers of the Kingdom of Pontus had Iranian
roots , but it was established in a land where the local people were
Greek. Therefore , during Persian sovereignty, the people
experienced intensive Persian and Greek influence s. The kingdom
followed a policy of philhellenism in order to pacify the society and
gain acceptance in it . The kings also disseminated religious
propaganda to establish an environment based on mutual respect

and trust. They identified themselves with the gods and minted
divinized portraits on the ir coins. They won more respect with
statues and monuments in their honor . During this period, the two
cultures began to merge. Although they were ruled by a Persian
administrati ve system, many different languages were still  spoken

in Asia Minor, especially Greek.

The kings 6 eaceful policy prevented chaos in the ir territories.
Instead of forcing the people to adopt the Persian language and
Iranian traditions, the kings preferred to represent themselves as
members of this philhellenic society to gain acceptance. They
respected the p e o p | religiaus beliefs and tried to unify them. As

in the temple states, they transformed features into their culture,

for instance in Ameria, where Anatolia ns syncretized Dionys us with
Men Pharnakou, who represent  ed the victory over evil in Persian
Zoroastrianism . Thus, they managed to create a cultural
amalgamation with common features. This peaceful policy ensured
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that the kingdom remained durable and strong for many years and
made people willingly become its subje  cts and voluntarily adapt to
the k i n gmavations. The kings respect for Greek traditions and
use of the Greek language resulted in a slow, but steady  fusion of
cultures. Since the kings could speak the local people's language, it

was easier for the loca | people to adhere to the Persian
administration system. They did not feel forced into another
identity and mutual respect between the two cultures was

reinforced.

Peaceful policy kept the peace for a long time, but could not
resolve the kingdom 6 s pr &lwithé¢hmRomans. In63B .C., after
Mithridates committed suicide, the Romans conquered Pontus. 313 In
66 B.C. Pompey began to reorganize the cities which meant their

people had to adapt to another culture

However, since both cultures were quite vigorous , n either was able
to preserve their identity entirely, and the policy of philhellenism
was partially reversed by the conquest. The Gree ks could not just
continue to speak Greek and ignore the presence of the Romans,
just as the Romans could not abolish the Greek language and
culture. 3% As a consequence, both language remained in use. The
administrative language was Latin while local inscriptions kept

being written in Greek.

313 The western Pontus was then annexedto Roman territory, while the eastern
coast remained semi  -independent untii 64 A.D.

314 Although we lack clear information about the usage of Latin, its propagation

and range, inscriptions  indicate that both languages  were used actively in  this
period.
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There is a lack of remains related to the image of Mithridat ic kings
inside the B lack Sea Region, as well as in the Hellenistic period of
the Kingdom of Pontus. This is becaus e, most of the architectural
structures from the Hellenistic period were transformed or
destroyed by the Romans after the conquest which makes it
difficult to int erpret the ir identity . Fortunately , significant remains
outside Pontus s uch as the portraits of Mithridates VI and his
friends on the inner walls of the monument in Delos, which proves

us how successful he was  with merging the two cultures and that
the two cultures were integrated. If Cu r ¢ h Ramarszation mode Is
could be adapted also to this period, | would say that it has several
features of the integration model because both cultures influenced
each other and as aresult , form ed a new shared culture. Since the
people were not forced to accept anything related to Persian
culture, they slowly integrate d and p ossible identity confusions
were probably mostly inhibited. However, since this integration was
due to the elites who wanted to assimilate for their own benefit, it
would not be wrong to say that it has features from the elite

model, too. Thus, | believe that in case of Pontus, it would be more

accurate to create a new model. My suggestion would be V oluntary
Adaptation Model. In this model, even though there may initially be

a force by the Romans, local elites want to assimilate voluntarily

for their own benefit, and thus try to take higher positions at the
administrative level. They start to interact and integrate with the
Roman people. This, also successfully leds the lower classes to do

SO.

On the other hand, there are more remains from the Roman period
which makes it easier to examine Romanization . Administrative

structures such as demoi, boulai and archontes show that the
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Romans did not intend to abolish the existing culture but preferred

to find a way to adapt the people to Roman culture . They changed
city borders, enlarged or united them, but they did not use direct
force on the local people. | understand this asa way of support ing

the process of adaptation. Instead of forcing people to use Latin,

they represented it as a matter of prestige . Thus, they did attempt
to force the two cultures to integrate but psychologically affected
the people and made them wish to become Roman because of the

benefits of doing so .

They gave privileges , advantages and higher social status to the
locals who became Roman citizen s. This policyds success
discerned in the increase of inscriptions in Latin which shows Latin
began to be used in many areas. Still, the people were not afraid to
speak Greek but felt free to choose their language as wished . As
time went by, Romans spread throughout  Pontus, the people
probably started to use Latin  more often . The use of Roman names
also increased which shows that more people were presenting

themselves as Romans

Although the local people created problems in the beginning,
naturally, we have to admit that accepting a new administrative

system is a difficult transit ion. The Romans implemented their
changes gradually , and by placing the Greeks in the administration,

they made the process less painful. By providing high salaries to
soldiers in the army and facilitating the ir participation in the
administration, they en  sured the support of the Greek locals in the
army, too. This both helped the people and made the Roman

Empire stronger.
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In time, the Romans introduced their own judicial system and
rules, and established a system that was fully compatible with
Roman govern ance. The kingdom's administrative structures |
boulai, for example T were adapted the new Roman system . Since it
became more and more attractive to be come Roman, these kind s

of radical changes were easily accepted.

| see Roman' power as a hatural result of their non - coercive
adaptation policy. They demonstrated the benefits of being Roman

and interested people in the ir culture and traditions, as well as
becoming Roman. As a consequence, the Greeks adapted to this

new way of life. They joined the administrations and the army.

They have used Latin language and t ook on Roman names.
Although the two cultures and identities seem to be integrated in

the beginning, they eventually became Roman and shared a

common identity.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIXA - TURKISHSUMMARY [/ T, RK¢E ¥ZET

Pontus Krall ej e M. ¥. 302 yél éndan 6 4 y el
B°l ghed e haki mi yet s¢rde¢g ve bu s¢ére- i -eri si
sénérl ara ul akte. Kurulukundan yeékeéeldéjée g¢
ve Anadolu k¢ltegrlerini topraklarénda ajeérl a
¥ncel eri ayne cojrafyada CMr¥s G320 afyehcdada

kurul an AkhamenrmnitdrKmpu hegkegm s¢egregyordu ve P
bu séneérl ar i -eri s@Gyirdwes ,buldaxluaymg&-ut.a Kr an ve
,Mezopotamya'yé y°nemprarkatior |arkc atke m Per sl eri
Medl er i ele ge-irince daha da genikledi . Akt
200 yéldanr usymebi kuzeybate Hi ndi stan'" dan
gésneyde moder n Kazakistan'aam bsenéallam&na k
y°netOrit.a Karadenthe BSégési y¢sgzyeldan itibare
oldu. B¢y ¢k Kskender din ° 1l ¢meyl e beraber,

Mi t hridates Crtliisjtiersdbd nKd p addokayra Kyradll &g ,é ve

bajéeémsézl éjenée kazandéeé.

Pontus Kroandnmyg ei tki bar i pli e Yree mik yol uydu V €

Karadeni z, Bal kanl ar ile Asyadyé birbirine I
kesi ki mi nde bul unuyor du. G¢neyinded e Kezeéel ¢
Karadeniz yer al éyordu. Anti k vyazar Strabon
adeéylacdhset mekteydi . Hal k verdiinfaenr ky kreenll i ¢idli | er |
beraber Yunanca ajérl ekl e ol ar ak Konukt
kurucul arénéen Pers k°kenl:i ol maséetasebebiyl e
yoj un klkeikri hdesedi liyordu. Bu sebeple de k¢l
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et kil eki mBuwaetdki | @i mpodiilt i #a ve aspsgal ar
yakamda hissedilivyor, materyal kel tegreén

de edilebiliyordu. Krallar bu nu devam etti rmeye - al ékéyor ve ha

kendi ki mlik °zelli klerini korumal ar énd
¥zelli kl e V. Mithridates Euergetes bar éx
d°nemde krall é&jén sénérl aréné geni kKl et me
krallarla B¢yebhi Kskandeemenol arak go°r¢éyo
yél enda bilinmeyen bir sebepl e Ol d¢r ¢l
bakéna ge-en VI . Mithridates de ayneé bar
-al exmexk, bunu ayne zamanda kendi ni g ¢
avant aj a - evipolitikalart ida uygDlayarak hal kén ona ol a
saygéséenée artteéermaya -al ekméexkt é. Hatta Kk
czdexkl exktirmikt. ki, Mi t hridates Eupat
-ajréel maya bakl anméxkt é. Bastérdéjé sikke

memk ¢ nd ¢Vl Mit hridates ol duk- dé gwe | purbu r

hal kéna g°stermekten de -ekinmiyordu. D €
tapénakl arénda zéerh ve keéeyafetlerini ser
bir nevi tanr élakteéereéeyordu. Ayréca krald/l
de bilme s i sayesinde askerleriyle daha
kurabiliyordu. Bunun yanénda kendisine

ol duk-a kat étytbn@ ivieerbbueyen d°nemlerde Yun

tehli kede hissettiiji i-in Romadya karkeée
Savame&n aansebepl erinden biri ol Savadku e . I
Romadénén | ehi ne sdhmtui-d atnede e dMavakta Kk
b¢ten topraklardan -ekil mek zorunda kal d
al mak amacéyl a Romal é gener al Luci us

Mithridates Sav ame M. ¥ . 89 yeéelénda baklatté. {

Mi t hridatesoin ordul aréne tekrardan t o

bakl adéj] éne, bunun da Roma i-in bir teh
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¥neml i sonu-1ar doj ur mas a da meint hbi dat es b

saldér és é& ogdaardaek vael ordusunu g¢-lendirdijinden
M. ¥ 7306de Er meni st an Kral é (I Tigranes i
salderde. TigranesoOirkaMendrddhkatséi al mgmaseén
do!l ay e, Lucullus onu ¢sten askerdi stratejile
s¢reRoemadbnén g¢c¢ de daha -ok eyalet tar af
bakl anmékt é. Ti granes il e Mithridates g¢-1 e
Lucull usdéun I stedi i bhgwakeyll - gldek marsléeenrmdi K
oldu lar . Bu sérada savakén bakéna daha °nce Akd
kark € b¢yé¢k bakar élPamp eeyl d e e teidreinl di . Ayné d°n
Tigranes vV e Mi t hsf¢i datekdéknt éar afllvkREi dat es
kaybedece]ini anl ayeénca, hal kén kar kéna
-ékartél maktansa I nti har Bak mekendini t er ci h e
zehirl emeya& da- zelhékrsl er e kar ke bajexkekl éej é 0

bakar s é xze uhud gsonucunda kendi ni kor umasé Bituit
°l d¢e¢rAtden®amné Pontos hemen®Rorma] Knakheéej e

da, doju Pontos M.S. 64 yéeléena kadar yareé ba

Pontusodun Ronmd & Kball | anmaséndan sonr a Pom
eyaletleri yeni den organize etme -al ékmalaréna bas
S¢re- ol madej e dagitémamen Ramat halsmiyetine

gi rmesi de yakl akeéeEyadle&O0Y wredn spaldi¢gs ©°zel | i ]
tam anl ameyl a t abk¢eyngéky o°rld-u¢ dvee P evrasr | e€t] kini de
s¢rdéegrmeye devam ediyordu. KI'k ol arak pol it
deji ki kl ikl ernems@indial diz awa nRoma-sistemingi nde

kel terel ol ar ak al ékteréel maya -al éxkél de, u
edildi.

Pontus Krall €7 € bu i ki ge-i K d°nemindeki ki mlik vy
a-éséndan iyi Kbmtri Rrpakpebse. arkeol ojide séekl:
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bir konudur ve birkeyin veya bir kimseni

tanémlanmasé anlKaménm&, doeleikimd keakdi | | eni r v
pol itik, kel tegrel viie dak o h omilkmadu npwre k e,

faktdPeaj i ki mblroghar, Ayné zamamd& e&°ken, st a
yack, cinsiyet vV e Ki mi zamha deajei ndnery ik
gerektirir. Yéel Il ar i -erisinde bu konuda
gel i ktiriKlamiakteini z Bl gesi ' nin grup Ki m
gel i Ki mini vV e onu etkil eyen faktbhdrl eri
yakl akém ve°nennrad=zr et nMegkeleldieg . g°r e ki ml
yapéseéene arkeol ojide ki Kekil de anl aya
sosyal gel i karakmi n e k ibmacki s i i se ki kKilerin
anl amayaar-akitéekkncak ki kil er KkimlikIlerini

olabilirler, ve kimlikleri onlara ta nemlanmék ol arak gel mi K
Bu sebeple etnik -atéxkmalaré da anl amaya
Etnik kimlik orta k ul us al vV e kel terel gel enekl er
dayaneéer . Bununla il ikkil:@ ol arak tarih I

akémé ol ukmuktur.

KIl k dbrakd primordialistl-éariapmré W alkt amx

destekl eyenl er gi bi, kimlik hakkdanda - ok
vV e Kimlif7Ji doj uktan gel en, dej kabult i ril e
ettiler . Bu yakl akéma tepki ol ar ak -ékan

kKimliJ i n topl um vV e kel ter taraféndan et

savundu lar. Ayné zamanda bu d°nemde edqi ke ol o]

ol an s¢re-cil yakl akeém, topl uml ar én k
i ncel emi kK, ancak bireysel Kimli7Ji gz ar
Hodder tar af éndan bakl-agree anel poak éeml a ber
arkeol ogl ar Kimliji anl amak i -1n sadece
ge-mi Kk kokullaré da g°z ©°n¢ndeYinedd undurr
her zaman farkl e etkenl erin ol abil ece]j
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bul undurul mal édérlns&rhejiinsanl ar én k¢ - ¢ kil

ol gunl akté]J é zamana kadar deji kim ge-irdifji
unsurunun da Kimli i anl amada °neml.i bir
vurgular., Bununl a beraber kel teéerl erarasé etkil ek
bir fakt©or ol abialmad ejKigl utput alt emr as é et kil ek
bajl é& olidriadakyem-il|l it kfemi balz sbemoders e

kimlik anlayékemézdamklhagxwehak €.aykdglltukrlealr |

ki mli k, farkl e grupl ar araseéendaki et kil eki ml
-al éeral enkusal ki mlik, dek etkenlerden dol a

ujrayan bir ortak ki mBuinoktadanUbméahbh gemirij.i

késaca tanéml amakndkag | ts¢ornerla ki ml i J i n ne an|

gel dijini a-éklamak uygun ol acakteér. Ul us al
kel tgor vV e di | taraf éndan temsi | edi |l en,
duygusudur . K¢l t ¢r ul usal ki mli kI e de Il gi i di
ayeéeran vV e ul usal Kimli7jJin I -erijini o]
Primordializmin, kimlik olgusunu dejicktiril
far k|l ar aok , kel tegrel ki mli k, hem grupl ar én
kimliklerin, sosyo -k ¢l t ¢r el | pol i-t aki hwseel sdsayka °r | er i
et kil eri alténda meydana gel di i anl améena ge
kimlik sosyo -t ar i hsel s¢re-lere bajl e dej i Ki ml er ¢
kimlik milliyet ve etnik k°ken ile ilikkild@

ZOor kéel ar .

Maddi kel ter kal éentel ar é, kel ter hakkeénda
kanéetl ardan olBukmak éldér , hem bireylerin h
t opl uml arkkemin kiinmntlel enmesi ndeoyrfam dralyil or @lé n

kl asi k ke¢gltegr tanémeée: Atopl umun bir ¢yesi o |
sanat, ahl ak, hukuk, °czelilevael edkjpal € klearea e |k
i -eren karmakék bir b¢gtendegr 0.de Bupwluel a bir |

bir tanémén, Kroebwmrdawe dKJj uclgh dhinve nesnel er
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ekyad amaddi kel teren 1 -eri klerini de i -

hem maddi hem de manevi ol abilir ancak
madd.i kal eént &€l ar a Be rsebeple narkeolajider ahtikr .

toplulukl aréen kkétiniel adi amank Ki -in bu ke
roloyna makt adéeMat er yal kel ter ve kimli k bir-
bajl antél édeér . Nesnel er hem bireyler h e
kimlikI er:i hakkénda bilgi verebilir. Bul
anl ake,l alkbgllitigr el etkilekimler g°zlenebil:i
Materi al |kkagllétnitresl aaresi | | er boyunca aktar é
Il nan-1 ar ve sosyal yakamlaré hakkénda b

korunanl ar séenér |, cadygréekmank¢dojaju afetl er

veya yeniden kullanéem yolu ile yok edil mi
Kl asi k arkeol ogl ar I s e ser ami k, heykel,
si kkel er gi bi - ok -ekKi tli bir m &

dejerl endin mekt edyir eca tapénakl|l ampéel adar i

gi bi mi mar i k aillégnitléelnamrelkat edda r | er . Kar ader
kimlik yapéséné incebémimgeniam ésmayal dagap
kKimli7Ji hakkeéenda bil gi veren mal zemel er
topl um czerindeki et ki sini aydaknl| at ma
mal zemel ere dayanarak yapelacaktér. Ayne
metinler.i de incelemek bu b°lge i-in m¢ml
¢ojunluju g¢n¢gmgze ul akmasa da, °czel i kil

-M. S 20) b°lgenin cojrafyasé hakkénda bi

Kendis i Pontus'a bajlé Amaseia'da dojduju
Kraldgl&lg é sénérl arene k¢ghzpeeli z ve pol i tik
anl amaméyardemceéePoloylmirus (y ak-120) Mse¥ 200
Karadeniz'"in genel durumanvkuPohuks Kahkk
bilgile r verir. Soatakt i upmaEldbolma undan der | enmi

95



A

olsa da, VI. Mithridates 6i sal tanat énén ik yéellar é i

pol i tibueddnaP @r enmek me mke¢egndeér . Ci-43kr o (M. ¥

Roma D° ne mid e k i eyaletlerin durumunu, Romal el a
ve Mi t hridat Savaklaré séraséndaki politik du
Roma D° nefmide si yasi pozisyonlareée anlamak i -
- ¢nk¢ CiDe lenpeog Cn Pompei gi bi , Romal él arén Mithric

karké davranékl aréené a-ék-a gttgwahdam, en konukma

Moralia adl € eserinde Plutarch2qQ)y,akRama@keélMarSén 4

Yunanl ar taraféndan nase¢él ger ¢l degj e¢ne dair L
bu KimlikIlerin incel enmesi ne kat keda bul i
Mithridates'in Ki kil 171 hiya kdded nydzar, e n ayreéent

Mithridatka adl € eseriyle Appian'deéer.

Bunl ar én yanénda bir bakka bil gi kaynaj
Mithridates'in M. ¥ 120 yeéel énda taht a -ékm
Krall éjénén sikkeler:i onun portre ve efsane

sikke ise VI. Mi t hri dates Eupator d°neminde baseéel m

Savaxkl ar é Ssérasénda askerl ere °deme y apmak

si kkeye ger ek .Bwskkelemuxkal én izl edi]i pol i ti keé
savakl aréen gidikatéené anlamada °neml:i r ol (
czerinideknogr afi Wk Myhddatésl arak k énda da bil gi

ver mektedir. Mi tol ojik fige¢rl e-politk Pont us Kr
durumunu ve yerel hal kén inan-1arée ve gel e
verir. Bul unan - 0] uki sarkehkldjile tab&kalardah ar d a

gelme mel eri ne raj men, czerindeki portre vV e \
Mithridates'in egemenl i i rdgiverilsray él masé hakkeée

Epigrafik kaynakl ar a-éséenoae, pkk&kradeni z
kal ént éya ul ak mak m ¢ mR/I nvilthgidates ¥empatbr!l 1 k| e

d° ne mi nRbfus Senatosu Gun senatus consulta kararnameleri
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ve Mithridat Savakl ar é sérasénda asker. kK omu-
verilen yazétlar bulunmuxktur. Krall ar én

yazéetl ar maal esef Pontus'u fethettikten

tahrip edi | di ] i i -in ge¢negmégze ul akamamékt er .
taraféndan nasél kabul gerd¢j ¢ veya (
konusunda bilgi veren bir kalénteée yoktur .
Mi mar i kal ént &l ara bakacak ol ursak i s e

tapénak devletl edej i kgiemlierrdi ké et apénakl ar
Helenistk D° nem boyunca hal kén gel enekl erine
kral €] én pol i tik de¢kencel eri hakkeénda
zamanda, bu dejikimlere karké verilen te

yapésénée wywpoeuzmrl asmajl ar .

Ne vyazék ki, Karadeniz B°lgesi ' nde VI
veren kal eént él ar -0k kéeseéetl edeéer . Bu e k s

kekfedil mik buluntul ar | aabimektedb er késmen |

Bu bil giler EKéj énda kyieqek bllkrsaky Resé4 ar e né
Hel eni sti k D°nem araséndaki g ePeisk | e b a
Helenistik D° n e m, Pontus Krall éjé'"néen yeni k u
Yunan kel t Pegsenk®kenl i y°neticilyerin k ©
birlexktirildifji zamanée kapdamaikmnatbpg meBg
sonr a, Pontus Kapadokyamékv al 138j2é ' ynéalaén de
Mithridates Ctistes y°%neti mi altenda ba’
Pontus Krall ej é bir Per s hanedanl éj é
Hel eni sti k karakterini k oArnuaydeor!| auk,, KK ¢a-n¢ k
Yunan k¢l ter ve deelienenkel earlideé. Bu k¢l ter
sonucunun etkileri, dil, politik kurumla
k¢l ter ¢zerinden go°r ¢l ebil mektedir.
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Bu d°nemde -ojJu materyel kel ter vV e mi mar i

tar affagan tahrip edil mesi, yok edil mesi sebeb
anl akeéel abil mesi zordur. ¥zellikle Mithridat
az bul untu yer al maktadeéer . Ancak yine de
anl attekl aréndan veya onl ar a i thafen yap
heykeller d e n bil gi edi nmek me¢ mk ¢ ndgér . Bunun

°rneklerindne biri Atinal é rahip Helianax t a
adanan Del osododaki tapénakter. M. ¥. 101/ 102
tapénm.k20 metre geniklijinde, 3.45 metre yg¢

metreder i nl i jolnudpe di kd°rt gen Ixue ktl g rnddeerd i kir avlei y et

anétlareée i-in genellikle tercih edilen yer/l
yanénda konuml aRkdériées mece e Vvl . Mi thridatesoin
Pers k°kenl arkadaxkl|l ar éyl a reosmysdi | diJi 1
al maktadér . Bu izl edi i barek- el politikayé

alanda tanéeéneérl éjéné kaneétlamak a-éséndan °
zamanda Yunan d¢nyaseénca ePemse IsCkhip bir h ¢ k¢ mc
ol ar ak tanénmasé, yer el hal kénsagg®t ejini
g°steril mesi bea R mmenh d anbi r Agpdeé mdzéamanda

bul unan Yunanca ve Latince yazeéetlarla berab

dilin karékmaya bakl adkejnejda Lalzawelamgrt gra.k
bul unan bir Yunanca yazétta, imsmanianén gar
ol madan b°l geye giremeyece]i yazeéel édeér . M
Yunanca' neén t ahmin edi |l enden daha fazl a
konukul duju anl aména gel dijJini s°yl emektedir
muht emel en i knié mKlyemréynalbéul unduj u bir bakka Y
yazeé t bul unmuktur ; Arte ve Mat a. Mc Gi ng, Yul

i simlerin Yunancoad mkais EAMgsaiadart Anasus' dan

gelen ticaret yolunun sonucu ol abilecejini
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Yunan et ki si altéendaydeée vV e bu et ki yi

ol abiledgkeéenegl megkt ¢r .

Si kkel ere bakeéel deéejé zaman ise, VI. Mi t hr
kendi ni Zeus Stratios Il e beraber bast ¢
Stratiosodéun eski Il ran diniyle bajlantél a
vurgulamak i stedijAyneashamm@dmekteadi ni Yun
koruyucusu ol arak g°stermik ve kendini S
beraber de bastér méexkt ér . Beyl ece Mi t hr
ol ar ak da bilindifjJi kesindir. Bu bir d

yorumlanabilir . Saprykin'e gdatesdn  kandirti hZeus'la
beraber g°ster mesi m¢ mk ¢on A tdeen i Od 1 mp-i¢gynakt
tanrélarée ve tanreée-alarénén en y¢ikseji

yaratéceéesé ve hamisi o i mDionysispAnadglé s eyl a,

Yunan v e Kran tanréel diéeileéflilielciekiinldeenn dal
se-imdi

Krall ar én barek- el politikaséeé, b°l gedel
Hal kl aréeéna Pers dilini ve Pers gelenekl e
yerine, krall ar kendilerini yerel hal ka
onlardan bi ri ymi kg°gifir nmeerici h ettiler. Ha l
i nan-1 ar énadukray gleapdunyak devl etl erinde ol
ol an °czelli kleri ikendadeklgértoirt mey - a
¥rnejin, A myereli halk d a ,Per s Zerd¢ektl ¢ ¢' nde
zaferini t emsi | eden Men Pharnakou il e
Byl ece ortak ©°zelliklerle ke¢glterel bir
Bu bar ék- el politika, krall @é]én uzun yeél
kal masiém£anl|l arén krall arén¢g yelnardalk| adapte
ol maséné sajl ade. Yunan geleneklerine ve
saygée duyan krall ar én bu tut umu, yavack
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birl exki mi Il e sonu-1|andeé. Krall ar yer el hal

-1 n, yer el hal kén nHenres bya°ineét | kma |l smasstée dah a
kol ay ol du. Bakka bir kimlije zorlanmék his
arasendaki kadaéeg ekl enmiaggel du

Roma D°nemi 6ne geldijimiz zaman ise -o0ok dah
kal ent éya ul ak mak m¢ mK ¢ n ol maltteadeéer . Pomg
yeni den organi ze et mek i st emesi czerine -
gidil mi ktir. Bunl aHetkeaigstk D nemd&@sméberi dir
Karadeni z B%®l geai ol an é - t genrdkndaev] et i
ol muktTiapénak devlietleri, ekonomi k a-éedan |
oluk uml ar dér . K¢ - ¢k toplulukl ar, yer el
tanémlayabilecejimiz tapénakl ar etraféenda

yakne K| aRamarD®° ne thde ise bu toplul ukl ar kehir ol ar

araya getirilerek merkezi bi Bui dtapénakténda
devletlerinde n il ki Yekil érmak' én yakeénl ar énda }
adanmeéek Komaw a 'hdéard.at es Eupator ' un, Komana

y°netmek i-in yakén arkadakl aréndan biri ol e
bilinmektedir. Bu, Dorila&kdmaben ailesine ait ol madej é
k°kemlliduj u i -in i stisnai bir durumdur . Mi
hal keyl a yakeén i kbirlif]igy¢iv-einnddeu yodlud wjnwn u,e or
Yunan halkénén elit kesiminin °neml. Kur uml
g°stermektBSedraséenda Komana, Ro ma D°nemi 6nd
sénémgéenarkd et i |l mi kK sasglumasi@emi d enssavaktan uzak
ve sivil otoritenin ge-erl:i ol dKukjiunchisri konur

Amaseia'ya 57 kilometre mesafede yer alan, Anaitis, Omanus ve

Anadatusbéa adannteekl aZelRonmaé rD° nemi dnde bir p
-envi |l er ek korunmuxktur . Bu da Romadénén bu
mer kezl erine yakl akéméne anl amak a-ésénda

etmektedir. Son olarak , bilinen bi r dit a@®enak devl et I se
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Kabeira'daki Me n o6 e a dlamanmex| uAntealikaé ,d eDi. on

Per s ztelr gdje &Knde kote¢l ¢ e kar K é zaferi [
°czdekl exktirmiktir. Bu da k¢gltegrlerin kay
°neml.iSYamu - ol arak tapépspkkidkivillkltére i uijdr
da, g°sterilen s ay gyeédkaénl m&megk ¢cyal nézca ad

edi | ndirk!| e

Bu d° nemdyer el elitlerin hayéerseverl ik

°zelli kle zengin ve politik olarak g¢-1¢
¥rnejin Komana'da bul unan euergetes hey
kamu -al éexkmal arénén onurunangajpa&ll amexnlear

portreleri, kahramanlarla ve efsanevi kurucularla birlikte kamusal

alanl arda sergilendi. Ko ma nhklir veubn deaan et ki
Yunan kel tgr gel enekl erinin kabul edi | d
heykelin varl eje, ayné Zdamdndakbunmldgnemd
vV e sosyal hiyerarkinin varl|l éj éenée da d
Komanadédnén kimlijinin, Romal él akmanén et
ol dujuna ikaret ettijJini s°ylemektedir.

Demoi, boulai, archontes gi bi I dar i yapeéelar Hel | eni
ol duju gi bi -al ekxmal aréna devam eder ken
dej i ki kl ikl eri yer el hal ka tanétmaya ba

biri ol an Roma bwatdmecawiket el deée. Sosyal I

daha belirgin hale g eldi. Vergilendirme sisteminde belirgin

deji ki kliklere gidil di. Anayasal hukuk
eyal etl erin, yer el hal ka hangi Kartl arda
verebil ecefji a-éklande. Bu dej i ki klikle
zamanda mimariya pél ar é& da yenil emeye baxl adé.

geni kKl etildi ve Roma mimari sine uygun hal
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Ro ma, eyaletl eri ¢zer i ndeliklgriazorake pire b¢téen de

y°ntemle vyerel hal ka kabul ettirmek yerine,
getirerekinsanla r én kendi lijinden bu dejikiklikIleri
sajlamaya ujracxkteée. ¥rnejin Roma vatandaké
aktif r ol oynayan insanlar é, elit sénefeéen e
Yaptéeklareé i1 kler i-in insanlar damsuut ekl endil e
hi zmet. yapan ve orduda yer alan insanlar kr
bajl ande. Bunun yanénda y°neti me Yunanl
bakl amaséyl a beraber, Romal él ar da Yunanl

bakl|l adeé Ve bir anl amda kel teéerl eraraseé et ki
Madsen bu nokt ada, karkel ekl & etkilekimden dol a:

Roma kimlijinden bahsetmenin m¢gmke¢gn ol madej e

Zaman i -erisinde Roma vatandaké ol mak bir pi
bakl adeé vV e i nsanl ar bu hakke kazanmak i -

k onus und ak fazka dilgiyesahip olmamakla beraber, bulunan

sayeéel é yazétl ardan her i ki dilin de eya
bilinmektedir H er i ki di | dasaéau bari dillaimce iken,

yer el y adzaétal a+Yaukn anc a yazeéel maydiyordievam edi
Gat zke i ki dilin de uzun bir s¢re koruna
ol abil ecejini dée¢kegnmektedir . Birincisi el it
i ki nci di | i °T renmesi i hti maliyken, i kincis
yakaménda kul Il anmak amaceéeyl a I ki nci di | i

i htimalidir. Kk i dilin kullanéméyl a beraber
Ssistemini veya mi mar.i yapéeséné adapte et mey
ek ol arak dilini, kel tegregneg de yer el i nsanl
glsterdiiji anl akéel maktadeér . i Yer eggle- malkeén b L
bakl amasé da k¢l ter etkilekiminin daha da a
genl ¢k ve sosyal yakamlaréené kol ayl akt ér méxkt
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Roma D°nemi 6ndeki bu ge-i kK akamaseéna Mon
adene vermiktir ve 18700l erde bakka yay
beraber sék kull anélan bir terim haline gel
-ekKi tli et ki veya baskeélar sonucunda Rom
bu ge-i K akamaseéne daha iy yoruml ayab
anl amanén °neml. ol dujunu s°yler wvwenb5 f al
ki Baskécé Model dir. Romadénén zoraki O
hal ka empoze etmeye -al ékteéjéndan bahsed
taraf éndan °neril en Kendi Kendi ne Rom
Knsanl arén bajéemseéez RinbulkekKkI alreg dikadiay & st

eder ek Romal él akt eéj eéné s°yler. EIl it Mo d
-eékarlare i-in Romal élakmak istedi kIl erin
al t séneéf é da vy°nlendirdi klerini savunu
kel tegrl erarasé bir et kid exiikm okl¢d utjeurngdna
birbirleriyle bel | i bake ©°9zelliklerini

olan Entegrasyon Modelinde, i ki K¢l t greén
yeni °czellikler takéyan bir K¢l ter or
Curchinbe g°re en i dealCuy°cmtienm e de& abatm
beraber, model | er i ncelendijinde Pont us¢é
uydujuna i naRemaomrmadan.g ¢ c¢de, zor |l ayécé ol me
uyum politikal aréenén doj al bi Herrmmgnucu ol

bir baské kur madan veya kzeonrdliuk k ¢-1étkearr ma

al exkanl ékl arene yer el hakka al Egmeée k-1leakridc
Bunun sonucunda da bakar el é ol muk Ve
yékselt mek, presti|j kazanmak, farkl & ha
Roma vatandakeé ol mak i stemi «ldyeralmaky ® net i m
i -in -aba s ar fLain wiiink | kea rdu vk uURPMa isimlerini

kul |l anmay mé wlaxrnBaée da i ki tarafl e bir et |
ol arak k¢ltegrlerin daha i yi Hek aeykadark mas é n é
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bu i ki kel ter vV e kimlikibaglh &dngé&-trag nkb gt ¢drel,

sonunda Romexlléavakortak birmeékkilnaridké rpay !l ak
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APPENDIXB -TEZ FOTOKOPKSK KZKN FORM

ENSTKT)]

Fen Bilimler. Enstit g
Sosyal Bilimler Ensti S ¢
Uygul amMmat emati k Ensti S ¢

Enf ormati k Enstit¢seé

Deniz Bilimlerdi Ensti S ¢

YAZARIN

Soy ad&g r:
Ade Selin
Bl ¢m¥Yerl ekim Arkeol oji si

TEZKN A Dléntity in Pontus From the Achaemenids
Through the Roman Period

TEZKN T!Rj Y¢ékse i sans

. Tezimin tamaméndan kaynak g°s

fotokopi al énabilir.

. Tezimin i-indekiler sayfase,
velveya bir b°l ¢m¢gnden kaynak
fotokopi al énabi | i r.

. Tezimden bir (1) yeéel s¢reyle

Yazar én Kmzas é:Tarih:
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