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Elżbieta Hutten-Czapska née Meyendorff (1833–1916), author I. Makarov, 1880
Elżbieta Hutten-Czapska z domu Meyendorff (1833–1916), autor I. Makarow, 1880



Szanowni Państwo,

oddajemy w Państwa ręce tom XVIII 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 Na-
rodowego w Krakowie (https://mnk.pl/notae‑numismaticae‑zapiski numizmtyczne‑1). Na 
stronie dostępne są ponadto wszelkie informacje ogólne o czasopiśmie oraz instrukcje dla 
autorów i recenzentów.

W roku 2023 przypada 120. rocznica Daru Rodziny Czapskich. Jego autorką była Elż-
bieta Hutten-Czapska z domu Meyendorff (1833–1916) i jej synowie Jerzy (1861–1930) 
i Karol (1860–1904) Hutten-Czapscy. Dar hrabiego Emeryka Hutten Czapskiego (1828– 
–1896), obejmujący znakomitą kolekcję numizmatów polskich i z Polską związanych oraz 
zaprojektowany według jego życzeń i dokończony przez wdowę pawilon muzealny, złożo-
ny na rzecz Gminy Miasta Kraków, czyli de facto Narodu Polskiego, miał olbrzymie zna-
czenie nie tylko dla jakości kolekcji numizmatycznej Muzeum Narodowego w Krakowie, 
ale także dla rozwoju całościowo pojmowanej numizmatyki polskiej. Ponad 11 tysięcy pol-
skich monet, medali i pieniędzy papierowych, wśród nich wiele unikatów lub rzadkości, 
stanowiło, stanowi i będzie stanowić podstawę dla organizowanych przez Muzeum wystaw, 
dla edukacji numizmatycznej i ekonomicznej szerokich rzesz publiczności i wreszcie dla 
badań naukowych nad różnymi zagadnieniami z zakresu numizmatyki polskiej i nie tylko. 
Nie należy również zapominać o społecznym znaczeniu Daru Rodziny Czapskich. Poczy-
nając od 1903 roku, do dziś całe pokolenia zainspirowanych nim darczyńców wzbogacały 
i wzbogacają kolekcję numizmatyczną Muzeum Narodowego w Krakowie w pragnieniu 
nawiązania do czynu Czapskich czy też chęci uzupełnienia muzealnych zbiorów o obiekty, 
których hrabia nie posiadał. Zapatrzeni w jakość zbioru zbudowanego przez Emeryka Hut-
ten-Czapskiego nie możemy jednak zapomnieć o rzeczywistej ofiarodawczyni, wdowie po 
kolekcjonerze – Elżbiecie. Bez niej i jej decyzji fantastyczna, unikatowa kolekcja zapew-
ne uległaby rozproszeniu, jak wiele innych zbiorów, a w każdym razie nie byłaby dostęp-
na dla wszystkich zainteresowanych polską i światową numizmatyką. Dzięki jej decyzji 
o ofiarowaniu zbiorów męża Narodowi możemy dzisiaj podziwiać zbiory hrabiego w Mu-
zeum jego imienia przy ulicy Marszałka Józefa Piłsudskiego 12 w Krakowie. Elżbieta po-
przez dar realizowała plan zachowania kolekcjonerskiego dziedzictwa męża. Wspierała go 
zresztą w jego pasji już wcześniej. Pomagała mu przy pracach nad zbiorem, wykonując pre-
cyzyjne rysunki monet i medali. Pamięci hrabiny Elżbiety Hutten-Czapskiej pragniemy za-
dedykować obecny tom naszego czasopisma. 

Redakcja



Dear Readers,

We are delighted to present you with volume 18 of Notae Numismaticae – Zapiski 
Numizmatyczne. As is our policy, we publish all texts in the congress languages, with 
English and Polish abstracts. The contents of the current volume and archive numbers are 
available as PDF files on the website of the National Museum in Krakow (https://mnk.
pl/notae-numismaticae-zapiski numizmatyczne-1). The website also provides all general 
information about the journal, along with guidelines for authors and reviewers.

The year 2023 marked the 120th anniversary of the Czapski Family Donation. The 
donation was made by Elżbieta Hutten-Czapska, née Meyendorff (1833–1916), and her sons 
Jerzy (1861–1930) and Karol Hutten-Czapski (1860–1904), and comprised Count Emeric 
Hutten Czapski’s (1828–1896) magnificent collection of numismatic items from Poland and 
connected with Poland, as well as a museum pavilion designed according to his wishes and 
completed by his widow. It was given to the Municipal Commune of Krakow, i.e. de facto to 
the Polish Nation, and was of enormous significance not only for the numismatic collection 
of the National Museum in Krakow, but also for the development of Polish numismatics in 
general. Including many rare and unique pieces, the more than 11,000 Polish coins, medals, 
and paper money that comprise the collection have been, and will continue to be, the basis 
for exhibitions organised by the Museum for the numismatic and economic education of the 
general public, as well as research into various problems in Polish numismatics and beyond. 
The social significance of the Czapski Family Donation should not be forgotten either. Since 
1903, generations of donors inspired by this act have contributed to the enrichment of the 
numismatic collection of the National Museum in Krakow in their desire to follow in the 
footsteps of the Czapski family or to supplement the museum’s holdings with objects that 
the Count did not have. While admiring the quality of the collection assembled by Emeryk 
Hutten-Czapski, however, we cannot forget the actual donor, his widow Elżbieta. Without her 
and her decision, this fantastic, unique collection would probably have been dispersed, like 
many other collections, and in any case would not have been accessible to all those interested 
in Polish and world numismatics. Thanks to her decision to donate her husband’s holdings 
to the nation, today we can admire the Count’s collection in the eponymous museum at 12 
Marszałka Józefa Piłsudskiego Street in Krakow. Through the donation, Elżbieta pursued 
a plan to preserve her husband’s collecting heritage. In fact, she had already supported her 
husband in his passion previously, assisting him in his work on the collection by making 
precise drawings of coins and medals. We would like to dedicate the present volume of our 
journal to the memory of Countess Elżbieta Hutten-Czapska.

The Editors
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On the “Dynastic” Toponymy of Cilicia Pedias  
in the Roman Empire (until ca. AD 260)  
with Particular Reference to the Numismatic 
Evidence*

ABSTRACT: The article focuses on the formation of the “dynastic” toponymy 
of Cilicia Pedias in the Roman Empire (until ca. AD 260). The occurrence of place 
names derived from the rulers and individuals associated with them is analysed in 
the context of factors such as the growing strategic importance of the region, internal 
power struggles within the Roman state, municipal rivalries or the imperial journeys. 
Based on changing political and social circumstances, the form in which the emperors 
were honoured (title or “proper” place name), and the attested duration of the use of 
these appellations, three stages in the formation of the above-mentioned toponymy 
have been distinguished: 1. from Augustus to Trajan, 2. from Trajan to Macrinus, 
3. from Macrinus to Valerian and Gallienus. A considerable number of the names 
discussed are attested only on coins, and some of the hypotheses concerning them are 
important for the study of local dynastic toponymy. The list of East Cilician localities 
bearing the dynastic appellations in the 2ⁿᵈ and 3ʳᵈ centuries AD is interesting in the 
light of Cassius Dio’s remark regarding the adoption of such names by the cities 
of his time.

KEY WORDS: Cilicia Pedias, dynastic names, provincial coinage, cities, 
Roman Empire

ABSTRAKT: O dynastycznej toponimii Cylicji Pedias w Cesarstwie Rzymskim 
(do około 260 r. n.e.) ze szczególnym uwzględnieniem świadectw numizmatycznych

Przedmiotem artykułu jest kształtowanie się „dynastycznej” toponimii Cylicji 
Pedias w Cesarstwie Rzymskim do około 260 roku n.e. Występowanie nazw miejs-

DOI: 10.52800 ajst.1.18.a7
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cowych wywodzących się od władców i związanych z nimi osób przeanalizowano 
w kontekście takich czynników, jak wzrastające znaczenie strategiczne regionu, 
wewnętrzne walki o władzę w państwie rzymskim, rywalizacja ośrodków miejskich 
czy podróże cesarzy. Na podstawie zmieniających się uwarunkowań politycznych 
i społecznych, formy, w jakiej honorowano cesarzy (tytuł lub „właściwa” nazwa 
miejscowa), oraz poświadczonego czasu używania odnośnych nazw, w procesie 
kształtowania się rozpatrywanej toponimii wyróżniono trzy etapy: 1) od Augusta do 
Trajana, 2) od Trajana do Makryna, 3) od Makryna do Waleriana i Galiena. Znaczna 
część omawianych nazw jest poświadczona wyłącznie na monetach, a niektóre 
związane z nimi hipotezy są istotne w kontekście badań nad dynastyczną toponimią 
tego regionu. Zestawienie wschodniocylicyjskich miejscowości noszących dynasty-
czne nazwy w II i III w. n.e. wydaje się interesujące w świetle uwagi Kasjusza Dio 
dotyczącej przyjmowania odnośnych nazw przez współczesne mu miasta.

SŁOWA KLUCZOWE: Cylicja Pedias, nazwy dynastyczne, mennictwo pro-
wincjonalne, miasta, Cesarstwo Rzymskie

Cilicia, and especially its eastern part, known as Cilicia Pedias, is one of those 
areas of the Roman Empire where the custom of naming cities after emperors took 
on particularly interesting forms.1 Among the peculiarities of the local “dynastic” 
toponymy are the elaborate and often modified titulature of certain localities, as 
well as the place names2 derived from the emperors, who were otherwise rarely 
commemorated as eponyms or city founders.3 Although the originality of the 
above-mentioned toponymy has been noted,4 no comprehensive proposal has yet 
been made to explain its reasons. Undoubtedly, the legacy of the Hellenistic period 
alone does not explain it.5 Despite the scarcity of sources that shed light on the 
mechanism of dynastic name creation, it seems worth considering the correlation 

1   In this article, Cilicia Pedias (Piana/Campestris) refers to the lowland region in southeastern Asia Minor, 
extending to the Taurus Mountains in the north, the Gulf of Issus and the Amanus Mountains in the east, and 
the Lamus River in the west (cf. BORGIA 2017: 298). Due to the limited scope of this paper, I do not list all the 
testimonies documenting the toponyms under discussion, sometimes citing merely exemplary evidence.

2   The distinction between the dynastic titles/epithets of the cities and the dynastic place names in the text 
is both formal (the former are adjectives, the latter nouns) and conventional. The titles in question were part of the 
official appellations of the centres, and a title used alone in the feminine genus in more than one case seems to be 
an attribute of the word “city” (ἡ πόλις) and thus the equivalent of a dynastic place name.

3   Following a certain historiographical tradition, I use the term “dynastic names” for the proper names (in 
this case place names) derived from rulers and individuals in their circle. The variously understood “eponym” here 
means the person from whom a particular name is derived, not a common name derived from a proper name (not 
to mention an official whose name was used in antiquity to date the year).

4   GALSTERER-KRÖLL 1972: 53.
5   It is worth mentioning that in the late Republican period, in honour of Pompey, Soli was renamed 

Πομπηιόπολις (Ptol. Geog. 5, 8, 4. Cf. SNG Levante 875–884). We know from Cassius Dio (47, 26, 2) that Tarsus 
was renamed Ἰουλιόπολις in 42 BC in honour of Caesar and the “young Caesar” (Octavian), but this is otherwise 
unconfirmed.



147

ON THE “DYNASTIC” TOPONYMY OF CILICIA PEDIAS...

between the occurrence of such toponyms in Cilicia Pedias and agents such as 
municipal competition, the intensification of the internal struggle for power within 
the Roman state, or the increased strategic importance of the region6 (location of the 
Cilician Gates). This paper aims to examine the formation of the dynastic toponymy 
of Cilicia Pedias in the Roman Empire (until ca. AD 260), not so much taking into 
account linguistic (formal) aspects, but rather the political and social context in 
which the respective names and titles were given. The chronological caesura around 
AD 260 is closely linked to the role of coinage in the study of Cilician toponymy. 
In most cases, the appellations in question were not mentioned directly (i.e. in noun 
form) on the coins, but ethnic legends containing the names of the inhabitants often 
allow them to be reconstructed. Although the considerations presented here are not 
only based on numismatic evidence but also, to a certain extent, on epigraphic and 
literary sources, it must be stressed that the coins issued until the local mints ceased 
to function (which happened around AD 260) provide the most complete insight 
into the evolution of the toponymy under study. 

Taking into account criteria such as the form (“proper” place name or special 
title/epithet) and the attested duration of use of the appellations in question, as well as 
the circumstances under which they were created, it is possible to distinguish certain 
stages in the formation of dynastic toponymy in Cilicia Pedias between the end of the 
1ˢᵗ century BC and the middle of the 3ʳᵈ century AD. The first, covering the period 
from Augustus to Trajan, by no means foreshadowed the originality that the custom 
of naming localities after emperors would later acquire in this corner of the Empire. 
At that time, cities adopted appellations that either replaced the previous ones or 
acted as their alternative forms. Apart from some uncertain cases, these toponyms 
remained in use for a relatively long time. One of the “uncertain cases” is Colonia 
Iulia, whose name appears on two series of coins with the image of Augustus and 
the characteristic obverse legend PRINCEPS FELIX.7 Andrew Burnett, Michel 
Amandry and Pere Pau Ripollès, in an attempt to locate the mint where these 
coins were struck, stated that “the finds and the fabric point to Cilicia, probably 
Cilicia Pedias (...).”8 Henri Seyrig, on the other hand, linked them to the colony 
at Ninica (Cilicia Trachea).9 This is also the attribution adopted in some modern 
catalogues.10 Regardless of the validity of this hypothesis, the very honouring of 
Augustus in the place name of Cilicia Pedias is undeniable. The adoption of the 
name Caesarea (Καισάρεια) by the city of Anazarbus was probably an expression 

6   Cf. BORGIA 2017: 311.
7   RPC I 4082, 4083.
8   RPC I 598.
9   See SEYRIG 1969: 49–52.
10   See SNG France 2 778–779; SNG Levante 597–598.
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of Tarkondimotus IIʼs gratitude to this emperor for restoring the dominion of which 
his family had been deprived after siding with Mark Antony during the Actian 
War.11 The renaming may have taken place in the second half of 19 BC when the 
era of the city began.12 It is thought that this act might have been linked to the visit 
of Augustus, who was travelling in the East between 22 and 19 BC.13 After the 
state of Tarkondimotus II passed under the direct rule of Rome, the city remained 
under the name of Caesarea, which began to be replaced on coins by Anazarbus in 
the second half of the 2ⁿᵈ century AD.14 The tradition according to which the latter 
toponym comes from the senator of the time of Nerva15 is completely unreliable.16 
The 3ʳᵈ century AD inscription of Shapur I on the so-called Ka‘be-ye Zartošt (ŠKZ) 
seems to indicate that Anazarbus was also called Agrippias (Ἀγριππιάς).17 Livia was 
probably commemorated by another Cilician toponym. The era of the city, which 
is mentioned in modern literature as Augusta, dates back to AD 20.18 Its coins, 
issued during the reigns of Tiberius,19 Nero,20 Trajan,21 Hadrian22 and perhaps Trajan 
Decius23 and Trebonianus Gallus,24 depict the first empress (Augusta) of Rome.25 

Other toponyms, which seem to go back to the Julio-Claudian dynasty and 
refer to Cilicia Pedias, are more problematic. According to Bekircan Tahberer, 
Mopsuestia was temporarily called Caesarea. Based on the geography of the finds, 
the similarities of the iconography and the letter forms, and the traces of deliberate 
erasure of the place name, he proposed that the coins bearing the image of Claudius 
and minted by an unknown Caesarea26 (in Cappadocia, Cilicia, Syria and Palestine 
there were six cities with this name) “in the third and fifth years” (of the cityʼs era? 
of the rulerʼs reign?) should be attributed to the aforementioned Cilician city.27 The 

11   Cf. JONES 1971: 204; SAYAR 2001: 375–376; WRIGHT 2012: 78.
12   RPC I 4059–4060 (year 67 = AD 48/9), 4063 (with the image of Nero, year 86 = AD 67/8). Cf. BMC 

Cilicia: CII–CIII.
13   See GOUGH 1976a: 53.
14   Cf. LESCHHORN 2009: 46–50 (compilation of ethnic legends of Anazarbus, with dates of issue).
15   Malal. 10, 53 (267–268); Suid. s.v. Ἀνάζαρβος.
16   The toponym Anazarbus is much older. See BMC Cilicia 1 (1ˢᵗ century BC); RPC I 4058A (Tiberius). 

Cf. GOUGH 1952: 92; ZGUSTA 1984: 72 (§ 62–63).
17   MARICQ 1958: 313, 340. Cf. KETTENHOFEN 1982: 112.
18   RPC I 4005A. Cf. GOUGH 1956: 169.
19   RPC I 4006–4011.
20   RPC I 4013–4014.
21   RPC III 3318.
22   RPC III 3319A.
23   RPC IX 1425.
24   RPC IX 1427.
25   Cf. KARBACH 1990: 36–37.
26   RPC I 4084–4086.
27   See TAHBERER 2015: 47–55. 
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reasons why Mopsuestia adopted the new name, only to abandon it immediately 
afterwards, were not made clear by the scholar. 

The case of Neronias (Νερωνιάς) is also interesting. The Ka‘be-ye Zartošt 
inscription mentions such a city in eastern Cilicia.28 Written sources attest to the 
existence of a settlement called Neronias in this region in the 4ᵗʰ century AD, which 
at some point was renamed Irenopolis (Εἰρηνόπολις).29 Since a homonymous city 
is also attested for Cilicia Trachea, the attribution of coins issued from Domitian to 
Gallienus by a certain Irenopolis, whose era certainly predated Nero’s principate 
(Franz-Bernd Karbach dates its beginning to the autumn of AD 51),30 was a matter 
of dispute. If one approves the choice of the editors of Roman Provincial Coinage 
catalogue who attribute these issues to the city in Cilicia Pedias, the absence of 
any mention of Neronias on the coins in question can only be explained by the fact 
that this city had two different names, customary and official. The name Irenopolis 
seems to fit well with the promotion of the cult of the goddess Pax during the reign 
of Claudius, a possible connection considered by Stefan Weinstock.31 On the other 
hand, Eberhardt Faust links the founding of Irenopolis to Antiochus IV Epiphanes 
of Commagene and the pacification of the Isaurian mountain tribes.32 

From the Flavian period, which saw the reorganisation of the province under 
Vespasian, merely one example of a dynastic toponym is known in the region, namely 
Flaviopolis (Φλαουιόπολις). The earliest coins alluding to this name date back to 
the reign of Domitian, and make it possible to fix the beginning of the municipal 
era in AD 74.33 Flaviopolis is attested on coins until the middle of the 3ʳᵈ century 
AD.34 This city seems to be identical to Flavias (Φλαβιάς), which is mentioned in 
the inscription on the Ka‘be-ye Zartošt among the cities conquered by Shapur I 
in AD 260.35 The toponym Flaviada appears in the Itinerarium Antonini,36 while 
Hierocles mentions Φλαβιάς in Cilicia Pedias.37

The second stage, in which the toponymy under discussion took shape, covers the 
period from Trajan to Macrinus. For this period there is no known case of an earlier 
place name being completely replaced by the new dynastic name. Quite frequently, 
cities added some special (previously unknown) epithets to their official titulature. 

28   MARICQ 1958: 313. Cf. KETTENHOFEN 1982: 112.
29   HONIGMANN 1951: 39–41.
30   KARBACH 1992/1993: 87–88.
31   WEINSTOCK 1960: 50–51.
32   FAUST 1993: 258. 
33   RPC II 1757–1761. Cf. BMC Cilicia: CVII; GOUGH 1976b: 330.
34   RPC IX 1529–1538.
35   MARICQ 1958: 313. Cf. HILD and HELLENKEMPER 1990: 378.
36   It. Ant. 212, 3.
37   Hierocl. 706, 1.
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In some cases, they were used at least until the end of local coinage in the mid-3ʳᵈ 
century AD. Noteworthy is the elaborate nomenclature of some poleis, accumulating 
epithets derived from various rulers. It seems that the emperors visited the region 
more frequently during this period, and each visit may have stimulated different 
forms of their commemoration – including the adoption of the commemorative 
appellation by the cities. Cilicia Pedias became strategically important in connection 
with Trajan’s Parthian War (114–117), while Hadrian’s journeys suggest that it may 
also have attracted his interest. Coins of Epiphanea (Ἐπιφάνεια) issued under Trajan 
show that the city had adopted the name Traianopolis (Τραϊανόπολις).38 Epiphanea 
did not give up its old name, however, and the word ΤΡΑΙΑΝΟΠΟΛΙΤΩΝ very 
rarely appeared on later coins.39 Although there is no clear evidence of a link between 
the adoption of the dynastic name and the emperor’s visit, the possibility cannot 
be ruled out. Trajan’s expedition to the East in AD 113 probably involved sailing 
along the southern coast of Asia Minor, from one of the ports of Lycia-Pamphylia 
to Seleucia-Pieria (late 113 and early 114).40 Trajan likely sailed along the northern 
coast of the Gulf of Issus,41 near which Epiphanea lay.42 Originally called Oiniandos, 
the city was named Epiphanea after Antiochus IV Epiphanes of Commagene, to 
whom it belonged before he was deposed by Vespasian in AD 72.43 The earliest 
coins alluding to the name Traianopolis date from the 181ˢᵗ year of the city’s era, i.e. 
AD 113/4, which makes the hypothesis more plausible that the re-foundation may 
have been linked to Trajan’s expedition.44 However, as noted, “nothing is known 
of any circumstances for services rendered by the city that might have led to the 
name change.”45

As for the “travelling emperor”, it is likely that he visited Cilicia Pedias three 
times during his reign: in October AD 117, in the late summer/early autumn of 
AD 129, and at the beginning of AD 131.46 No fewer than 5 cities commemorated 
him in their nomenclature, including Tarsus, the leading centre of the region. 

38   RPC III 3392–3393.
39   As far as I know, apart from the reign of Trajan, the word ΤΡΑΙΑΝΟΠΟΛΙΤΩΝ appears on the coinage 

of Epiphanea solely under Antoninus Pius (RPC IV.3 10304, temporary no.). Cf. MITCHELL 2014: 226.
40   Cf. HALFMANN 1986: 185, 188; BENNETT 1997: 194. Wolfgang Leschhorn (2009: 272) lists 

OΥΛΠIANOΣ as one of the numismatically attested epithets for Anazarbus. However, this seems to be a mistake. 
It was the epithet of Anchialus. The latter appears immediately after Anazarbus in his compilation of ethnic legends 
of provincial coinage (cf. Ibidem: 46–50).

41   Cf. HALFMANN 1986: 188. 
42   See TALBERT (ed.) 2000: Map no. 67, C3. 
43   MITCHELL 2014: 226.
44   RPC III 3392. In the case of Epiphanea, the 1ˢᵗ year of the municipal era falls between autumn 68 and 

autumn 67 BC. See ZIEGLER 1993a: 205.
45   MITCHELL 2014: 226.
46   Cf. HALFMANN 1986: 190, 193–194, 206, 208; BIRLEY 2003: 429, 431–432. It is possible that Hadrian 

had already visited the region as legatus Augusti pro praetore of Syria.
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Coins minted under Hadrian contain the earliest evidence that Tarsus was given 
the title νεωκόρος.47 Until then, Tarsus had mainly boasted the title μητρόπολις, 
dating back at least to the time of Augustus.48 Under Hadrian, the centre adopted 
the title Ἁδριανή49 and its inhabitants called themselves Ἁδριανοί.50 Similar names 
and epithets were also adopted by Adana,51 Mopsuestia52 and two important ports, 
Zephyrium (renamed Hadrianopolis, Ἁδριανόπολις)53 and Aegeae54 (which issued 
silver coins under Hadrian55). Florian Haymann has suggested that a base for the 
Syrian fleet (classis Syriaca) was established in Aegeae at this time. The scholar 
notes that Aegeae must have played an important role in the withdrawal of troops 
from the East at the beginning of Hadrian’s reign.56 

The popularity of dynastic appellations in Cilicia Pedias under Hadrian seems 
to not only have been linked to its strategic and logistical importance or imperial 
travels but also to the competition among the cities. The Tarsian Orations of Dio 
Chrysostom (ca. 40 – ca. 120) show that the neighbouring cities (including Adana 
and Aegeae) were in sharp conflict with Tarsus.57 Although, as far as we know, 
Anazarbus did not adopt any title in honour of Hadrian, the main rival of Tarsus 
commemorated the emperor in the name of a new agonistic festival.58 The phonetic 
similarity between the emperor’s cognomen, the titles derived from it and the names 
of the inhabitants provided an opportunity to underline in a peculiar way the bonds 
that were supposed to unite the emperor and the cities concerned.59 Such appellations 
could also be used as advertisements. The sale of citizenship is said to have taken 

47   See BURRELL 2004: 212–213.
48   See e.g. RPC I 4004–4005; RPC II 1727–1728; RPC III 3258. Cf. BURRELL 2004: 212.
49   RPC III 3275–3297. Cf. IGRR III 878–880, 882; BOATWRIGHT 2000: 105.
50   RPC III 3271–3274.
51   RPC III 3311–3313.
52   IGRR I 121; IGRR III 915; RPC III 3359–3361; RPC IV.3 6174, 6196, 17290 (temporary nos.).
53   RPC III 3247–3253.
54   RPC III 3340–3341, 3350, 3354–3355.
55   We are talking about tridrachmas and tetradrachmas, issued in 6 series between AD 117 and 133/4. Since 

2005, they have repeatedly appeared on the market. Silver issues from Aegeae and Hadrian’s visit to the city have 
already been linked by Joseph H. von Eckhel (1737–1798). See HAYMANN 2014: 143–144.

56   See IDEM 2007: 47–57. According to the author, the establishment of this base was regarded as the 
re-founding of the city, which explains the monetary issues linking Hadrian with Alexander the Great, the alleged 
founder of Aegeae (Ibidem: 54). The adoption of a title commemorating the emperor seems to be in line with 
this idea. The term ναυαρχίς is attested on the coins minted for this city under the two Gordians (GERHARDT 
2008: 703), but F. Haymann (2007: 54) draws attention to an epitaph from Aegeae (IC 80) which mentions mil(es) 
cl(assis) pr(aetoriae) Ravennat(is) and to the fact that similar tombstones from the time of Hadrian have been 
found in Seleucia Pieria (cf. IC, p. 126).

57   Dio Chrys. Or. 33, 51; 34, 7–15. 27. 47–48. Cf. Dio Cass. 47, 31, 1–2.
58   ZIEGLER 1985: 32–33, 67.
59   See e.g. RPC III 3252 (obv.: ΑΔΡΙΑΝΟϹ ϹΕΒΑϹΤΟϹ ΑΔΡΙΑΝΟΠΟΛΕΙΤⲰΝ), 3278 A (obv.: 

ΑΔΡΙΑΝΗⳞ ΤΑΡⳞΟΥ ΑΔΡΙΑΝΟⳞ ⳞΕΒΑⳞΤΟⳞ).
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place among Greek cities during the Principate.60 For instance, the aforementioned 
Dio Chrysostom suggests that the Tarsian citizenship could be purchased for 500 
drachmas.61 It would have been hard to find a more influential person than the 
emperor to lend his name to such a “commodity”.

While an indirect link with the commemoration of Trajan and Hadrian in the 
toponymy of Cilicia Pedias may have had to do with the travels of these emperors, 
no analogous statement can be made in the case of Lucius Verus who travelled 
along the Cilician coast on his way to Antioch in the autumn of AD 162.62 However, 
nothing is known of him being honoured in the titulature of local cities. On the other 
hand, on certain quasi-autonomous coins,63 as well as on coins bearing the image of 
Commodus,64 Tarsus boasts the epithet Κομοδιανή, otherwise unattested.65 Although 
it was under Commodus that the title νεωκόρος was awarded to Tarsus for the second 
time,66 as it was formulated, “Commodus war (...), soweit wir wissen, während 
seines Prinzipats nie in Tarsos”.67 It seems that the designation Κομοδιανοί68 used 
to refer to the citizens of Aegeae was also ephemeral.

Under Septimius Severus and Caracalla, the popularity of dynastic names in 
Cilicia Pedias seems to have reached a level similar to that under Hadrian. In AD 194, 
during the civil war, armed hostilities took place in the region, with Severus’ forces 
defeating Pescennius Niger at Issus (on its eastern edge). According to Ruprecht 
Ziegler, Anazarbus sided with Severus, while Tarsus was said to be “rather loyal 
to Niger” (eher Niger-treu).69 The victor did grant Anazarbus the title νεωκόρος,70 
but there is no sign of the punishment that might have befallen Tarsus had it given 
significant support to Niger.71 Gravestones of the imperial horse guardsmen have 
been discovered in Anazarbus. This suggests that the city was, for a time, the 
headquarters of the equites singulares Augusti. Michael Speidel is inclined to link 
these gravestones with the presence of Septimius Severus in the Orient between AD 
197 and 202. This would be further evidence that the city was in the good graces of 
this emperor.72 The epithets Σεπτιμιανὴ Σεουηριανὴ Ἀντωνεινιανή are epigraphically 

60   See BERTOLAZZI 2020: 84–85.
61   Dio Chrys. Or. 34, 23. Cf. BERTOLAZZI 2020: 85.
62   See HALFMANN 1986: 210.
63   RPC IV.3 10276 (temporary no.).
64   BMC Cilicia 168.
65   Cf. ZIEGLER 1985: 75.
66   See BURRELL 2004: 213–215.
67   ZIEGLER 1977: 46.
68   RPC IV.3 3412, 4963, 9754, 8640, 10264 (temporary nos.); HAYMANN 2020: 60 (no. 2, AD 186/7).
69   ZIEGLER 1999: 143. Cf. IDEM 1985: 79; NOLLÉ and ZELLNER 1995: 39; GERHARDT 2008: 702.
70   BURRELL 2004: 220–222.
71   Ibidem: 216.
72   See SPEIDEL 1994: 47.
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confirmed for Anazarbus.73 At least the last two have been recorded on coins. In 2013, 
the auction house Gitbud & Naumann offered for sale an interesting (and presumably 
hitherto unpublished) coin depicting Geta with the reverse legend CEOYP ANT 
ANAZ ΛAMΠP NEΩKOPOY ET ZIC.74 The titles Σεπτιμιανὴ Σεουηριανή may be 
associated with Severus’ visit to the city, although this is not clearly confirmed. It is 
alluded to in an anecdote whose protagonist is Agesilaus, father of the poet Oppian,75 
but its details are not corroborated by other sources.76 Nevertheless, Severus may have 
visited the city in AD 194–195, 197–199, or 201–202.77 Some coins minted during 
his second Parthian campaign (197–199) attest to Anazarbus’ acquisition of the title 
νεωκόρος, as well as new dynastic appellations, listed as CΕΥΗΡ AΝΤΩΝ.78 They 
seem to confirm the city’s good relations with Severus, as do other titles received up 
to AD 204–205: νεωκόρος (for the second time), μητρόπολις79 and προκαθεζομένη 
γ′ ἐπαρχειῶν (leading centre of three provincial districts, Cilicia, Lycaonia, and 
Isauria).80 It is sometimes believed that the merits of Anazarbus in favour of the 
Severans, not only in the struggle with Niger but also against the Parthians, were 
the reason for these honours and that the secular games (ludi saeculares) in AD 
204 were the occasion for the reward.81 At this time the citizens of Aegeae were 
called Σευηριανοί,82 while under Caracalla their city would take on the additional 
appellation Antoninopolis (Ἀντωνινόπολις).83 During the reign of Severus and then 
Caracalla, the inhabitants of Mopsuestia refer to themselves as Σευηριανοί84 and 
Ἀντων(ε)ινιανοί85 respectively. The commemoration of Severus in the titulature of 
Tarsus is evidenced by coins with the inscription AΔΡIA CEYHΡIANHC TAΡCOY 
MHTΡOΠOΛEΩC Γ Β.86 At the time of Caracalla, Tarsus was given the title 

73   AE 1954.8.
74   https://www.acsearch.info/search.html?id=1645309 (accessed on 20 April 2023).
75   Because of his philosophical views, Agesilaus is said to have shown indifference to the emperor 

who came to the city, despite being an important figure in the local community. He was exiled to the island of 
Melita/Malta in the Adriatic. Vit. Opp. (α΄), ed. A. WESTERMANN 1845: 63–64. Cf. GASCÓ 1992: 236–237; 
LEHNEN 1997: 240.

76   BURRELL 2004: 220 (She argues that the anecdote does not refer to Oppian of Anazarbus or Corycus, 
but to Oppian of Apamea).

77   NOLLÉ and ZELLNER 1995: 39.
78   See ZIEGLER 1993b: 262 (no. 280). Cf. Ibidem: 262 (no. 281) and 264 (no. 188).
79   Ibidem: 267 (nos. 301–305) and 268 (nos. 306–307). Cf. BURRELL 2004: 222–226.
80   NOLLÉ and ZELLNER 1995: 39–41.
81   Ibidem: 44–45.
82   SNG Levante 1736; HAYMANN 2020: 61 (no. 3).
83   SNG Levante 1738–1739, 1741–1743; HAYMANN 2020: 61 (no. 4).
84   SNG PfPS 937, 938.
85   SNG Levante 1346. Cf. SNG Levante 1345.
86   SNG Levante 1026. Cf. SNG Levante 1023–1025, 1028–1029.
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Ἀντων(ειν)ιανή87 and the supplementary appellation Antoninopolis.88 The sojourn 
of the above-mentioned ruler in Cilicia Pedias seems fairly certain. According to 
one view, Caracalla’s presence in Tarsus and Aegeae is evidenced by the silver coins 
minted by these cities during his reign.89 In all probability, Cilicia Pedias was on the 
route of Caracalla’s journey to the East in AD 215.90 Some Tarsian coins show him 
as a local magistrate (demiurge)91 and ships plausibly delivering grain.92 Johannes 
Nollé, taking into account (among other things) some monetary issues, suggests that 
the main purpose of Caracalla’s visit to Aegeae may have been the local temple of 
Asclepius. This might have been one of the consequences of the alleged healing the 
emperor was said to have experienced at the sanctuary of Asclepius in Pergamon.93

The third and final stage in the formation of the dynastic toponymy of Cilicia 
Pedias during the period under discussion covers the years from Macrinus to the joint 
reign of Valerian and Gallienus. The names and titles adopted by the cities during 
this period did not differ much from those of the previous decades, but unlike them, 
they were relatively often ephemeral, which cannot be dissociated from the recurrent 
internal struggles for imperial power and the phenomenon of damnatio memoriae. 
To some extent, the frequency with which new dynastic appellations were taken on 
can be linked to the relatively large number of emperors who reigned at the time. It 
should be noted, however, that it is difficult to point to any other area of the Empire 
with a comparable number of toponyms derived from the emperors of the time. The 
peculiarities of this period include some rarely encountered eponyms. In the context 
of the wars in the East, their commemoration in the local toponymy seems to reflect 
the strategic importance of the region. One of them was Macrinus. Although his son 
Diadumenian took the name Antoninus,94 the citizens of Aegeae are no longer called 
Ἀντωνεινιανοί, and their city was proclaimed Macrinopolis (Μακρινόπολις).95 At 
the same time, Tarsus boasted the title Μακρ(ε)ινιανή,96 and the citizens of Adana 
were called Μακρ(ε)ινιανοί.97 Anazarbus added the designation Μακρεινιανή to its 

87   SNG Levante 1043–1055, 1057–1059, 1062–1069.
88   SNG Levante 1034–1036.
89   WEISS 2005: 60.
90   Cf. ZIEGLER 1977: 39; JOHNSTON 1983: 73, 75; HALFMANN 1986: 224, 228. 
91   SNG Levante 1040, 1057–1069.
92   BMC Cilicia 198–200; ZIEGLER 1977: 34–35. The demiurge’s duties included looking after the city’s 

grain supply. Presumably, the emperor’s provision of free or cheap grain was intended to improve the situation 
of the inhabitants, who were economically burdened by his visit and the marches of the armies. Ibidem: 36–49 
(especially pp. 46–47). Cf. ROWAN 2012: 238.

93   See NOLLÉ 2003: 409–417 (especially p. 415).
94   KIENAST 2004: 171.
95   SNG Levante 1744–1745, 1747, 1749–1754. Cf. SNG Levante 1746, 1748.
96   SNG Levante 1076–1077.
97   See LEVANTE 1984: 91 (*194–*196).
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titulature. There is no doubt that after the death of Macrinus, this epithet was removed 
from a certain inscription from which his name was also chiselled out.98 Nor does 
the epithet appear on the inscription that the city put up in honour of Elagabalus.99 
During the reign of the latter, Adana was given the extra appellation Antoninopolis100 
and its inhabitants were named Ἀντων(ɛ)ινιανοί.101 The same designation was 
bestowed upon the residents of Mopsuestia.102 As regards Adana, one has to agree 
with Ann Johnston, who links the name Antoninopolis with Elagabalus, since it is 
attested on coins bearing his image.103 Certain premises do not allow us to rule out 
the possibility that this emperor also visited Cilicia Pedias.104 Elagabalus assumed the 
office of demiurge in Anazarbus,105 and a certain agon in that city was named after 
him.106 In the reign of Severus Alexander, Mopsuestia once again modified its 
titulature, this time adopting the name Alexandropolis (Ἀλεξανδρόπολις).107 The 
last representative of the Severan dynasty was also commemorated in a particular 
way in Mallus, the city he raised to the rank of a colony. Some coins of Mallus 
bear the legend MALLO COLONIA ALEXA FELIX S C.108 The citizens of Aegeae 
also had a special reason to honour Severus Alexander. During his reign, their 
city received the title νεωκόρος109 and took the name of Alexandropolis.110 The 
identical appellation was adopted by Tarsus.111 The adjective Ἀλεξανδριανή also 
appears on the coins of this centre,112 and its inhabitants are sometimes referred to as 
Ἀλεξανδριανοί.113 Some issues show Severus Alexander as a demiurge in Tarsus114 
and vessels probably delivering grain.115 The emperor may have visited the city on 

98   AE 1954.8 = IvA 11.
99   IvA 12.
100   LEVANTE 1984: 91 (*201), 92 (*206); RPC VI 7147 (temporary no.).
101   LEVANTE 1984: 91 (*202–*204), 92 (*205); RPC VI 7146, 7148 (temporary nos.).
102   SNG PfPS 943; RPC VI 7163–7167, 30100 (temporary nos.).
103   JOHNSTON 1983: 73 (no. 63).
104   See ROBERT 1964: 80–81.
105   RPC VI 7266 (temporary no.).
106   RPC VI 7261 (temporary no.). Cf. SAYAR 2016: 185 (the author draws attention to the favour shown 

by Elagabalus to Anazarbus and by Severus Alexander to Tarsus). 
107   RPC VI 7168–7169 (temporary nos.).
108   RPC VI 7157 (temporary no.).
109   See BURRELL 2004: 230–233.
110   RPC VI 1796–7200, 30452 (temporary nos.); HAYMANN 2020: 62, no. 7 (AD 230/1). 
111   Cf. RPC VI 7094, 7095 (temporary nos.).
112   WADDINGTON 1883: 282 (no. 2).
113   RPC VI 7088 (temporary no.).
114   See e.g. RPC VI 7081, 7094–7095 (temporary nos.). Cf. ROWAN 2012: 238.
115   RPC VI 7091–7092; ZIEGLER 1977: 35. Ruprecht Ziegler (1977: 46) is inclined to link the assumption 

of the office of demiurge at Tarsus by Caracalla and Severus Alexander with their visit to the city in AD 215 and 
231 respectively. Although this seems highly likely, it should be noted that the mere assumption of the office of 
demiurge does not necessarily corroborate the presence of the emperor in a particular place, as the case of Commodus 
probably demonstrates for Tarsus. Cf. JOHNSTON 1983: 73 (no. 65).
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his way to campaign against Ardashir I in AD 231. Barbara Burrell has noted that 
some coins appear to show Severus Alexander making a sacrifice in front of the 
temple of Asclepius in Aegeae.116 At that time, combinations of different titles, 
referring to past and present emperors, appeared on the coins of Tarsus, Aegeae 
and Mopsuestia. Examples are provided by legends such as ΑΛΕΞΑΝ ΑΝΤΩΝΙ 
ⳞΕΥΗ ΑΔΡΙΑ ΜΗΤΡΟ ΤΑΡⳞΕΩΝ Α Μ Κ Β ΠΑΤΡΩΟⳞ,117 ϹƐΥ ΑΔΡ ΑΙΓƐΑΙⲰΝ 
ΛƐΞΑΝΔΡΟΥΠΟΛ ϚΟϹ118 or ΑΔΡ ΑΛƐΞΑΝΔΡΟΥ Π ΜΟΨƐΑΤΩΝ ΓϘϹ.119 For 
Tarsus the epithets Ἀλεξανδριανὴ Ἀντωνɛινιανὴ Σεουηριανὴ Ἁδριανή are also 
epigraphically attested.120 Anazarbus did not want to be inferior to his main rival, 
even in the number of dynastic titles. This is clear from an inscription mentioning 
ἡ βουλὴ καὶ ὁ δῆμος [Ἀ]λεξανδριανῶν Σεπτιμιανῶν Σεουηριανῶν Ἀντωνɛινιανῶν 
Καισαρέων τῶν πρὸς τᾡ Ἀναζάρβῳ.121 

After Maximinus Thrax seized power, the rule of his predecessor was to be 
wiped from memory (damnatio memoriae). The epithet Ἀλεξανδριανή was (as 
it later turned out, temporarily)122 removed from the titulature of Tarsus. This is 
evidenced by an inscription discovered in 1980 in which this designation had been 
deliberately obliterated.123 Another inscription found in 2012 bears traces of the 
martellation of both the title in question and the name of the condemned ruler.124 By 
contrast, on the coins of Adana issued under Maximinus, we find the expressions 
ΜΑΞΙΜƐΙΝΙΑΝΩΝ ΑΔΑΝƐⲰΝ125 and ΜΑΞΙΜΙΑΝΩΝ ΑΔΑΝƐⲰΝ.126 The 
difference between them could suggest that the latter refers to his son Verus Maximus, 
but it could also be a mistake by the engraver of the die. The inhabitants of Adana 
stopped calling themselves Μαξιμ(ε)ι(νι)ανοί on their coins when Gordian III took 
over imperial power.127 

The combination of titles referring to Gordian III and Hadrian appears on coins 
minted by Mopsuestia with the reverse legend ΑΔΡΙ ΓΟΡΔΙΑΝΩΝ ΜΟΨƐΑΤⲰΝ.128 

116   See BURRELL 2004: 230–231. Cf. ZIEGLER 1977: 40; GERHARDT 2008: 703.
117   RPC VI 7078 (temporary no.).
118   RPC VI 7196 (temporary no.).
119   RPC VI 7168 (temporary no.).
120   See IGRR III 879, 880, 882.
121   IC 101.
122   Tarsus began to use this epithet again after the renovatio memoriae and consecratio of Severus Alexander 

under Gordian III. See IGRR I 133 (AD 241–244).
123   IC 30.
124   See LAFLI and BRU 2015: 220–222.
125   LEVANTE 1984: 92 (*208–*211); RPC VI 7149 (temporary no.).
126   LEVANTE 1984: 92 (*213–*214); RPC VI 7150 (temporary no.). Cf. GERHARDT 2008: 692.
127   Cf. RPC VII.2 3151–3155.
128   RPC VII.2 3164–3167.
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The epithet Γορδιανή is epigraphically attested for Tarsus.129 Gordian III may have 
visited the region during his expedition to the East. The base of a statue at Hierapolis-
Castabala and an altar at Aegeae were dedicated to him.130

In the reign of Philip I, Γορδιανοί were no longer mentioned on the coins of 
Mopsuestia. On some of them, the citizens of this city are called Φιλιππιανοί.131 The 
appellation Philippopolis (Φιλιππόπολις), adopted by Aegeae,132 was also related to 
Philip I. It cannot be ruled out that during his return to Rome in AD 244 he sailed 
along the Cilician coast.133 

By the mid-3ʳᵈ century AD, Tarsus and Anazarbus were no longer using dynastic 
titles on their coins as they had previously.134 Nevertheless, the numismatic evidence 
reveals some interesting changes in the titulature of other East Cilician cities at this 
time. During the reign of Trajan Decius, Aegeae took the name Ἀσκληπιόπολις135 
and Mallus was mentioned as COLONIA ΔƐΙ AMPILOCHI.136 Though at first glance 
such designations may appear to have a completely non-dynastic character, they 
are entirely in keeping with this emperor’s attempt to revive traditional religion.137 
During this period the epithets of Mopsuestia continued to change rapidly. Under 
Trajan Decius its inhabitants were called Ἁδριανοὶ Δɛκιανοί,138 under Trebonianus 
Gallus Ἁδριανοὶ Γαλλοί,139 and under Valerian and Gallienus, mutatis mutandis, 
Ἁδριανοὶ Οὐαλεριανοὶ Γαλλιηνοί.140 In the course of his journey to the East, Valerian 
may have arrived in Mopsuestia in AD 253/4. The agonistic festivals in Mopsuestia, 
Aegeae and Anazarbus were then established or re-established, or given a more 
grandiose character. It is quite likely that Valerian also assumed the dignity of the 
gymnasiarch in Anazarbus.141 

At the turn of the 6ᵗʰ and 7ᵗʰ decades of the 3ʳᵈ century AD, the region was 
devastated by the Persians and the local mints ceased to function. Given the 

129   IGRR I 133.
130   TOBIN 2004: 7; GERHARDT 2008: 703–704. Cf. HALFMANN 1986: 233–234.
131   RPC VIII 70993 (ID).
132   Cf. RPC VIII 21716 (ID), 21719 (ID), 69930 (ID); HAYMANN 2020: 63, no 8.
133   Cf. HALFMANN 1986: 234; GERHARDT 2008: 704.
134   In the middle of the 3ʳᵈ century AD both cities received the title νεωκόρος for the third time – Anazarbus 

under Trajan Decius and Tarsus under Valerian and Gallienus. See BURRELL 2004: 217–218, 226–228; KLUCZEK 
2021: 55–56. As far as I know, there are no coins attesting to the adoption by any of them of the title commemorating 
the emperor from whom they received this distinction.

135   RPC IX 1452.
136   RPC IX 1440.
137   Cf. ZIEGLER 2003: 214.
138   RPC IX 1442–1444.
139   RPC IX 1447.
140   SNG PfPS 945, 949; SNG Levante 1356–1358, 1360–1362.
141   ZIEGLER 1985: 115. For the involvement of the emperors of the 3ʳᵈ century AD crisis in the agonistic 

festivals see WALLNER 1997.
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importance of numismatic evidence for the study of the appellations discussed, it 
is not surprising that the chronological caesura of the year 260 seems so important 
for the dynastic toponymy of Cilicia Pedias. It appears that the Persian invasion 
put an end to a long period of prosperity for the Cilician cities, and to some extent, 
their former function was taken over by the centres of Pamphylia.142

The occurrence of dynastic toponymy in Cilicia Pedias during the period under 
study is shown in Table 1. It contains a juxtaposition of eponyms and localities that 
adopted or received appellations derived from Roman emperors and persons close 
to them. Cases, where either the identification of the eponym or the location of the 
city is uncertain, have been marked.

Based on the data in Table 1, there are at least 43 known cases in which emperors 
or persons close to them were commemorated in the names and titles of localities 
in Cilicia Pedias during the period in question. The most frequent eponyms were 
Hadrian (five known cases), Septimius Severus, Caracalla, Macrinus, and Severus 
Alexander (four cases each). Their sojourn in the region is more or less plausible, 
and the same can be said for at least some of the other rulers listed in Table 1. In 
many cases, the emperors’ visits to Cilicia Pedias seem to be one of the consequences 
of the repeated conflicts with the Arsacids and Sassanids since this region lay on 
the route of troop movements and played a considerable strategic role. Of course, the 
commemoration of a ruler in the name of a city did not always have to be linked to 
his visit, nor did a visit have to be linked to such a commemoration. Nevertheless, it 
seems worth considering the possible link between imperial travels and the adoption 
of dynastic place names by East Cilician cities. The emperor’s presence provided 
a greater opportunity to seek patronage and privilege. Taking a name in his honour 
may have been a form of ingratiation as well as an expression of gratitude for 
imperial favours. The data in Table 1 may suggest that some cities in Cilicia Pedias 
had a kind of “monopoly” on the use of dynastic names and titles during the 2nd 
and 3rd centuries AD. Apart from Epiphanea and Mallus, which received them once, 
the respective appellations were repeatedly adopted by Tarsus, Anazarbus, Aegeae, 
Adana, and Mopsuestia. The first three were the leading centres of the region and 
boasted other honourable titles. Keeping up with them seems to be the ambition 
of Adana and Mopsuestia (incidentally, if one were to draw up a list of cities with 
the highest number of titles derived from Roman emperors, the latter would rank 
surprisingly high). At this point, it is worth recalling a passage from Cassius Dio in 
which the historian seems somewhat indignant at the adoption of dynastic names by 
the cities of his time without the permission of the higher authorities.143 The available 

142   Cf. NOLLÉ 1993: 94; GERHARDT 2008: 704–705.
143   See Dio Cass. 54, 23, 7–8. Cf. GALSTERER-KRÖLL 1972: 48–49.
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evidence leads to the conclusion that in Cilicia Pedias, at the turn of the 2ⁿᵈ and 3ʳᵈ 
centuries AD, i.e. at the time of Cassius Dio, the names in question were adopted 
only by a very limited group of cities, the aforementioned “big five”. It should 
also be noted that Table 1 does not include all the localities in the region, but only 
those for which dynastic names and titles are known. Given the political instability 
and municipal rivalries, it is plausible that cities sometimes boasted titles adopted 
without any authorisation, and perhaps this is how Cassius Dio՚s statement should be 
understood – as evidence of the violation of some norms rather than their absence.

Finally, it is worth mentioning a problem related to the length of time the 
toponyms discussed have been in use. The fate of some East Cilician dynastic 
place names seems to suggest a link not only between the imperial travels and the 
geography of dynastic appellations but also between the close presence of emperors 
and the way in which damnatio memoriae was applied in practice. At first sight, 
it is striking that Neronias, the name most likely derived from Nero,144 is still 
attested for the 4ᵗʰ century AD, whereas the many names derived from the rulers 
of the 3ʳᵈ century AD were ephemeral. Nero reigned longer than many of these 
emperors, but this, as well as his popularity in the Greek world,145 does not seem to 
fully explain this situation. But when Nero was proclaimed princeps damnatus,146 
Cilicia Pedias was far from the main political events and, more importantly, the 
new emperor Galba was far away. In these circumstances, the implementation of 
damnatio memoriae, which affected Nero posthumously, may have been somewhat 
superficial in this region. The situation changed when the growing problems in the 
East forced the emperors to pass through the Cilician Gates more often. It was then 
necessary to ensure that the ruler whose favour the city sought would find no trace 
of the person on whom the shadow of damnatio memoriae had posthumously fallen.

ABBREVIATIONS
AE = R. CAGNAT, A. MERLIN, J. GAGE, M. LE GLAY, H.-G. PFLAUM, P. WUILLEUMIER, 
A. CHASTAGNOL and M. CORBIER (eds.), L՚Année épigraphique (Paris 1888–).
BMC Cilicia = G.F. HILL, Catalogue of the Greek Coins of Lycaonia, Isauria, and Cilicia, 
A Catalogue of the Greek Coins in the British Museum 21, London 1900.
IC = G. DAGRON and D. FEISSEL (eds.), Inscriptions de Cilicie, Travaux et mémoires du 
Centre de recherche d’histoire et civilisation de Byzance 4, Paris 1987.

144   This is probably how the eponym of this city was identified in late antiquity. In AD 357, Athanasius of 
Alexandria (Fug. 1), clearly wishing to discredit Narcissus, the Arian bishop of Neronias, called his seat “the city 
of Nero”. Cf. HONIGMANN 1951: 39.

145   To some extent, Nero’s popularity after his death was evidenced by the appearance of at least three false 
Nero’s. Cf. GALLIVAN 1973.

146   Cf. Tac. Hist. 1, 16, 2.
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IGRR = R. CAGNAT, J. TOUTAIN, P. JOUGUET and G. LAFAYE (eds.), Inscriptiones Graecae 
ad res Romanas pertinentes, vols. 1–4, Paris 1906–1927.
IvA = M.H. SAYAR (ed.), Die Inschriften von Anazarbos und Umgebung, vol. 1: Inschriften 
aus dem Stadtgebiet und der nächsten Umgebung der Stadt, Inschriften griechischer Städte aus 
Kleinasien 56, Bonn 2000. 
RPC I = A. BURNETT, M. AMANDRY and P.P. RIPOLLÈS, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. I: 
From the Death of Caesar to the Death of Vitellius (44 BC–AD 69), London–Paris 1992. 
RPC II = M. AMANDRY, A. BURNETT and I. CARRADICE, Roman Provincial Coinage, 
vol.  II: From Vespasian to Domitian (AD 69–96), London–Paris 1999.
RPC III = M. AMANDRY, A. BURNETT, J. MAIRAT, W. METCALF, L. BRICAULT 
and M. BLET-LEMARQUAND, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. III: Nerva to Hadrian  
(AD 98–137), parts 1–2, London–Paris 2015.
RPC IV.3 = V. HEUCHERT, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. IV: From Antoninus Pius to 
Commodus (AD 138–192), part 3: Lycia-Pamphylia to Arabia, [online: https://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.
uk] (accessed on 27 April 2023).
RPC VI = D. CALOMINO and A. BURNETT, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. VI: From
Elagabalus to Maximinus (AD 218–238), Asia Minor and Egypt (AD 218–238), [online: https://
rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uk] (accessed on 27 April 2023).
RPC VII.2 = J. MAIRAT and M. SPOERRI BUTCHER, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. VII.2: 
Gordian I – Gordian III (AD 238–244). All Provinces Except Asia, [online: https://rpc.ashmus.
ox.ac.uk] (accessed on 27 April 2023).
RPC VIII = J. MAIRAT and M. SPOERRI BUTCHER, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. VIII: 
Philip (AD 244–249), [online: https://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uk] (accessed on 27 April 2023).
RPC IX = A. HOSTEIN and J. MAIRAT, Roman Provincial Coinage, vol. IX: From Trajan
Decius to Uranius Antoninus (AD 249–254), London–Paris 2016.
SNG France 2 = E. LEVANTE (ed.), Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum: France 2: Cabinet des 
Médailles Cilicie, Paris 1993.
SNG Levante = E. LEVANTE (ed.), Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum: Switzerland 1: Levante–
Cilicia, Berne 1986.
SNG PfPS = R. ZIEGLER (ed.), Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum: Deutschland: Pfälzer 
Privatsammlungen, Bd. 6: Isaurien und Kilikien, München 2001. 
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TABLE 1

Roman emperors and people close to them commemorated in the toponymy of Cilicia Pedias (until ca. AD 260), 
and the cities that adopted or received the appellations derived from them: ● – dynastic name or title, □ – dynastic 
name or title where the identification of the eponym or the location of the city is uncertain

Eponym

Cities with dynastic names or titles

A
da

na

A
eg

ea
e

A
na

za
rb

us

A
ug

us
ta

C
ol

on
ia

 Iu
lia

Ir
en

op
ol

is

Ep
ip

ha
ne

a

Fl
av

io
po

lis

M
al

lu
s

M
op

su
es

tia

Ta
rs

us

Ze
ph

yr
iu

m

Augustus ● □

Marcus Agrippa ●

Julia Augusta (Livia) ●

eponym of Caesarea (Mopsuestia?) □

Nero □

Vespasian ●

Trajan ●

Hadrian ● ● ● ● ●

Commodus ● ●

Septimius Severus ● ● ● ●

Caracalla ● ● ● ●

Macrinus ● ● ● ●

Elagabalus □ □

Severus Alexander ● ● ● ●

Maximinus Thrax ●

Verus Maximus ●

Gordian III ● ●

Philip I ● ●

Trajan Decius ●

Trebonianus Gallus ●

Valerian ●

Gallienus ●

Total 5 7 5 1 1 1 1 1 1 12 7 1




