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Szanowni Państwo,

oddajemy w Państwa ręce tom XIX Notae Numismaticae – Zapisków Numizmatycz-
nych. Zgodnie z przyjętymi przez nas zasadami wszystkie teksty publikujemy w językach 
kongresowych, z angielskimi i polskimi abstraktami. Zawartość obecnego tomu oraz tomy 
archiwalne są zamieszczone w formie plików PDF na stronie internetowej Muzeum Naro-
dowego w Krakowie (https://mnk.pl/notae-numismaticae-zapiski-numizmatyczne-1). Na 
stronie dostępne są ponadto wszelkie informacje ogólne o czasopiśmie oraz instrukcje dla 
autorów i recenzentów. 

Bieżący Tom naszego czasopisma chcielibyśmy zadedykować Panu Mecenasowi  
Lechowi Kokocińskiemu, obchodzącemu w 2024 roku swoje 80-te urodziny. Lech Kokociński  
(ur. 1944), prawnik, sędzia i wieloletni pracownik Ministerstwa Kultury i Sztuki, z numi-
zmatyką związany jest w zasadzie od zawsze. Przede wszystkim należy do grona najwy-
bitniejszych kolekcjonerów numizmatów drugiej połowy XX i pierwszych dziesięcioleci 
XXI wieku. Jego zainteresowania kolekcjonerskie nie ograniczały się przy tym do wąskiego 
zakresu, lecz obejmowały szerokie spektrum obiektów: od monet antycznych począwszy, 
poprzez pieniądz papierowy, medale, aż po fałszerstwa monet i banknotów. Ważną część 
jego zbiorów stanowią starodruki i rękopisy numizmatyczne oraz inne obiekty o charakte-
rze bibliofilskim, szczególnie Lwowiana. Mecenas Kokociński przez całe życie aktywnie 
włączał się w animowanie ruchu numizmatycznego. Od 1962 roku był członkiem Polskie-
go Towarzystwa Archeologicznego, od 1984 roku przewodniczył Sekcji Numizmatycznej 
Polskiego Towarzystwa Archeologicznego i Numizmatycznego, a w 1987 roku został Pre-
zesem tej organizacji. W 1991 roku należał do założycieli Polskiego Towarzystwa Numi-
zmatycznego i był jego pierwszym Prezesem, a następnie Prezesem Honorowym. Bliskie 
związki mecenasa Kokocińskiego z Gabinetem Numizmatycznym Muzeum Narodowego 
w Krakowie sięgają XX wieku. Jest członkiem Towarzystwa Przyjaciół Muzeum im. Eme-
ryka Hutten-Czapskiego (od 1996 r.), a w latach 2011–2015 pełnił funkcję członka Rady 
Muzeum Narodowego w Krakowie. Wszedł też w skład Komitetu Honorowego projektu 
Europejskie Centrum Numizmatyki Polskiej, w ramach realizacji którego udało się otwo-
rzyć Muzeum im. Emeryka Hutten-Czapskiego w obecnym kształcie. Przede wszystkim 
jednak jest jednym z najważniejszych i najbardziej hojnych darczyńców na rzecz Muzeum. 
Wzbogacił zbiory Gabinetu Numizmatycznego o niemal 11 000 obiektów, w tym monety 
antyczne, bezprecedensową kolekcję pieniądza fałszywego, pieniądz papierowy i medale. 
Dodatkowo ofiarował do biblioteki Muzeum ponad 1000 pozycji różnych publikacji, sta-
rodruków i znakomite archiwalia związane z życiem i działalnością wybitnych numizma-
tyków czy towarzystw numizmatycznych, jak np. Związku Numizmatyków Lwowskich 
czy Towarzystwa Numizmatycznego w Krakowie. Z okazji Jubileuszu życzymy Lechowi  
Kokocińskiemu, naszemu Drogiemu Przyjacielowi, co najmniej 100 lat!

Redakcja 



Dear Readers,

We are delighted to present you with volume 19 of Notae Numismaticae – Zapiski  
Numizmatyczne. As is our policy, we publish all texts in the congress languages, with Eng-
lish and Polish abstracts. The contents of current volume and archive numbers are available 
as PDF files on the website of the National Museum in Krakow (https://mnk.pl/notae-nu-
mismaticae-zapiski-numizmatyczne-1). The website also provides all general information 
about the journal, along with guidelines for authors and reviewers. 

We would like to dedicate the current volume of our journal to Mr Lech Kokociński, 
who celebrated his 80th birthday in 2024. Lech Kokociński (born in 1944), lawyer, judge 
and long-time employee of the Ministry of Culture and Art, has been involved in numis-
matics for practically all his life. Above all, he is one of the most outstanding numismatic 
collectors of the second half of the 20th century and the first decades of the 21st century. His 
collecting interests were not limited to a narrow range, but covered a wide spectrum of ob-
jects, starting with the ancient coins, through paper money and medals, to counterfeits of 
coins and banknotes. An important part of his collection consists of antique prints and nu-
mismatic manuscripts as well as other bibliophile objects, especially Lvoviana. Through-
out his life, Kokociński has actively participated in promoting the numismatic movement. 
He was a member of the Polish Archaeological Society from 1962, chaired the Numisma- 
tic Section of the Polish Archaeological and Numismatic Society from 1984 and became its 
president in 1987. In 1991, he was one of the founders and first president of the Polish Nu-
mismatic Society, later becoming Honorary President. The close relationship between Mr 
Kokociński and the Numismatic Department of the National Museum in Krakow dates back 
to the 20th century. He is a member of the Emeryk Hutten-Czapski Museum Friends Society 
(since 1996), and in the years between 2011–2015 he was a member of the Council of the 
National Museum in Krakow. He also became a member of the Honorary European Center  
of Polish Numismatics project, which led to the opening of the Emeryk Hutten-Czapski Mu-
seum its present form. Above all, however, he is one of the most important and generous 
donors to the Museum. He enriched the collection of the Numismatic Cabinet with almost 
11,000 objects, including ancient coins, an unprecedented collection of counterfeit money, 
paper money and medals. In addition, he donated more than 1,000 items to the museum li-
brary, including various publications, antique books, and valuable archive material related 
to the life and work of prominent numismatists or numismatic societies, such as the Union 
of Lviv Numismatists and the Numismatic Society in Krakow. On the occasion of this mile-
stone birthday, we wish Lech Kokociński, our dear friend, at least 100 years!

The Editors
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JAROSŁAW BODZEK
Jagiellonian University in Krakow, Institute of Archaeology 
ORCID: 0000-0002-4272-4117

Remarks on a Unique Lycian Stater Struck  
in the Name of Autophradates

ABSTRACT: In 2021, Jonathan Kagan published a hoard (the so-called “The 
Unknown-Satrap Hoard”) containing an extremely interesting, previously unknown, 
unique Lycian coin (“Unknown Satrap Stater”) from the dynastic period. Based on 
the iconography, he considered it to be an issue minted by an uncertain Achaemenid 
satrap. Kagan dated the coin to the end of the 5th century BC, i.e. earlier than the well-
known Lycian Tissaphernes issue. However, he was unable to read the inscriptions 
properly but the legend was actually deciphered a year later by Wilhelm Müseler. 
On this basis, he attributed the coin to the famous Achaemenid military commander 
and satrap Autophradates. At the same time, he dated the coin in question to the 
period after 370 BC (precisely 361 BC). The aim of this paper is to verify previous 
findings regarding the dating of the mentioned coin and the context of its minting.

KEY WORDS: Lycia, Autophradates, Xanthos, stater, Iranian horseman motif

ABSTRAKT: Uwagi na temat unikatowego licyjskiego statera bitego w imie- 
niu Autofradatesa

W 2021 roku Jonathan Kagan opublikował skarb (tzw. „Skarb Nieokreślonego 
Satrapy”) zawierający niezwykle interesującą, nieznaną wcześniej, unikatową mone-
tę licyjską („Stater Nieokreślonego Satrapy”) z okresu dynastycznego. Na podstawie 
ikonografii uznał, że jest to moneta wybita przez nieokreślonego achemenidzkiego 
satrapę. Kagan datował monetę na koniec V wieku p.n.e., czyli wcześniej niż da-
towana jest znana licyjska emisja Tissafernesa. Nie był jednak w stanie poprawnie 
odczytać legendy. Tę rozszyfrował rok później Wilhelm Müseler, który na jej 
podstawie przypisał monetę słynnemu achemenidzkiemu dowódcy wojskowemu 
i satrapie Autofradatesowi. Jednocześnie, datował omawianą monetę na okres po  

DOI: 10.52800/ajst.1.19.a1
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roku 370 p.n.e. (dokładnie na 361 p.n.e.). Celem artykułu jest weryfikacja dotych-
czasowych ustaleń dotyczących datowania wspomnianej monety oraz kontekstu 
jej wybicia.

SŁOWA KLUCZOWE: Licja, Autofradates, Ksantos, stater, motyw irańskie- 
go kawalerzysty

In 2021 Jonathan Kagan published an article devoted to the coinage and political 
arrangements in ancient Lycia in the second half of the 5th and the first decade of the 
4th century BC.1 His analysis was partly based on an unpublished hoard containing 
Lycian and other coins, the hiding of which he dated to approximately the second 
half of the 390’s BC. Kagan called it “the Unknown Satrap Hoard” because of an 
unpublished, unique coin, which constituted part of it.2 He correctly recognized the 
coin as belonging to an issue struck by a Persian satrap. 

The coin in question is a stater weighing 8.39 g, struck according to the so-called 
light Lycian standard. On the obverse it bears a depiction of a man on horseback 
wearing an Iranian cavalryman’s uniform facing left, and on the reverse a personage 
in similar attire sitting on a chair, also facing left (Pl. 1.1). Kagan recognized the 
reverse personage as an Amazon. Both the obverse and reverse types are accompanied 
by legends written in Lycian script. However, Kagan was not able to read the blurred 
obverse and reverse legends properly apart from some characters.3 

Basing on the general dating of the hoard, his ideas on the fabric and incuse 
square evolution of the Lycian coins of the 5th and 4th centuries BC, Kagan dated the 
coin in question to the end of 5th century BC, claiming that it was at least 5 years 
earlier than the famous Lycian Tissaphernes stater (dated usually ca. 400–395 BC).4 

A year later Wilhelm Müseler republished the coin in question in an article 
devoted to the interference of foreign powers in Lycia in the 5th and 4th centuries BC.5  
First of all, thanks to his experience in studying Lycian coins, he was able to read 
the reverse legend correctly as WATAPRADAT which he rightly recognized as 
a Lycian version of the Persian personal name *Vāta-Fradāta, better known in its 
Hellenized form of Autophradates.6 �

1   KAGAN 2021.
2   Ibidem: 28, no. 13; 58f, Fig. 29: “the stater of Unknown Satrap”.
3   Ibidem: 58f.
4   Ibidem: 25; on the traditional dating of the stater cf. for example HURTER 1979: 101; ALRAM 1986: 105; 

ZAHLE 1989: 172; BODZEK 1994: 116; MILDENBERG 1998: 270, no. 24; MÜSELER 2015: 24; on possibility 
of an alternative dating, cf. BODZEK 2019: 24f. 

5   MÜSELER 2022: 25ff. 
6   Ibidem: 26. Henceforth, in place of the “Unknown Satrap Hoard” and “Unknown Satrap Stater”, I will 

use the terms “Autophradates Hoard” and “Autophradates Stater”, respectively. 
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REMARKS ON A UNIQUE LYCIAN STATER STRUCK IN THE NAME OF AUTOPHRADATES

Written sources have preserved information about three individuals living 
during the Achaemenid period and bearing the name Autophradates.7 The first one 
(hereafter Autophradates I) held the position of satrap of Lydia from ca. 392 to  
ca. 388 BC and again from ca. 380 to ca. 355 BC.8 Another Autophradates (II) was 
satrap of Troas in the 30s of the 4th century BC. After the death of Memnon of Rhodes, 
he co-commanded the Persian naval counteroffensive in the Aegean in 333–332 
with Pharnabazos the Younger (Arr. Anab. II, 1-2).9 Finally, the third person by 
this name served during the time of Darius III and Alexander the Great as satrap of 
Tapuri and Amardi on the Caspian Sea (Arr. Anab. III, 23, 7; 24, 3; Curt. VI 5, 21).10  
This Autophradates (III) fought at Gaugamela on the side of the Persian king, 
but kept his satrapy after the Macedonian conquest. However, he rebelled against 
Alexander, was defeated and executed at Pasargadae. 

Due to the timing and location of their activity, neither Autophradates II nor III 
could have mint the coin in question.11 In effect, this enabled Müseler to attribute 
the coin to the satrap of Lydia (Autophradates I). 

Less successful was Müseler’s attempt to read an even more blurred obverse 
legend most likely containing the name of the mint. In this case, only a few letters 
are literally legible:  and P in the upper right corner, perhaps E in the upper left 
corner, and Λ under the horse’s belly.12 In the case of the latter, however, it is 
uncertain whether it is part of the legend or one of the linear symbols found on many 
Lycian issues.13 On the basis of the legible letters, Müseler cautiously suggested 
that the coin could have been minted at Araxa (Araththi).14 It is difficult to settle 
this question conclusively, but however valid Müseler’s hypothesis may be, at this 
stage one cannot fully rule out reading the mint name as arñnahe i.e. identifying it 
as Xanthos (Lycian Arñna). The minting of the aforementioned coin in the main city 

 7   In general, see KAERST 1896: col. 2607; STÄHELIN 1918; DANDAMAYEV 1987; BRIANT 2002: 
see index; KLINKOTT 2005: see index.

 8   Cf. STÄHELIN 1918; DANDAMAYEV 1987: 1; WEISKOPF 1989: 38ff; DEBORD 1999: see index; 
BRIANT 2002: see index. 

 9   KAERST 1896: col. 2607, no. 1; BERVE 1926 II: no. 188; DANDAMAYEV 1987: 2; DEBORD 1999: 
see index; KLINKOTT 2005: 333f. The further literature there.

10   KAERST 1896: col. 2607, no. 2; BERVE 1926 I: 265, II: no. 189; DANDAMAYEV 1987: 3; KLINKOTT 
2005: 128, note 73.

11   It is generally accepted that after the fall of Perikle (380–362) and the takeover of Lycia by Mausollos, the 
so-called dynastic coinage came to an end in the country (cf. HILL 1897: xxi, xliv; MØRKHOLM 1964: 65–66; 
KEEN 1998: 174; TIETZ 2009: 169; KOLB 2018: 145f). The activity of Autophradates II comes too late (30s of 
the 4th century BC). In the case of Autophradates III, on the other hand, both the period of activity and its location 
(northwestern Iran) obviously rule out the possibility of his minting in Lycia.

12   MÜSELER 2022: 25f.
13   Ibidem.
14   MÜSELER 2022: 26, note 62. 
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of Lycia would be quite natural for a high ranking Persian dignitary. After all, an 
earlier issue of Tissaphernes was minted at Xanthos.

Müseler also identified the seated figure depicted on the reverse of the stater 
differently, recognizing it as a man dressed in Iranian equestrian costume, holding 
a bow and possibly an arrow. At the same time, he pointed to analogies in the image 
of a similar sitting figure on coins struck by Tarkumuwa/Datames in Tarsos in Cilicia 
(Pl. 1.3) and in a seated Persian, most likely Autophradates himself, depicted in 
the audience scene on the west side of the Payava Sarcophagus (Pl. 2).15 While the 
reading of the legend proposed by Müseler, and thus the attribution of the coin to 
the satrap of Lydia, and the interpretation of the figure on the reverse as a man in 
Iranian equestrian costume, are correct, it is worth asking whether he is also right 
in his proposal of the dating of the stater. 

Müseler based his proposal on its attribution to Autophradates I and on a critique 
of Kagan’s arguments. His thesis can be summarized by the following points:

1. The Historical Argument
On the territory of Lycia, the activity of Autophradates I is epigraphically 

attested to the late 360s BC.16 The attribution of the coin to this satrap, in conjunction 
with the epigraphic evidence, consequently led Müseler to redate the coin to the 
period after 370 BC, i.e. exactly to the ca. mid-360s or even ca. 361 BC.17 Such 
a dating was part of his presented concept of the political history of Lycia in the  
5th and 4th centuries BC.

2. The Iconographic Argument
As already mentioned, Müseler highlighted the similarity of the depiction of 

the male figure on the reverse to the image of a seated satrap in the audience scene 
on the Payava Sarcophagus.18 In addition, as an analogy he cited the depiction of 
a seated figure in Iranian equestrian costume holding a bow and arrow on coins 
minted in Cilicia on behalf of Tarkumuwa/Datames.19 The former testimony was 
to prove that the seated figure on the Autophradates coin should be identified as 

15   MÜSELER 2022: 26. 
16   Autophradates is mentioned in the inscriptions on a grave at ancient Sebeda (Bayindir Liman) = TAM I, 

61 and on the Payava Sarcophagus in Xanthos = TAM I, 40. Content analysis of these inscriptions KEEN 1998: 
171f; SCHÜRR 2012: 26ff; KOLB 2018: 118, 144, 426.

17   MÜSELER 2022: 17f, 26.
18   Ibidem: 26. On Payava Sarcophagus and the audience scene see DEMARGNE 1974: 61ff, especially 

78ff, Pl. XXX.1 and 42.2, 43.1; ZAHLE 1979: 328, Cat. 18; BORCHHARDT 1980: 11f; BRUNS-ÖZGAN 1987: 
286f, Cat. S28; KOLB 2018: 638ff, especially 641f and Fig. 229. The further literature there. 

19   MÜSELER 2022: 26. On the Datames issue, cf. HILL 1900: 168f, nos. 32–34, Pl. XXIX.11–13; 
BABELON 1910: nos. 609–614; SNG VON AULOCK: 5951–5952; SNG Cop.: 295–298; MOYSEY 1986:  
Pl. 5.51–59; SNG LEVANTE: 85–88; SNG FRANCE 2: 282–289; DEBORD 1999: Pl. X.2; CASABONNE 
2000b: Pl. VII.13; LE RIDER 2001: 211, Pl. VII.1; CASABONNE 2004: 174, Series 2, Pl. 3.23; BODZEK 2011: 
274f, Pl. VII.3. 
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the satrap himself, while arguing for its dating to the 60s of the 4th century BC. 
This dating was also meant to be supported by its similarity to the image on the 
Tarkumuwa coin.20 

3. The Numismatic Argument
In order to date the coin to the 360s BC, Müseler had to reject the dating of the 

Autophradates Hoard as a whole. Recall that, according to Kagan, the hoard should 
have been hidden around 395–390 BC. Since shifting the date of its hiding to the 
360s BC is difficult, if not impossible, given the composition of this hoard, Müseler 
questioned the validity of the reconstruction of the deposit.21 He concluded that there 
was insufficient reason to consider a set of coins seen on the market some 20 years 
earlier as coming from a single hoard. In doing so, he criticized Kagan’s proposed 
concept of the chronological development of coin flans in Lycia in the 5th and early 
4th centuries BC.22 According to Müseler, the different fabric of Lycian coin flans 
was not related to their chronology. Based on these arguments, he was able to date 
the timing of Autophradates’ coin to the 60s of the 4th century BC.

Despite the elaborate line of argumentation, the dating proposed by Müseler 
seems too late to me. My counter-arguments are presented below.

1. The Historical Argument 
The attribution of the stater to Autophradates I is indeed the only possible 

solution. At the same time, his activity in Lycia is confirmed through epigraphic 
sources to the late 360s BC, which is a very strong argument for such a dating of 
the coin. On the other hand, however, Autophradates’ career in the western satrapies 
began much earlier, in the late 390s BC. According to Theopompos (FGrH 115,  
fr. 103), around 392 BC Autophradates, as satrap of Lydia, co-commanded with the 
satrap of Karia, Hekatomnos, an expedition against Euagoras I (411–374), king of 
Salamis in Cyprus.23 Again, the sources mention him in connection with fighting 
against unspecified rebels in the late 380s BC probably somewhere in southwestern 
Asia Minor (Nep. Datames, 2.1).24 Around 370 BC Autophradates acted on the king’s 
orders against the rebellious Datames, and then waged war with varying fortunes 
against various revolting satraps and other rebels (during the so-called “Great Satrap 
Revolt”).25 At one point he himself rebelled against the king but quickly came back 
to his service. Eventually the revolts ended and Autophradates pacified rebellious 

20   Müseler has dated the Tarkumuwa/Datames issue in the mid-60s of the 4th century BC (2022: 26, note 63).
21   MÜSELER 2022: 14ff.
22   Ibidem.
23   Cf. STÄHELIN 1918; DANDAMAYEV 1987; WEISKOPF 1989: 38; BRIANT 2002: 648ff. 
24   Cf. STÄHELIN 1918; JUDEICH 1892: 190f; WEISKOPF 1989: 39; BRIANT 2002: 650. See also 

SEKUNDA 1988: 36ff.
25   On the revolt cf. WEISKOPF 1989; on activity of Autophradates in it cf. Ibidem; STÄHELIN 1918; 

DANDAMAYEV 1987; BRIANT 2002: 356ff.
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Lycia, among others, around 361 BC.26 Later, in the mid-350s he fought against 
Orontes (Polyaen. VII 14, 3f).27 

There is no consensus on the function that Autophradates I took during these 
events. Some scholars, following the account of the written sources, believe that 
he served as a satrap of Lydia throughout his activities28 while others disagree with  
this interpretation.29 Weiskopf thought that Autophradates assumed the function of 
satrap only after the failed attempt to re-conquer Egypt by the Persians, i.e. after 
about 374 BC.30 Before that, he was believed to be simply serving as a military officer. 
Regardless of which hypothesis is correct, whether as a satrap or as a co-commander 
of an army, both during the preparations for the expedition against Euagoras I and 
when fighting against the rebels mentioned by Nepos, Autophradates probably used 
local human resources, i.e., those from Asia Minor.31 This could also have applied to  
Lycia.32 The Lycians had previously made themselves known as valuable allies 
of the Persians as evidenced by the Inscribed Pillar and the issuance of staters in  
the name of Tissaphernes.33 As further evidence of cooperation one could also  
add the “Medizing” iconography of some of the coins minted by the local dynasts.34 
In addition, it is worth noting that the expedition against Euagoras was prepared in 
cooperation with Hekatomnos, the satrap of Karia, i.e. a country neighboring Lycia, 
and that one of the possibilities for identifying the unnamed rebels against whom 
Autophradates I fought along with Datames are the Pisidians.35 Thus, we are again 
dealing with a land that neighbored Lycia. Even if this identification is incorrect, 
the rebels were probably inhabitants of some other land in western Asia Minor.36 

The likelihood of Autophradates I’s earlier-than-360s activity in the area of 
Lycia in terms of mustering local forces would be even greater if Weiskopf’s other 
hypothesis linking Autophradates’ origins to a land possession in western Asia Minor, 

26   KEEN 1998: 170ff; KOLB 2018: 143f.
27   Cf. STÄHELIN 1918.
28   Cf. JUDEICH 1892: 119, note 1; DANDAMAYEV 1987.
29   Cf. KRUMBHOLZ 1883: 66; WEISKOPF 1989: 39f.
30   WEISKOPF 1989: 39f; cf. KRUMBHOLZ 1883: 66.
31   Compare the list of Autophradates’ forces given by Nepos (Datames, 8, 1-2), among which were numerous 

troops composed of local peoples from Asia Minor. Generally, the forces of satraps or Achaemenid military 
commanders were based in part on local contingents; cf. KLINKOTT 2005: 422. 

32   According to Nepos’ quoted account, there were no Lycians among the contingents making up 
Autophradates’ army. However, this does not mean that they did not take part in the satrap’s earlier military actions.

33   The Lycians had already taken part in Xerxes’ great expedition against the Greek poleis in 480 BC. The 
Lycian contingent was commanded by Kybernis, son of Kossikas (Hdt. 7.98). On Tissaphernes activity in Lycia 
cf. TAM I: 44c; KEEN 1998: 136ff; KOLB 2018: 136f. On the Tissaphernes’ stater see below. 

34   First of all, issues with the “tiarate head” motif. On this topic, cf. MØRKHOLM and ZAHLE 1976:  
70, 79ff; ZAHLE 1982; IDEM 1989: 175f; IDEM 1991: 150; further literature there. 

35   Cf. SEKUNDA 1988: 39.
36   Cf. WEISKOPF 1989: 39. 
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probably in Karia, is accepted.37 However, even if the latter hypothesis is rejected, 
the other arguments indicated above do not, in my opinion, allow us to dismiss the 
possibility of Autophradates I’s activity in Lycia, whether in preparation for the ex- 
pedition against Euagoras I or against the unnamed rebels mentioned by Nepos. It 
is perhaps worth noting additionally that the mobilization of the Lycian soldiers, 
was not necessarily linked to the physical presence of the Achaemenid dignitary in 
Lycia. He could have acted through his agents, lower-ranking officers, or through 
allied Lycian dynasts or military officers. 

2. The Numismatic Argument
The reading of the issuer’s name and his identification with Autophradates 

I automatically refuted Kagan’s proposed dating of the coin to at least 5 years 
earlier than the famous Tissaphernes’ stater. The latter could not have been minted 
later than 395 BC. The beginning of Autophradates I activity is confirmed by 
written sources to be in the late 390s BC, a few years after Tissaphernes’ death.38 
Thus, the Autophradates Stater, must be dated at least five years later than Kagan 
proposed at the earliest to around 390 BC. This, of course, does not change that 
still the “Autophradates Hoard” can theoretically still be dated to ca. 390 BC,  
i.e. before the accepted date of the Tissaphernes Hoard hiding (385/380 BC). The 
basic question that arises is whether Müseler was right to question the authenticity 
of the Autophradates Hoard? 

It is difficult to argue with the argument of the unreliability of information on 
a hoard composition obtained from a coin dealer. Of course, one can only be certain 
of their composition in the case of deposits unearthed as a result of legitimate, 
well-documented archaeological research. However, we are not dealing with such 
a situation here. On the other hand, the method of reconstructing hoards on the basis 
of information obtained from the antiquarian market, including directly from coin 
dealers, has been used successfully for a long time. As examples reconstructed in 
this way, one can mention the Hekatomnos and the Pixodaros hoards, both very 
important for understanding the minting in Asia Minor in the 4th century BC.39 In 
addition, other elements such as the degree of wear of the coins, patina, etc. may 
be important arguments for the integrity of the Autophradates Hoard. These factors 
were presumably taken into account by such an experienced numismatist as Kagan. 
Thus, rejecting a priori the authenticity of the Autophradates Hoard seems too hasty.

37   WEISKOPF 1989: 38–39.
38   Cf. above note 23.
39   On the Hekatomnos Hoard see ASHTON et AL. 2002b; on the Pixodaros Hoard cf. ASHTON et AL. 

2002a; the further literature there. 
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Two further key questions arise at this point. The first is whether Kagan’s 
analysis of the hoard’s chronology is correct, while the second is if the Autophradates 
coin should be considered an intrusion in this deposit. I do not want to enter into 
a detailed discussion of the differences between the chronologies of the Lycian 
dynasts proposed by Müseler and Kagan here, as this goes beyond the scope of 
this article. Suffice to say that, regardless of the aforementioned differences, the 
composition of the hoard seems to be acceptable, and the chronology of the included 
coins points to its hiding between ca. 390 and 385 BC.40 This is a dating very close to 
that of the Tissaphernes Hoard. As mentioned above, the composition and dating of 
the hoard do not coincide with Müseler’s proposed dating of the Autophradates coin. 
Is it therefore an intrusion in the hoard, should it be removed from its composition 
and thus dated to the late 360s BC? Or, on the contrary, is Müseler’s chronological 
proposal wrong and the coin was minted earlier and matches the hoard’s chronology? 
In the absence of certainty about the composition of the hoard and the chronolo- 
gy of the Autophradates Stater, its uniqueness, and thus the impossibility of linking 
it through dies or even in terms of stylistic similarity with other Lycian coins, 
numismatic research alone will not help answer this question. 

3. The Iconographic Argument
It seems that some arguments as to the dating of the coin under discussion 

can be provided by its iconography. On the obverse of the Autophradates’ Stater, 
analogously to the Xanthian coin of Tissaphernes, a horseman in Iranian cavalry 
costume is depicted. The motif of the Iranian horseman (hereafter IH) is one of 
the “interregional” monetary types used in the “coinages of the satraps” during the 
Achaemenid period.41 It is also one of the most interesting motifs due to its wide 
geographical coverage, the possibility of linking coins bearing it with historical 
personalities, and numerous analogies known in both small-scale and monumental 
art.42 There are three known basic varieties of the motif in coinage: 

Type IH1 – a rider on a walking or trotting horse, holding reins, a flower, 
a spear or a whip. 

40   This is the dating I accept on the assumption that the Autophradates coin was part of the hoard. If not, the 
date of the hiding of the hoard could be somewhat earlier, as Kagan suggested (cf. KAGAN 2021: 26).

41   On coins of the satraps, cf. recently HARRISON 1982; BODZEK 2011; IDEM 2014a; IDEM 2022; 
ALRAM 2012; TUPLIN 2014. The further literature there. On the concept of “interregional types” in Achaemenid 
coinage see BODZEK 2011: 183; IDEM 2014a: 66–67.

42   The “Persian Horseman” (Personally, I prefer to call it the “Iranian Horseman”) motif in Achaemenid 
art was examined by A. Farkas (1969) and more recently by C. Tuplin (2010: 104ff; coinage: 106–107); on its 
typology in coinage see BODZEK 2004; IDEM 2011: 241ff; IDEM (forthcoming A); cf. also NIESWANDT 2012; 
MÜSELER 2015.
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Type IH2 – a cavalryman at a gallop, brandishing a spear.43 
Type IH3 – a rider at a gallop holding a sword (?) or a short scepter (?) upright.44 

The rider depicted on the Autophradates’ coin belongs to Type IH1. This type 
only appeared on coins minted in Cilicia and Lycia. It was introduced into the 
repertoire of monetary iconography in the first of the mentioned lands, the coins 
bearing it were minted exclusively in Tarsos and generally between ca. 430 and  
395 BC.45 The different series of Tarsiot coins represent various variants of the 
described type differing in the details of the costume, the attributes of the rider,  
the gait of the horse, etc.46 The motif was copied to the iconographic repertoire of the  
Lycian coinage from Tarsiot coins in the late 5th or early 4th century BC.47 This 
certainly occurred no later than 395 BC and the image was definitely not based on 
the latest Tarsos prototypes.48 Comparing the motif of the horseman on Tissaphernes’ 
and Autophradates’ staters, despite some differences such as the rider to the right – 
rider to the left, it is possible to advance the thesis that the image of the cavalryman 
on the coin of the second of the Persian dignitaries is probably modeled or at least 
inspired by the depiction on the staters of the first one. Another possible way of 
explaining the choice of the horseman’s motif is the direct copying of the image 
from the coins of Tarsos. In my opinion, this is less likely, although not out of the 
question. On the other hand, the possibility of copying the motif of the horseman 
in Type I from the iconographic repertoire of other categories of artworks, such as 
monumental reliefs, textiles or gems seems to me by far the least likely.49 The first 
hypothesis is supported primarily by the unusual nature and meaning of the Iranian 
horseman motif in Lycian coinage. As mentioned, it only appeared in Lycian minting 
once before Autophradates, on the Tissaphernes’ stater. In my opinion, the satrap’s 
choice of the motif was not random, and can be explained by more than the tendency, 
characteristic of the Lycian minting, to copy monetary types from coinages of other 

43   This is the most widespread variant; cf. BODZEK 2011: 242; IDEM (forthcoming A).
44   The variant is known solely in Samarian coinage; cf. BODZEK 2004; IDEM 2011: 242; IDEM 

(forthcoming A).
45   Traditionally, the dating of the type described is based on the findings of O. Casabonne (2000b; 2004). 

New material that has appeared in recent years seems to indicate that the dating of the introduction of the described 
type can be moved some years back; cf. ELLIS-EVANS, WARTENBERG and KAGAN 2022: 277; BODZEK 
(forthcoming B).

46  Cf. BODZEK 2011: 243ff, Pls. II.4; XII.1–2, 4, 6, 8, 12–14; IDEM 2015: Pl. 2.5a–5c (horseman holding 
flower); IDEM 2011: Pl. XII.15–16 (horseman holding whip), 10–11 (spear). See also: NIESWANDT 2012: 84ff; 
MÜSELER 2015; BODZEK (forthcoming B). On a general classification of Tarsiot issues, see CASABONNE 2004.

47   HURTER 1979: 101.
48   Ibidem; BODZEK 2019.
49   Monumental reliefs with the image of a horseman wearing Iranian cavalry garb are known from Lycia 

cf. Western frieze of the Limyra Heroon – BORCHHARDT 1976: 49ff, Figs. 12, 13, Pls. 23.4, 24.1–5. Generally 
on a horseman motif in Lycia see ZAHLE 1983: 57f; IDEM 1989: 172, note 9.
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regions. Tissaphernes used the IH motif twice in his minting activity. Once in the 
case of the discussed Xanthos issue and the second time while minting a series of 
AEs in North-Western Asia Minor, probably at Adramytteion. In the latter case, 
however, the Type IH2 was used.50 The double use of the IH motif by Tissaphernes 
indicates its special significance for the issuer. This is because the motif was part of 
the iconographic repertoire recalling the ideology of the nobility of the Achaemenid 
state and well understood throughout the country.51 Moreover, the choice of this 
particular motif may have been the result of a desire to distinguish the Tissaphernes’ 
coins from other Lycian coins of the time with “Medizing” iconography. The 
dominant motif among the latter was the “tiarate head” used by several dynasts 
like Kherei, Ddenevele or Artumpara.52 The use of the motif of the IH, unusual for 
Lycian minting and containing an appropriate ideological message, distinguished 
the special stater issue, which was struck in the name of a high-ranking Persian 
dignitary.53 Probably the same motivation was behind the choice of the horseman 
motif, but also, as discussed below, the outstanding type of reverse, in the case of 
Autophradates’ coins. 

Whether one accepts the hypothesis of copying the IH motif from Tissaphernes’ 
coins or directly from a Tarsos issue, one must ask how long the prototypes, i.e. 
potential sources of inspiration for the engraver working for Autophradates, were 
in circulation. The already mentioned Tissaphernes Hoard, which provides direct 
evidence of the circulation of both Tissaphernes and Tarsiot coins in Lycia, was 
probably hidden around 385/380 BC.54 As indicated by the compilation prepared by 
O. Casabonne, the hiding of other hoards containing the Cilician coins of interest is 
dated similarly.55 To summarize: there would be a gap of about thirty years between 
the time of minting of both the last Cilician issues with the IH motif and the Xanthian 
coins of Tissaphernes, struck no later than 395 BC, and the time of issue of the 
Autophradates’ staters suggested by Müseler. If, on the other hand, we assume that 
the general circulation time of Lycian (Tissaphernes’ stater) and Cilician (Tarsos 
issues) coins with IH motif ended around 380 BC, based on the date of hiding of 
the Tissaphernes Hoard as well as other hoards containing the coins of Tarsos with 

50   On the Tissaphernes bronze coins with horseman type, see: CAHN 1985: 588, no. 3, Fig. 4; IDEM 1989: 
99, Pl. 3.1; STAUBER 1996: 255f, A–B; KLEIN 1999: no. 255, Pl. IX; DEBORD 1999: Pl. I. 13; BODZEK 2011: 
248f, Pl. II.2; IDEM 2012: 109, Fig. 3; IDEM 2014a: Fig. 19; NIESWANDT 2012: 94, Tissaphernes Typus 2.

51   Cf. FARKAS 1969; TUPLIN 2010: 104f; BODZEK 2011: 241f.
52   On this topic, see inter alia: SCHWABACHER 1968; MØRKHOLM and ZAHLE 1976: 76ff; ZAHLE 

1982; IDEM 1990a; IDEM 1990b; BODZEK 1994; there the further literature.
53   Cf. BODZEK 2019: 24.
54   HURTER 1979: 98f.
55   CASABONNE 2000b: 27ff. See also commentary LEVANTE 1994: 8; CASABONNE 2000b: 36. 

Such a statement is unlikely to be changed by a hoard spotted on the antiquarian market in the early 2020s – see 
TAHBERER 2021; IDEM 2022a; IDEM 2022b. 
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Type IH1, the hiatus would only be about 20 years. Is it feasible to consider that 
the IH motif of Type H1, generally rare in Lycian minting and perhaps even unique, 
would be utilized after a gap of 30 or 20 years? In my opinion, it is not. It is more 
likely that the motif was employed at a time when earlier coins with it were still 
fairly commonly left in circulation. As for the IH motif during the period we are 
talking about (i.e. 360s BC), the iconography of satrap coins minted in other lands 
of Asia Minor is dominated by variant IH2 (the horseman brandishing a spear).56 
Why then did Autophradates not choose this popular variant as a monetary type?

A few remarks must also be made about the reverse image. As mentioned, 
Müseler pointed out as an analogy for the seated figure in Iranian cavalry garb 
a similar personage depicted on the coins of Tarkumuwa (Pl. 1.5), minted in the 
70s or 60s of the 4th century BC,57 as well as the figure on the Payava Sarcophagus  
(Pl. 2), identified with Autophradates.58 Although in general the indicated similarity is 
correct, these depictions differ from the image on Autophradates’ coinage in certain 
details. Both the figure on the Tarkumuwa coin and the satrap on the relief from 
Payava Sarcophagus are depicted in a rather rigid pose, with both legs bent at the 
knees at a 90° angle and the shins parallel to them. In the case of the Autophradates 
coin, one of the legs is bent at the knee at 90°, but the bending angle of the other 
is much greater, and the limb itself is extended forward. Admittedly, a detailed 
iconographic analysis is beyond the scope of this article, but it can be mentioned 
that both compositional solutions are known from other monetary and non-monetary 
representations.59 An image of a figure seated on a throne, holding a bow, and dressed 
in Iranian cavalry garb, one very similar to that on the Tarkumuwa coins, was  
found on coins minted at Tarsos in Cilicia, probably in the late 90s and/or 80s of  
the 4th century BC and attributed to Tiribazos (Pl. 1.7).60 The similarity between 
the depictions on the coins of Tiribazos and Tarkumuwa is very high, and to some 
extent the image on the former’s coins can be taken as a prototype for the engraver 
working on the dies of the later issue. However, the arrangement of the legs is not 
identical in both cases. Although the right leg of the figure on Tiribazos coin is 
bent at the knee at 90° and the shank pointed perpendicular to the ground line, the 

56   Cf. BODZEK (forthcoming B).
57   Cf. SNG FRANCE 2: 282–289; CASABONNE 2000b: Pl. VII.13; IDEM 2004: 174, 2nd series, Pl. 3.23; 

BODZEK 2011: 274, Pl. VII.3; on the Tarkumuwa minting, see MOYSEY 1989: 117 (here Tarkumuwa as Datames); 
CASABONNE 2004: 179; depending on the sequence of issues adopted and the resulting dating proposed by these 
authors, the minting of the series with a seated figure in Iranian cavalry garb can be assumed to be around the  
mid-370s or the first half of the 360s; cf. summary of BODZEK 2011: 96ff. According to Müseler the Tarkumuwa/
Datames issue should be dated in the mid-60s of the 4th century BC (2022: 26, note 63).

58   In this case, of course, the representation differs from that of the coin with the attributes held by the satrap.
59   On the motif of a figure sitting on a throne in Iranian cavalry garb on coins, see BODZEK 2011: 274ff; 

cf. also REGLING 1931: 12ff.
60   SNG LEVANTE 66; DEBORD 1999: Pl. IX.6; CASABONNE 2004: Pl. 4, 5; BODZEK 2011: Pl. VI.12.
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left leg is depicted bent at a much smaller angle with the shank firmly retracted 
and the foot visible under the chair. This arrangement of the legs can therefore be 
called transitional between that depicted on the Autophradates coin and that on the 
Tarkumuwa stater. Closer to the image on the Tarkumuwa coin, though depicted in 
a slightly more frontal view, is the Persian on the 5th century BC-dated gold ring of 
Athenades, excavated in Crimea and currently housed in the Hermitage.61 A seated 
figure in Iranian cavalry garb, a Persian or a Scythian, is also depicted on a Kyzikos 
stater dated to around the first half of the 4th century BC (Pl. 1.9).62 In this case, 
however, due to the unusual depiction of a figure sitting on a tuna, the arrangement 
of the legs is slightly different. As for the image on the Autophradates coin, a very 
similar arrangement of the legs can be found in the case of the image of the seated 
Persian figure on the reverse of an obol or hemiobol, probably dating to the period 
of the decline of Achaemenid rule (Pl. 1.8),63 and on the reverses, of obviously much 
later, Parthian coins.64 A seated Persian on a Greco-Persian cornelian pear-shaped 
pendant is also depicted in a very similar way (Pl. 1.6).65 In conclusion, it is worth 
pointing out that both variants of the leg arrangement appear to be well rooted in 
the iconography of the second half of the 5th century BC and the 4th century BC. 
Dating the analogy, therefore, will not help in determining the time of minting the 
Autophradates coin. However, it is worth looking at how the problem of the seated 
figure’s leg arrangement was solved for other Lycian issues of the dynastic period 
and there are not many options available here. The seated Athena was depicted on 
the reverses of coins minted in the name of some dynasts, Kheriga, Kherei and 
Artumpara. On the Kheriga staters minted at Xanthos around 440/430 BC, the 
arrangement of Athena’s legs is very similar to that of the Autophradates coinage  
(Pl. 1.10).66 On the Kherei and Artumpara coins dated respectively 430–410 or  
410–390 BC and ca. 380–370 (?) BC, on the other hand, the arrangement of Athena’s 
legs somewhat resembles that of the figure in Iranian riding garb on the Tiribazos 
coins, thus something in between the solution used for the Autophradates and 
Tarkumuwa staters (Pl. 1.11–12).67 It is worth recalling that Kheriga coins of the 

61   Cf. FURTWÄNGLER 1900: Pl. 10.27; MAXIMOVA 1928: 670, Fig. 25; BOARDMANN 1994: 297, 
Pl. 681.

62   FRITZE 1912: 13, no. 166; REGLING 1931: 12, no. 32; cf. BABELON 1910: no. 2639, Pl. CLXXIV.14; 
HARRISON 1982: 228.

63   Cf. BODZEK 2014b.
64   See, for example, SELLWOOD 1980: no. 1.1; Cf. HARRISON 1982: 228, note 25; CASABONNE 

1997: 37; DEBORD 1999: 362f.
65   MAXIMOVA 1928: 669–670, Fig. 24; BOARDMANN 1994: 317, Fig. 294; DEBORD 1999, 362, note 

464; CASABONNE 1997: 37–38, Fig. 37; IDEM 2000c: 100; IDEM 2004: 121, 175, Fig. 29.
66   Cf. MØRKHOLM and ZAHLE 1976: no. 28; MÜSELER 2016: V.50 and V.51; KAGAN 2021: 3, nos. 9–11.
67   Cf. MØRKHOLM and ZAHLE 1976: no. 36; HURTER 1979: no. 1; MÜSELER 2016: VI. 51 (Kherei); 

KAGAN 2021: Fig. 25D (Artumpara). 
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type were also part of the Autophradates Hoard and which, assuming a proper 
reconstruction of this deposit by Kagan, could have some significance. In any case, 
the use of two different ways of showing the legs of a seated figure is attested in 
Lycia, but in general, however, closer to that of Autophradates’ coins. It is also worth 
noting that in the case of the seated Athena from the coins of Kherei, the way the 
legs are depicted is closer to that of the Tiribazos coins minted in the 90s-80s than 
to the Tarkumuwa staters minted ca. 10 years later.

To sum up: it can be said that the minting of the Autophradates Stater in the late 
90s or in the 80s of the 4th century BC cannot be ruled out i.e. earlier than Müseler 
assumed. Autophradates was operating in the southwestern part of Asia Minor at 
the time, either as a satrap or as a military officer, and may even have owned estates 
in the region. An iconographic analysis of the depiction on the reverse does not 
undermine the possibility of such a dating for the coin. In fact, it can be assumed that  
it slightly points to an earlier time for the minting of Autophradates’ staters than the  
60s of the 4th century BC. On the other hand, in my opinion, the use of the IH1 motif 
as the obverse type supports the earlier date of the Autophradates’ stater. Rather, the 
minting of the coin could not have been too far away from ca. 380 BC, the limit of 
reasonably widespread circulation of Tarsiot, but also Lycian (Tissaphernes stater), 
prototypes. Therefore, I propose the years ca. 390 – ca. 380 BC as the time of issue 
of the Autophradates Stater.

Like the Tissaphernes’ stater, the coins bearing Autophradates’ name were struck 
as a karanic issue intended for the local, Lycian market.68 This is evidenced by the 
use of a local weight standard and a legend in the Lycian language and script. In 
turn, the uniqueness of the issue was emphasized by Autophradates’ name and the 
specific iconography of the coins. The obverse motif repeated that of the Xanthian 
issue of Tissaphernes. The continued use of the Iranian cavalryman motif on the 
Autophradates coin underscored its similar status to the earlier karanic coins struck 
by Tissaphernes and distinguished it from other Lycian dynastic issues, including 
those with “Medizing” iconography. The motif of the Iranian horseman itself 
appealed ideologically to the ethos of the aristocracy of the Achaemenid State. Of 
similar significance was the use of the motif of a seated figure in Iranian cavalry garb 
with a bow and arrow, which was completely unique in Lycian coinage. Further- 
more, this choice alluded to the widespread iconographic repertoire in Anatolian  
(Greek–Iranian–Epichoric) circles, again ideologically linked to the Achaemenid 
aristocracy (not necessarily exclusively of Iranian origin). At the same time, both 
the legend (the satrap’s name) and the coin’s iconography served to self-promote 
Autophradates among the coin’s recipients, i.e. his Lycian allies (soldiers).

68   Cf. BODZEK 2019: 25f. 
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Finally, it is worth mentioning that other coins, probably minted in other  
regions, are also usually associated with Autophradates I, although not everyone 
agrees with such attribution.69 First of all, there are silver drachms and diobols with 
the OATA legend, possibly minted in Aeolian Kyme,70 and chalkoi with the OA 
legend.71 The mentioned silver denominations have an image of a “tiarate head” on 
the obverse, except that in the case of the drachm it is an image of a bearded man’s 
head, and in the case of the diobols a beardless head. The reverse of silver coins depicts 
a horse’s protome (drachm) or a horse’s head (obol). Bronze coins bear on obverses 
the image of a bearded head wearing a tiara, and on reverses monoskeles and an ear 
of grain. Legends for all of the coins are placed on the reverses. To Autophradates 
are also attributed anonymous obols minted at Klazomenai or Leukas in Ionia with 
a swan depicted on the reverse.72 The attribution of the coins to Autophradates is 
based on the similarity of the image of the head in a tiara on the obverse to that 
of the obols from Kyme. Here again we are dealing with a youthful face without 
a beard and the way the tiara is depicted is even identical in comparison to the Kyme 
obols. There have been attempts to attribute other coins to Autophradates, but in 
these cases the attribution is strictly hypothetical.73 It seems that Autophradates 
conducted minting activities in various regions under his control.

The issuance of staters with the satrap’s name in Lycia fits into this picture 
of Autophradates’ minting activity. At the same time, it indicates a certain pattern 
of satrap minting, also evident in the case of Tissaphernes, Pharnabazos and other 
issuers, characterized by minting coins in different regions and mints depending on 
current, usually military, needs.74

69   On coins attributed to Autophradates see HEAD 1892: 127, no. 20, Pl. XXXI.13 (as uncertain satrap);  
SIX 1894: 327–329, no. 8, Pl. XIII.16; BABELON 1910: 121–124, no. 67, Pl. LXXXVIII.27; HARRISON 
1982: 402; ALRAM 1986: 104, no. 314; WEISER 1996; DEBORD 1999: 61, 460, Pl. II.21; WINZER 2005: 37,  
nos. 11.1–11.8; BODZEK 2008: 7f, Pl. 1.6–7; MAUERMANN 2009: Pl. 1.1–10; BODZEK 2011: 295,  
A1–2, Pl. III.1–5. Debord (1999: 61, note 238, 460) prefers to attribute the OATA coins to Autophradates II. See 
also BABELON 1910: 123–124; HARRISON 1982: 401–402. Mauermann (2009) rejects the attribution of OATA 
coins to Autophradates at all.

70   Cf. respectively WINZER 2005: 37f, no. 11.1 (obol), 11.6 (drachm); MAUERMANN 2009: Pl. 1.1–3  
(obols), 10 (drachm); BODZEK 2008: Pl. 1–2.6b (drachm), 7 (obol); IDEM 2011: Pl. III.1 (drachm), 2 (obol); 
NIESWANDT 2012: 102–103, Autophradates Typus 2a (obol); 103 Autophradates Typus 2b (drachm). The further 
literature there. Obols are sometimes attributed to a mint in western Lycia (Cf. WEISER 1996: 18; WINZER 
2005: 37, nos. 11.2–11.4). However, this is a purely theoretical assumption not supported by sufficient evidence 
(cf. MAUERMANN 2009).

71   Cf. WEISER 1996; WINZER 2005: 38, nos. 11.7–11.8; MAUERMANN 2009: Pl. 1.4–9; BODZEK 
2011: Pl. III.3–4; NIESWANDT 2012: 69–70, Autophradates Typus 1a–1b.

72   BODZEK 2011: Pl. III.5. 
73   Cf. WEISER 1996; WINZER 2005: 37, nos. 11.2–11.4. It would be particularly interesting to accept 

the proposal to attribute hemiobols minted in Lycian mints to Autophradates (WINZER 2005: 37). However, the 
hypothesis is not sufficiently justified.

74   Cf. BODZEK 2014a; IDEM 2022. 
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ABBREVIATIONS
FGrH = F. JACOBY (ed.), Die Fragmente der griechischen Historiker, Teil 2b: Spezialgeschichten, 
Autobiographien und Memoiren, Zeittafeln, vol. 1, Berlin 1926. 
SNG Cop. = O. MØRKHOLM, Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum, The Royal Collection of Coins 
and Medals Danish National Museum, vol. 33: Lycaonia–Cilicia, Copenhagen 1956.
SNG FRANCE 2 = E. LEVANTE (ed.), Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum, France 2, Cabinet des 
Médailles, Cilicie, Paris–Zürich 1993.
SNG LEVANTE = E. LEVANTE (ed.), Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum, Switzerland I, Levante–
Cilicia, Berne 1986.
SNG VON AULOCK = H. VON AULOCK, Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum, Deutschland, 
Sammlung v. Aulock, vol. 13: Kilkien, Berlin 1966.
TAM I = E. KALINKA, Tituli Asiae Minoris, vol. I: Tituli Lyciae Lingua Lycia conscripti, 
Vindobona 1901.
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PLATE 1	  	 Fig. 1. Autophradates I, Lycia, Xanthos (?), AR, stater, ca. 390–380 BC (?), after  
		  KAGAN 2021: 34, Fig. 29
		  Fig. 2. Tissaphernes, Lycia, Xanthos, AR, stater, ca. 407–401 or 400–395 BC 
		  © The Danish National Museum / photographer Victor P. Bizoevb, CC-BY-SA	
		  Fig. 3. Syennesis (?), Cilicia, Tarsos, AR, stater, ca. 410/395 BC, Iranian horseman  
		  type H1c 
		  © CNG, Triton XXV, lot 5092, 11 January 2022
		  Fig. 4. Tissaphernes, Mysia, Adramytteion (?), AE, chalkous (?), ca. 413–407  
		  or 400–395 BC, Iranian horseman Type H2a 
		  © CNG Electronic Auction 288, lot 193
		  Fig. 5. Tarkumuwa, Cilicia, Tarsos, AR, stater, ca. 375–365 BC 
		  © CNG, Electronic Auction 288, lot 255
		  Fig. 6. A Persian, seated with bow and arrow, Greco-Persian cornelian pear-shaped
		  pendant, once in the Arndt collection 
		  Drawing by K. Niziołek after BOARDMAN 1994: 317, Fig. 294
		  Fig. 7. Tiribazos, Cilicia, Tarsos, AR, stater, ca. 388–385 BC
		  © CNG, Electronic Auction 299, lot 203
		  Fig. 8. Mazakes (?), as satrap of Egypt (?), 333/332 BC 
		  © Heidelberger Münzhandlung Herbert Grün, Auction 54, lot 107, 16 November 2010
		  Fig. 9. Mysia, Kyzikos, Electrum stater, ca. 450–330 BC 
		  © CNG, Triton XXIV, lot 630, 19 January 2021
		  Fig. 10. Kheriga, Lycia, Xanthos, AR stater, ca. 440/430 BC, after KAGAN 2021: 27, no. 9
		  Fig. 11. Kherei, Lycia, Xanthos, AR stater, ca. 430–410 or 410–390 BC 
		  © CNG, Triton XXVI, lot 296, 10 January 2023
		  Fig. 12. Artumpara, Lycia, Xanthos, AR stater, ca. 380–370 BC (?)
		  © Roma Numismatics, Auction 9, lot 370, 22 March 2015

PLATE 2		 Fig. 13. Payava Sarcophagus, west side frieze, after SMITH 1900: Pl. XI, 
		 drawing by G. Scharf
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