
Tom XVI

MUZEUM NARODOWE W KRAKOWIE
SEKCJA NUMIZMATYCZNA

KOMISJI ARCHEOLOGICZNEJ PAN
ODDZIAŁ W KRAKOWIE

Kraków 2021ISSN 1426-5435
XVI

Okladka-NN XVI - 2021.indd   1Okladka-NN XVI - 2021.indd   1 23.05.2022   16:11:1723.05.2022   16:11:17



MUZEUM NARODOWE W KRAKOWIE
SEKCJA NUMIZMATYCZNA

KOMISJI ARCHEOLOGICZNEJ PAN
ODDZIAŁ W KRAKOWIE

Kraków 2021

Tom XVI

Tom XVI

MUZEUM NARODOWE W KRAKOWIE
SEKCJA NUMIZMATYCZNA

KOMISJI ARCHEOLOGICZNEJ PAN
ODDZIAŁ W KRAKOWIE

Kraków 2021ISSN 1426-5435
XVI

Okladka-NN XVI - 2021.indd   1Okladka-NN XVI - 2021.indd   1 23.05.2022   16:11:1723.05.2022   16:11:17



Komitet naukowy / Scientific Committee:
Prof. Peter van Alfen, Prof. Michael Alram, Prof. Aleksander Bursche, Prof. Franҫois de Callataÿ,  
Dr Karsten Dahmen, Prof. Georges Depeyrot, Dr Haim Gitler, Zofia Gołubiew, Prof. Wiesław Kaczanowicz, 
Elżbieta Korczyńska, Prof. Katerini Liampi, Prof. Adam Małkiewicz , Prof. Andrew Meadows,  
Prof. Mariusz Mielczarek, Dr Jiří Militký, Prof. Janusz A. Ostrowski, Prof. Maciej Salamon, Prof. Bernhard Weisser

Redakcja / Editorial Board:
Redaktor / Editor in Chief – Jarosław Bodzek
Zastępca redaktora / Associate Editor – Mateusz Woźniak
Sekretarze / Secretaries – Dorota Malarczyk, Anna Bochnak, Barbara Zając

Redaktor tematyczny / Theme Editor:
Peter van Alfen 

Redaktor językowy / Linguistic Editor:
Peter van Alfen

Recenzenci / Reviewers:
Prof. Bartosz Awianowicz, Dr Hab. Katarzyna Balbuza, Dr Hab. Mateusz Bogucki, Prof. Kevin Butcher,  
Dr Witold Garbaczewski, Prof. Matthias Hardt, Dr Johan Van Heesch, Dr Wilhelm Hollstein, Prof. Stanley Ireland, 
Dr Krzysztof Jarzęcki, Dr Szymon Jellonek, Dr Adam Kędzierski, Prof. Koray Konuk, Dr Piotr Kotowicz, 
Prof. Marek Olbrycht, Prof. Michał Parczewski, Dr Evgeni Paunov, Dr Grzegorz Śnieżko, Prof. Michael Vickers, 
Dr Eliza Walczak, Dr Ulrich Werz, Dr Tomasz Więcek, Dr David Wigg-Wolf, Dr Michał Wojenka,  
Dr Hab. Marcin Wołoszyn

Redaktorzy prowadzący / Managing Editors:
Dorota Malarczyk, Anna Kowalczyk

Tłumaczenia / Translations:
Jarosław Bodzek, Karolina Koriat, Andrzej Leligdowicz, Nasim Luczaj, Borys Paszkiewicz,  
Anna Sosenko, Iwona Zych 

Korekta / Proofreading:
Aedaan Shaw

Projekt graficzny i typografia / Graphic design and desk top publishing:
Luiza Berdak

Skład i łamanie / Typesetting and page layout:
Zofia Stawiska

Adres redakcji / Address of the Editorial Office: 
Muzeum Narodowe w Krakowie 
ul. Marszałka Józefa Piłsudskiego 12, 31-109 Kraków 
tel. (+48) 12 433 58 50, e-mail: notae@mnk.pl 
http://mnk.pl/notae-numismaticae-zapiski-numizmatyczne-1 

Wyłączną odpowiedzialność za przestrzeganie praw autorskich dotyczących materiału ilustracyjnego ponoszą autorzy tekstów. 
Authors of the texts bear the sole responsibility for observing the copyright illustrations. 
Wersją pierwotną Notae Numismaticae – Zapiski Numizmatyczne jest wersja elektroniczna. 
The electronic edition of the Notae Numismaticae – Zapiski Numizmatyczne is treated as its original version. 

© Muzeum Narodowe w Krakowie i Autorzy, 2021

ISSN 1426-5435



SPIS TREŚCI / CONTENTS

  9	 Od redakcji
10	 From the Editors

ARTYKUŁY / ARTICLES
	 SŁAWOMIR SPRAWSKI
13	 The Temenidae, Who Came Out of Argos. Literary Sources and Numismatic  
	 Evidence on the Macedonian Dynastic Traditions
	 Temenidzi, którzy przybyli z Argos. Macedońskie tradycje dynastyczne 
	 w źródłach literackich i świadectwach numizmatycznych

	 CATHARINE C. LORBER
43	 A Die Study of the Silver Staters (Didrachms) of Thessalian Larissa
	 Studium powiązań stempli srebrnych staterów (didrachm) tesalskiej Larissy
	
	 JAROSŁAW BODZEK
77	 The Sabakes’ “Owl” from the Collection of the District Museum in Toruń and 
	 Some Notes on the Coinage of the Penultimate Achaemenid Satrap of Egypt
	 „Sówka” Sabakesa ze zbiorów Muzeum Okręgowego w Toruniu i kilka uwag  
	 na temat mennictwa przedostatniego achemenidzkiego satrapy Egiptu

	 ÖMER TATAR
97	 Two Rare Shield/Helmet Type Macedonian Regal Bronze Coins from  
	 the Collection of the Museum of Anatolian Civilizations in Ankara
	 Dwie rzadkie królewskie monety macedońskie typu „tarcza/hełm” z kolekcji 
	 Muzeum Anatolijskich Cywilizacji w Ankarze
	
	 ANNA ANZORGE-POTRZEBOWSKA
107	 On the Search for Damnatio Memoriae on Ancient Roman Numismatic 
	 Artefacts. Research Assumptions
	 O poszukiwaniach damnatio memoriae na starożytnych rzymskich numizmatach.  
	 Postulaty badawcze
	
	 PIOTR JAWORSKI
125	 Reading the History of the Roman Fort in Apsaros (Autonomous Republic 
	 of Adjara, Georgia) from a Numismatic Perspective
	 Odczytując historię rzymskiego fortu w Apsaros (Adżarska Republika  
	 Autonomiczna, Gruzja) z perspektywy numizmatycznej



	 PRZEMYSŁAW DULĘBA, ANDRZEJ ROMANOWSKI
143	 New Finds of Roman Coins from the Przeworsk Culture Settlements 
	 in the Nidzica and Szreniawa River Basins
	 Nowe znaleziska monet rzymskich na osadach kultury przeworskiej w dorzeczu 
	 Nidzicy i Szreniawy

	 DAGMAR GROSSMANNOVÁ
177	 Finds of Byzantine Coins in the Collection of the Moravian Museum. 
	 A Contribution to the Completion of the Register of Byzantine Coins in Moravia
	 Znaleziska monet bizantyńskich w kolekcji Morawskiego Muzeum Krajowego. 
	 Przyczynek do uzupełnienia rejestru monet bizantyńskich na Morawach

	 DOROTA MALARCZYK, ŁUKASZ MIECHOWICZ, SYLWIA WAJDA
201	 Dirham Imitations and Glass Beads from the 10th Century Discovered  
	 in an Early Medieval Building in Kłodnica, Municipality of Wilków, Lublin  
	 Voivodeship
	 Naśladownictwa dirhamów i szklane paciorki z X w. odkryte we wczesno-		
	 średniowiecznym budynku w Kłodnicy, gm. Wilków, woj. lubelskie

	 ANNA BOCHNAK
225	 Drohiczyn-type Small Lead Seals with the Image of a Bird from the Collection 
	 of the National Museum in Krakow. Old Ruthenian Sigillography Versus Early 
	 Piast Numismatics
	 Plomby typu drohiczyńskiego z wyobrażeniem ptaka w kolekcji Muzeum  
	 Narodowego w Krakowie. Staroruska sfragistyka versus wczesnopiastowska  
	 numizmatyka
	
	 LILIA DERGACIOVA, IRINA STANKIEWICZ
243	 Coin Hoard of Moldovan Copper Coins Found in the Belgorod Fortress 
	 on the Dniester River (Ukraine)
	 Skarb miedzianych monet mołdawskich znaleziony na terenie twierdzy Białogród  
	 nad Dniestrem (Ukraina)

	 ELŻBIETA M. KŁOSIŃSKA, BORYS PASZKIEWICZ
261	 A Coin Hoard from the 16th Century Found During Archaeological Excavations 
	 at Perespa, and Its Context
	 Zbiór monet z XVI w. znaleziony podczas wykopalisk archeologicznych  
	 w Perespie i jego kontekst
	
 
RECENZJE / REVIEWS
	 JAROSŁAW BODZEK
301	 HAIM GITLER, OREN TAL, The Nablus 1968 Hoard. A Study of Monetary 
	 Circulation in the Late Fourth and Early Third Centuries BCE. Southern Levant,  



	 with contribution of ARNOLD SPEAR and SYLVIA HURTER, DANA  
	 ASHKENAZI and ADIN STERN, Numismatic Notes and Monographs 171,  
	 The American Numismatic Society, New York 2019, 209 pages, 41 plates;  
	 ISBN 978-0-89722-360-7; ISSN 0078-2718

	 JAROSŁAW BODZEK
307	 CATHARINE C. LORBER, Coins of the Ptolemaic Empire. Part I: Ptolemy I  
	 through Ptolemy IV. Volume 1: Precious Metal, Volume 2: Bronze,  
	 The American Numismatic Society, New York 2018, 625 and 205 pages,  
	 76 and 46 plates; ISBN 978-0-89722-332-4

	 BARBARA ZAJĄC
312	 RENATA CIOŁEK, ROKSANA CHOWANIEC (eds.), Aleksanderia. Studies 
	 on Items, Ideas and History Dedicated to Professor Aleksander Bursche 
	 on the Occasion of his 65th Birthday, Harrassowitz Verlag, Wiesbaden 2021,  
	 446 pages; ISBN 978-3-447-11554-4; DOI: 10.2307/j. ctv1h9djth

	 ALESSANDRA MAGNI
322	 PAWEŁ GOŁYŹNIAK, Engraved Gems and Propaganda in the Roman 
	 Republic and under Augustus, Archaeopress Roman Archaeology 65,  
	 Archaeopress, Oxford 2020, 618 pages, 1015 figures; ISBN 978-1-78969-539-7

	 KATARZYNA BALBUZA 
328	 RICHARD ANTHONY ABDY and PETER FRANZ MITTAG, The Roman 
	 Imperial Coinage, Volume II, Part 3: From AD 117–138, Hadrian, Spink,  
	 London 2019, 332 pages, 218 plates, indices; ISBN 978-1-912667-18-5

	 BARBARA ZAJĄC
333	 MATEUSZ BOGUCKI, ARKADIUSZ DYMOWSKI, GRZEGORZ ŚNIEŻKO (eds.) 
	 Slivers of Antiquity. The Use of Ancient Coins in Central, Eastern and  
	 Northern Europe in the Medieval and Modern Periods / Okruchy starożytności.  
	 Użytkowanie monet antycznych w Europie Środkowej, Wschodniej i Północnej  
	 w średniowieczu i okresie nowożytnym, Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu  
	 Warszawskiego, Warszawa 2020, 444 pages, 1 map; ISBN 978-83-235-4697-9; 
	 DOI: 10.31338/uw.9788323547051

KRONIKA / CHRONICLE

	 MATEUSZ WOŹNIAK
341	 Kronika Gabinetu Numizmatycznego Muzeum Narodowego w Krakowie (2020)
345	 The Chronicle of the Numismatic Cabinet of the National Museum  
	 in Krakow (2020)



13

Tom XVI

Kraków 2021

SŁAWOMIR SPRAWSKI
Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Institute of History
ORCID: 0000-0002-6904-5544

The Temenidae, Who Came Out of Argos. 
Literary Sources and Numismatic Evidence 
on the Macedonian Dynastic Traditions

ABSTRACT: The prevailing opinion is that, at least from Alexander I onwards, 
Macedonian rulers attached a lot of importance to the tradition of their Argive origin. 
There are also suggestions that various images placed on royal coins refer to the 
mythical founder of the dynasty and his foreign origin. But a review of these images 
does not provide convincing arguments to justify the above-mentioned opinion. 
The preserved fragments of poetry dedicated to Alexander I seem to speak rather 
in favor of his interest in the Trojan myth. If the Argive origin of the royal family is 
so strongly emphasized by Herodotus, Thucydides, and Euripides, then perhaps the 
“establishment” of the genealogical ties of the Macedonian kings with Temenidae 
of Argos took place in Athens. The Greek authors presented the Macedonian rulers 
with versions of the mythical past of their family linked to Greek tradition. But 
there is not much to indicate that the predecessors of Alexander the Great attached 
particular importance to them.

KEY WORDS: Macedonia, Temenidae, Alexander I, written sources, coinage

ABSTRAKT: Temenidzi, którzy przybyli z Argos. Macedońskie tradycje dy-
nastyczne w źródłach literackich i świadectwach numizmatycznych 

Przeważa opinia, że ​​przynajmniej od Aleksandra I władcy macedońscy przy-
wiązywali dużą wagę do tradycji związanej z pochodzeniem ich rodziny z Argos. 
Pojawiają się też sugestie, że wizerunki umieszczane na monetach królewskich 
nawiązują do mitycznego założyciela dynastii i jego obcego pochodzenia. Przegląd 
tych przedstawień monetarnych nie dostarcza jednak przekonujących argumentów 
na uzasadnienie tej opinii. Zachowane fragmenty poezji poświęconej Aleksandrowi I 

DOI: 10.52800/ajst.1.16.a1
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zdają się przemawiać raczej na rzecz jego zainteresowania mitem trojańskim. Jeśli 
Herodot, Tukidydes i Eurypides tak mocno podkreślają argiwskie pochodzenie ro-
dziny królewskiej, to być może to w Atenach „odkryto” genealogiczne powiązania 
królów macedońskich z Temenidami z Argos. Autorzy greccy przedstawili władcom 
macedońskim różne wersje mitycznej przeszłości ich rodu związane z tradycją 
grecką. Niewiele jednak wskazuje na to, by poprzednicy Aleksandra Wielkiego 
przywiązywali do nich szczególną wagę.

SŁOWA KLUCZOWE: Macedonia, Temenidzi, Aleksander I, źródła pisane, 
mennictwo

The dynastic tradition of Macedonian kings has already been the subject of 
numerous analyses and the credibility of the account about their Argive origin and 
its role in the dispute about the Macedonians’ Greekness have been examined. 
Recently, considerable attention has been paid to the role which Herakles played 
in building the dynasty’s image.1 The prevailing opinion is that at least from the 
times of Alexander I onwards, Macedonian rulers attached a lot of importance 
to this tradition, striving to achieve a strong position both among the Greeks 
and their own subjects.2 Evidence of the propagation of the dynastic tradition by 
Macedonian kings are also sought in the royal coinage. Efforts have been made 
to show that the various images on the coins are references to the ancestor of the 
dynasty and the stories of his origins.3 The aim of the article is to try to answer  
the question to what extent the alleged Argive origins played a significant role 
in the self-presentation of Alexander I and his successors. 

I
Stories related to the dynasty’s beginnings have been discussed many times, so 

for the purposes of our analysis we shall only recall their most important elements. 
The main ones, from the point of view of our reflections, come from the work of 
Herodotus. He places the first of two mentions in Book V of his work, when he 
finishes the story about the circumstances in which the Persians came into contact 
with Amyntas and his son Alexander. At this point, Herodotus (5.22) states that 
he knows and will show that these descendants of Perdiccas are Greeks, as they 
themselves say. He adds that they claim so themselves and that this claim was 

1  Cf. KOTTARIDI 2011: 15–24; MALLIOS 2011: 177–289; MOLONEY 2015: 50–72; MÜLLER 2016: 
85–106.

2  FRANKE 1952/1953: 107–108; HAMMOND 1979: 3–4; GREENWALT 1986: 122; BORZA 1990: 112–
113; BADIAN 1994: 119, n. 13; DESPINI 2009: 50; ASIRVATHAM 2010: 100–102. Compare SARIPANIDI 
2017: 111–114, 123.

3  KRAAY 1976: 144; GREENWALT 1993: 514; MOUSTAKA 2000: 393–410; PSOMA 2000: 30–34; 
KREMYDI 2011: 163; TIVERIOS 2018: 195–212.
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accepted by the judges of the Olympic Games. He then proceeds to tell a brief story 
about Alexander wanting to compete in the games and his rivals trying to prevent him 
from doing so, claiming that foreigners could not participate in the games. Alexander, 
refuting these claims, reportedly proved that he was descended from Argos and was 
allowed to participate in the race. The second mention (8.137–139) accompanies 
a description of an embassy to Athens, where Alexander went on Mardonios’ 
wishes, bringing with him a proposal of a separate peace treaty. Herodotus first 
reminds the reader that Alexander was related to the Persians through his sister 
Gygaia, Bubares’ wife. He then presents Alexander’s family background, telling 
a story about his ancestor Perdiccas, who, together with his brothers, escaped from 
Argos and seized power in Macedonia. This short excurse ends with a list of six of 
Alexander’s ancestors: From that Perdiccas Alexander was descended, being the 
son of Amyntas, who was the son of Alcetes; Alcetes’ father was Aeropus, and his 
was Philippus; Philippus’ father was Argaeus, and his again was Perdiccas, who 
won that lordship (8.139 Godley, trans.).

Thucydides seems to confirm this information, referring twice to the subject. 
The first time, he does so in a short description of Macedonia, on the occasion of 
reporting the invasion of the Thracian king Sitalkes. He states that Alexander’s 
ancestors were the Temenidae, who came out of Argos (2.99.3). Meanwhile, when 
presenting the circumstances of Perdiccas II breaking off the alliance with Athens 
and starting a coalition with Sparta and Argos, he explains that in making this 
decision the king followed the example of Argos, as he was himself of Argive 
descent (5.80.2). 

When Archelaos was the ruler of Macedonia, Euripides wrote the drama 
Archelaos, in which the eponymous character is presented as Temenus’ son and 
founder of the dynasty. The play is known to us only from short surviving fragments, 
but it is likely that on the basis of its text Hyginus wrote his story about Archelaos.4 
Banished from Argos by his brothers, Archelaos, after many adventures, arrived 
in Macedonia where, following an oracle he received, he founded the city of Aigai 
on a spot showed to him by goats (P.Hamb.118a; Hyg. Fab. 2019. See also Dio 
Chrys. Or. 4.70–2).

Diodorus (7.16) recorded an alternative version of the myth, in which the oracle 
was given to Perdiccas. In yet another version, it was Karanos (Clem. Alex. Protr. 2.11). 
The latter figure was mentioned by Theopompos (BNJ 115 F 393) and Marsyas (BNJ 
135–136 F 14) as the founder of the dynasty. Unlike Perdiccas, Karanos reportedly 
arrived in Macedonia from Argos leading an army. Introducing Karanos as the founder 
of the dynasty did not mean removing Perdiccas from the genealogy; he was believed 

4  DI GREGORIO 1988: 37–38.
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to be his direct or three generations later descendant (Satyros BNJ 631 F 1; Just. 7.1.7; 
Euseb.Chron. 1.108.21).

It seems that in the times of Alexander the Great, Karanos was regarded as 
the progenitor of the family, which is why Plutarch (Alex. 2.1) was able to write 
that As for the lineage of Alexander, on his father’s side he was a descendant of 
Heracles through Caranus, and on his mother’s side a descendant of Aeacus through 
Neoptolemus; this is accepted without any question (Perrin, trans.). Diodorus (17.4.1) 
also noted a case where Alexander, looking for the Thessalians’ support, referred to 
his ancient relationship to them through Herakles. 

In the prevailing opinion, the story about Perdiccas told by Herodotus is the 
oldest version of the dynastic myth. The story about the oracle given to Perdiccas 
must have, at least in N.G.L. Hammond’s opinion, been created before the end of the 
5th century, when the kings’ seat was moved to Pella. Euripides, writing his drama 
Archelaos, in which the king’s namesake is presented as the founder of the dynasty, 
flattered his ambition. Archelaos himself might have initiated changes in the dynastic 
tradition, striving for strengthening its linkage to the more widely known by the 
Greeks tradition about the Heraclids and the kingdoms they founded. This thesis is 
supported by the tradition given by the Vita Euripidi (Ia.6 TrGF), which says that the 
poet spent the last days of his life at the Macedonian court and died in Macedonia in 
tragic circumstances.5 On the other hand, it was supposed that the figure of Karanos 
was introduced in a period of political chaos in Macedonia after Archelaos’ death, 
when members of different branches of the family competed for power.6 Others 
argue that Karanos did not become a significant figure until the time of Philip II.7

Of key importance to our reflections is the version of the myth recorded by 
Herodotus (8.137–139). The story focuses on three brothers who found themselves in 
the service of a local ruler and were subjected to a test of character. The youngest one 
came out on top and consequently he became the king. A similar story of three brothers 
was placed by Herodotus (4.5–6) in the Scythian logos. In that case as well, the royal 
power went to the youngest of the brothers. In the story about Perdiccas, there are 
miraculous signs which legitimise his power (an exceptionally large loaf of bread, 
an unusual payment) and show divine protection of the dynasty (miraculous rise of 
the river’s water level). Interwoven into this story is the motif echoing local myths 
associated with Mount Bermion (Midas, Sylen, unusual roses). The information 
about the process itself of Perdiccas coming to power in Macedonia is limited to one 

5  HAMMOND 1979: 5; GREENWALT 1985: 44; SCODEL 2017: 37–38; STEWART 2017: 125.
6  HAMMOND 1979: 4; BADIAN 1982: 34–37; IDEM 1994: 119–121; GREENWALT 1985: 43; MÜLLER 

2016: 100–104; VASILEV 2016: 41–42.
7  See MARI 2002: 159–163.
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sentence: Thence they issued forth when they had won that country, and presently 
subdued also the rest of Macedonia. Equally as brief is the information about the 
origin of Perdiccas and his brothers. We only learn that three brothers of the lineage 
of Temenus came as banished men from Argos to Illyria. A list of King Alexander 
I’s ancestors, going back to Perdiccas, who won that lordship, completes the story.

According to Bruno Tripodi, discernible in this story is a trace of the ideo-
logical transformation of the way in which Perdiccas’ rule is legitimised. Apart 
from references to religious signs and gestures, there are also references to heroic 
genealogy and conquest.8 However, we might wonder whether this heroic genea
logy was part of the story about the dynasty’s ancestors from the very beginning. 
There is no doubt that it plays an important role in Herodotus’ narrative, who, as 
announced in Book V, tells the story as proof that the descendants of Perdiccas 
are Greeks, as they themselves say. It is difficult to dismiss the impression that 
the entire story is eclectic and was built from various motifs, perhaps of different 
origin.9 M.I. Vasilev, who analyses this problem, believes that Herodotus combined 
information obtained at the royal court with information received from citizens of 
one of the Macedonian cities he visited.10 We could go further in these divagations 
and assume that the story about Perdiccas was, at some point, supplemented with 
information about his Argive origin. 

The opinion about the time when this tradition was born was enormously 
influenced by a discussion on whether the information about the dynasty’s progenitor’s 
Argive descent can be treated as credible. Many were willing to see it as a local 
tradition, carefully handed down from one generation to the next.11 This opinion 
was shared by N.G.L. Hammond, who believed that the Macedonian kings were in 
fact descendants of the Temenidae of Argos, who managed to assume power over 
the Argead Macedonians, one of the Macedonian tribes. This is confirmed by the 
conviction of Herodotus and Thucydides, who obtained their information directly 
from Macedonia, perhaps from members of the royal family. As the Temenidae, they 
believed themselves to be Herakles’ descendants and it was this background that 
made them stand out among the other Macedonian families and guaranteed their 
sole right to kingship. According to Hammond, the version recorded by Herodotus 
was credible, unlike the later redactions of the myth.12

8  TRIPODI 1993: 1623–1629. Cf. MALLIOS 2011: 183–184; MÜLLER 2016: 87–90.
9  Baragwanath (2008: 150 and n. 81) points to examples of similar stories in Herodotus. 
10  VASILEV 2016: 35–37. Cf. GREENWALT 1986: 120–121; HATZOPOULOS 2003: 218; MALLIOS 

2011: 185–187; MÜLLER 2016: 87–90.
11  DASCALAKIS 1965: 97–101.
12  HAMMOND 1979: 3–4.
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Ernest Badian took a different position; he believed that Alexander did not refer 
to his descent from the Temenidae of Argos until after Xerxes’ invasion. He did so 
when he demanded to compete in the Olympian Games, probably in 476 BC. Badian 
was sceptical as to the credibility of the tradition presented by Alexander, although 
he did admit that it was impossible either to prove or reject it conclusively. In his 
opinion, we cannot ignore the suspicion that the tradition was based on the random 
similarity of the name of the Argead clan to the city of Argos.13 

Eugen Borza’s doubts go much deeper, although he too shares the conviction 
that the version about the kings’ descent from the Temenidae of Argos was 
commonly accepted by the Macedonians and that this was where Herodotus 
obtained his information. However, he doubts the credibility of the tradition as 
such. In his opinion, the Argeadae were a family descended from Mount Bermion, 
who – having gained a dominant position in Macedonia – for propaganda reasons 
started to refer to their alleged descent from Argos. The initiator of this innovation 
was probably Alexander I, who wanted to strengthen his claims to Greek origin 
in this way. His bold move turned out to be very successful and the subsequent 
Macedonian rulers regarded themselves as Greeks, the Temenidae of Argos and 
descendants of Herakles. Herodotus probably took this version of the dynastic 
tradition directly from Alexander, and Thucydides repeated it after him. The 
choice of Argos was dictated by the city’s role both in Greek tradition and on the 
political stage in the 5th century. In his critique, Borza went even further, calling for 
rejecting the name Temenidae in reference to the Macedonian royal family and 
for retaining the name Argeadae.14 It could be said that the discussion about the 
identity of the Macedonian royal family took on a new dimension as a result. In 
the literature published on the subject even the choice of the term the Temenidae 
or the Argeadae can be a declaration of conviction about the credibility of the 
tradition about the Greek descent of the royal family or a rejection of it.15

The opinions presented above are dominated by the conviction that Alexander I 
played the key role in creating the dynastic tradition going back to the Temenidae of 
Argos, and therefore to Herakles. Firstly, Herodotus notes that Alexander referred 
to Perdiccas when proving his Greek descent to the Olympic judges. Secondly, it 
is assumed that Herodotus visited Macedonia during Alexander’s reign (498 or 
495–454 BC) and could have heard the story directly from the king or from someone 
in his entourage. The problem appears, however, of when during his reign Alexander 
started to refer to this genealogy. Many believe that this took place already at the 

13  BADIAN 1982: 34–37.
14  BORZA 1982: 10–13; IDEM 1990: 80–84; cf. GREENWALT 1986: 117–122.
15  KING 2010: 376.
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beginning of his long reign, while others tend to link this to the period after Xerxes’ 
invasion.16 The occasion to present the genealogy was supposedly Alexander’s 
participation in the Olympic Games. The games of 496 or 476 seem the most likely.17 
However, some scholars reject the historicity of this event, believing it to be a family 
legend at best.18 A fragment of Pindar’s poem, written for Alexander, may serve as 
indirect evidence of Alexander’s participation in the games. Many commentators 
believe it to be a fragment of an epinikion. However, it lacks any direct references to 
a sports competition, so it is possible that it is a genre that was not necessarily written 
to praise sports achievements.19 If we disregard this testimony, only Herodotus’ story 
remains. It is intriguing that the story meets the needs of proving Alexander and his 
family’s Greek descent so well. To obtain confirmation, it would be difficult to find 
a better argument than a verdict of the Olympic judges.20

Doubts as to whether Alexander did indeed present his genealogy to the Olympic 
judges led scholars to propose alternative circumstances in which this tradition was 
born. According to J.W. Cole, such an occasion could have been presented by the 
political rapprochement between Argos and Macedonia, for which Themistocles was 
supposedly lobbying during his banishment from Athens (the early 460s). While 
staying in Pydna, he tried to persuade Alexander to build a bloc with Argos, which 
would be able to oppose Athens and Sparta (Thuc. 1.137.1–2).21 Unfortunately, this 
is merely speculation based on the information that Themistocles, on his way to 
Persia, stopped over at Pydna, which belonged to Alexander. Moreover, according 
to Pausanias (7.25.6), when the Argives captured Mycenae, more than half of its 
inhabitants sought refuge in Macedonia, under Alexander’s protection, which 
Diodorus (11.65) places in the year 468/7. This certainly indicates Alexander’s 
contact with the Argolid, yet does not necessarily prove his good relations with 
Argos.

Therefore, what remains as a possible terminus ante quem for the beginning 
of this tradition is the time of Herodotus’ visit to Macedonia, which according to 
E. Borza took place in c. 460 BC. The historicity of this event is based on the very 
late testimony of the Suda Lexicon (῾Ελλάνικος Μιλήσιος = BNJ 4 T 1). It mentions 
that Herodotus and Hellanikos visited Amyntas’ court. It is generally assumed that 
the author made a mistake and the ruler who received the two historians was 

16  PATTERSON 2010: 171–172; ENGELS 2010: 90.
17  ROSEN 1978: 7–8; HAMMOND 1979: 60; BADIAN 1982: 34–35; KERTÉSZ 2005: 115–126; MÜLLER 

2016: 120–121.
18  BORZA 1990: 111–112.
19  BUDELMANN 2012: 176–177.
20  BADIAN 1994: 120.
21  COLE 1978: 46–49; BORZA 1990: 121–122.
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Alexander.22 However, this is not the only possible interpretation. The Macedonian 
king of whom we know that he invited Greek artists and writers was Archelaos, 
who ruled in 413–399 (BNJ 4 T 1 with F. Pownall’s commentary). In the context 
of the traditional dating of Herodotus’ work, this seems completely out of the 
question, but not so in the context of the recent studies of Elisabeth Irwin, who 
moves the publication date to the very end of the 5th century.23 If Herodotus heard 
the information about the Argive descent of the royal family at Archelaos’ court, 
then this tradition was not necessarily known and popularised in Alexander’s times. 

When interpreting this description, it is therefore crucial to answer to what 
extent what we find in Herodotus is a version of the Macedonian story recorded 
by him, and to what degree it is his own composition. The term he uses, autoi 
legousi, may indicate that the information came from members of the royal family.24 
However, the term is very generalising, like in many other places where he always 
credits a community with knowledge about its own past. This is conspicuous when 
comparing the mentioned fragments with two cases where he names his informers 
very precisely (3.55.2 and 9.16).25 There is much to indicate that Herodotus, using 
local traditions, composes from the collected materials his own complex narrative 
and, as Maurizio Giangiulio noted it is surely misleading to assume that local 
traditions were simple sort of small-scale historical account which Herodotus had 
only to fit into his narrative. This supposition would lead us not only to misunderstand 
the working of oral tradition, but also to misread Herodotus himself.26 Therefore, 
we cannot assume that his story about Perdiccas is identical with what Alexander 
I and his family said about their ancestors.

II
At this point it is worth referring to sources from the times of his rule, which 

may shed some light on the way in which his image was being shaped. First of all, 
these include dedicated to him, although surviving only in fragments, poems by 
Pindar and Bacchylides, as well as images placed on his coinages.

Pindar (fr. 120 = Scholia on Nem.7), in the extant fragments of the enkomion 
written for Alexander, called him the blessed offspring of Dardanus, Bold-counselling 
son of Amyntas. This fragment does not contain a reference to the Macedonian king’s 
genealogy, but the author undoubtedly links him to the figure of Alexander-Paris, 
son of the king of Troy. As David Fearn shows, also Bacchylides (fr. 20B) refers, in 

22  BORZA 1982: 8–9; MÜLLER 2016: 96–97; VASILEV 2016: 31–51.
23  IRWIN 2013: 66–67.
24  VASILEV 2016: 35 with n. 24.
25  LURAGHI 2001: 150–151.
26  GIANGIULIO 2001: 134.
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his fragmentarily preserved enkomion for Alexander, to Homer and the Trojan myth. 
These allusions are not as clear as in the case of the quoted fragment of Pindar’s 
poem, but when read together, the two texts seem to be complementary. Bacchylides 
focuses on the symposion which has the power to induce in its participants the thought 
of destroying cities, monarchical power, and Egyptian riches. Fearn interprets the 
reference to destroying cities as an allusion to Troy’s fate. This enables him to propose 
the theory that the essential “Trojanness” of this reference is fascinating given that 
Macedonian elite receptions of the association between Troy, Paris, and our own 
Alexander can be established.27 Pindar and Bacchylides build Alexander’s image by 
referring to the Trojan tradition. It is difficult to say whether this stemmed from the 
interests of Alexander himself or whether the poets chose the motifs which, in their 
opinion, were the most suitable for an enkomion for a young ruler. However, there are 
reasons to suspect that the Trojan tradition may have played a role in Alexander’s self-
presentation. It is also worth mentioning that there are artefacts dating back to the 6th 
century that show that Macedonians may have been familiar with the Trojan cycle.28 
First of all, what draws our attention is the king’s name, which has connotations with 
Alexander-Paris.29 The name of Gygaia, carried by the king’s sister, may also belong 
to the Homeric tradition. The catalogue of allies in the Iliad also lists two generals 
of the Maionians, who are described as sons of the nymph of Gygean Lake (Hom. 
Il. 2.865)30 and Lykophron uses the epithet Gygaia in reference to Athena, venerated  
at Troy (Alex. 1152). The Iliad also mentions Polymelos Argeades, or Argeas’ son  as 
one of the Lycians killed by Patroklos (Hom. Il. 16.417). His patronymic brings to 
mind the name of the dynasty, although its use is attested much later. If the name 
was used earlier, it cannot be excluded that the Macedonian kings may have sought 
connections with the heroes of the Trojan War.31 Perhaps echoes of this tradition 
were the sacrifices offered by Alexander the Great to the Trojan Athena and to Priam 
(Arr. Anab. 1.11.8). For comparison, let us recall that Trojan names appear in the 
royal family of the Epirote Molossians (Anonymous BNJ 776 F 2 (= Scholia on 
Lykophron, Alexandra 1439 with commentary).32 It is worth noting that the inhabitants 
of the city of Aineia on the Pallene peninsula also claimed to be of Trojan descent. 

27  FEARN 2006: 34–74. Cf. MOLONEY 2015: 55–56; MÜLLER 2016: 134–136.
28  Cf. SARIPANIDI 2017: 98.
29  Cf. Kirk’s commentary on Hom. Il. 3.16. It should be noted, however, that one of Alexander’s sons was 

named Menelaus, and this is the first historical person to be attested to bear that name (IG I3 89; Ael. VH 12.43; 
Just. 7.4.3). Perhaps we are dealing only with the desire to raise the status by choosing a names referring to epic 
heroes (for the frequency and possible reasons for choosing Homeric epic names see KANAVOU 2015: 156–168).

30  FEARN 2007: 115–116.
31  Cf. Brügger’s commentary ad. loc.; MACURDY 1919: 65; WATHELET 1988, s.v. Argeas. For the Argeads’ 

names, see ROSEN 1978: 15–22; ZAHRNT 1984: 365–368; PSOMA 2015b: 15–26.
32  MALKIN 1998: 138–139; ERSKINE 2001: 122–123.
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The city was located not far from Aigai, although on the other side of the Thermaic 
Gulf. We also know that Amyntas, Alexander’s father, was interested in this region, 
since he suggested to Hippias, banished from Athens, that he should settle in nearby 
Anthemus (Hdt. 5.94). According to the myth recorded by Hellanikos, the city was 
founded by refugees from Troy, led by Aeneas. The fact that this tradition is older is 
attested to by the image of this hero, which appears on early coinages from this city 
(Hallanikos BNJ 4 F 35 with commentary). 

III
Now let us examine the images on the coins of the first Macedonian kings, which 

were seen as references to the dynastic tradition. A quite widely accepted thesis was 
that the coins were first struck by Alexander I, initially without placing his name on 
them. Consequently, various coins are attributed to him whose motifs recur in his 
coinages.33 They include a series of staters and obols with the image of a kneeling 
male goat with his head turned back. Already in the early 20th century, the opinion 
solidified that they were issued in Aigai. The image of a male goat supposedly alluded 
to the etymology of the city and the myth according to which the progenitor of the 
royal family founded the city in a place picked by goats. This attribution is supported 
by the ligature ΔE, appearing on the reverse of some staters, interpreted as Edessa, 
which was the former name of Aigai according to tradition (Pl. 1, Fig. 1). The letters 
ΛA and AΛ, appearing on different variants, were interpreted as initials of the name 
Alexander. Consequently, the coins with the ligature ΔE were concluded to be civic 
coinage of Aigai, which was replaced by a series with the letters ΛA and AΛ, minted 
by Alexander.34 This attribution was already criticised by Ioannis Svoronos, who 
mentioned that the symbols placed on the coins could not have alluded to the name 
of the city. The name Aigai may be associated with the name aiges – female goats, 
not tragos – male goat. He also proposed that the monogram ΔE and the letters 
ΛA should be read as the initials of the peoples of Derrones and Laiaioi. Together 
with the Bisaltai and the Graiaioi, they reportedly formed an alliance and issued 
coinages with the image of a male goat.35 His opinion did not prove very popular, 
although there were some other voices which questioned the linkage between the 
goat coinage and Aigai. N.G.L. Hammond expressed a similar opinion, arguing that 
Aigai and Edessa were two different cities.36

33  KRAAY 1976: 140.
34  HEAD 1911: 198, Fig. 116; RAYMOND 1953: 49–52; KRAAY 1976: 141, no. 490.
35  SVORONOS 1919: 34–35.
36  HAMMOND 1979: 81–86; cf. BORZA 1990: 127–128.
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The question of the goat coinage attribution became the subject of a lively 
discussion again at the turn of the 20th and 21st centuries2. At that time, a number of 
arguments were presented in support of linking it to the coinages of the so-called 
Thraco-Macedonian tribes, settled east of the Strymon River, or located in the lands 
between the Axios and Strymon rivers.37 It was also proposed to attribute these coins 
to the coinages of the Greek city of Galepsos, which in the first half of the 4th century, 
issued bronze coins with a male goat’s forepart on the reverse (Pl. 1, Fig. 4).38 The 
motif itself is interpreted as an allusion to the cult of Dionysus or Hermes. The link 
to the two gods is indicated by the caduceus and caduceus with an ivy leaf, which 
can be seen next to the male goat on some of Alexander’s coinages.39 Accepting the 
thesis that the motif of a male goat was not created in Aigai supports the theory that 
it was not directly linked either to the city’s name or to the Macedonian dynastic 
tradition. Alexander I must have borrowed this motif to use it on the reverse of his 
tetradrachms.40

Catharine Lorber, who cites Thraco-Macedonian tribes as the source of the 
borrowed motif of a male goat, noted the motifs of domestic animals appearing 
on their coinages. On the earliest obverses of coinages of the Derrones, images of 
bulls were placed; later, the motif of a cart drawn by oxen appeared.41 On the coins 
of the Orrescii, the Ichnai and Getas, king of the Edones, there is a man leading 
oxen (Pl. 1, Fig. 5).42 A naked man or warrior leading a horse can be found on the 
coinages of the Bislatai and the Tynteni.43 Images of domestic animals may have 
carried the symbolism of wealth, status in the tribal social hierarchy, as well as 
specific cultic significance relating to the ideology of divine kingship. The male 
goat, as a sacrificial animal, may have symbolised the king’s role as the leader and 
mediator between the human and divine realms. Lorber also mentions the role of 
the male goat as a guide leading to new territories, which may have made him an 
attractive symbol for any tribe which had a recollection of migration in its more or 
less distant tradition. This description of the symbolism of a male goat was largely 
inspired by the myth about the foundation of Aigai, so it can hardly be taken into 
consideration in our further reflections.44 However, it would be interesting to link 
the mentioned images of domestic animals with the dynastic myth recorded by 

37  PICARD 1995: 1071–1075; LORBER 2000: 113–133.
38  PSOMA 2003: 237–242; cf. HEINRICHS 2017: 79, n. 4.
39  WESTERMARK 1993: 20–21; cf. HAMMOND 1979: 86; PSOMA 2000: 121–122; IDEM 2003: 233–234.
40  Ibidem: 236.
41  HEAD 1911: 202, Fig. 120; JOSIFOVSKY 2006: 252–255.
42  HEAD 1911: 195, Fig. 112; 199, Fig. 117; 201, Fig. 119.
43  Ibidem: 199, 200, Fig. 118.
44  LORBER 2000: 121–122; cf. FRANKE 1952/1953: 101–104.



24

SŁAWOMIR SPRAWSKI

Herodotus, in which Perdiccas and his brothers reportedly tended larger and smaller 
animals before they gained power. However, if there was indeed some link between 
the myth and these images, similar stories must have been known to other peoples 
issuing coinages with motifs of domestic animals. The story about a king who used 
to be a shepherd would have to be considered common heritage of northern tribes.

A completely different interpretation of goat coins was presented by Fischer-
-Bossert. In his opinion, many Greek cities whose names began with the syllable 
aig- minted coins with the image of a goat. This image served as a canting badge 
and referred to the popular etymology of the city’s name. It can be assumed that 
this etymology and talking images could have inspired the formation of etiological 
myths such as the one about the herd of goats accompanying the founder of Aigai.45

Alexander started to mint coins with his name on the reverse after freeing 
himself from the Persian dependence. Expanding the limits of his power as far 
as the Strymon River, he seized control over silver mines, which enabled him to 
issue coinage on a large scale. Herodotus (5.17) mentions that the mint located 
on the west bank of the Strymon, at the foot of Mount Dysorn, at one point brought 
the king a daily revenue of one talent of silver. Doris Raymond distinguished three 
chronological periods in Alexander’s coin production, to which three groups of coins 
corresponded: Group I: 480/479–477/476; Group II: 476/475–c. 460 and Group III: 
c. 460–451. They are characterised by a diversity of denominations, struck on 
a rather complex weight standard called the Thraco-Macedonian standard, as it was 
supposedly used by different cities on the Thracian coast and the neighbouring tribes. 
The motifs appearing on the coinages recurred in all three groups. This led Raymond 
to distinguish between three basic types of obverses and four types of reverses.46 The 
first type of obverse is a horseman wearing a petasos, or a wide-brimmed hat, holding 
reins and two spears. Variants of this type bear a dog accompanying a horseman, in 
the form of a large hunting Molossus or, in a different variant, a small Maltese. The 
second type of obverse bears a horse and attendant. A man wearing a petasos stands 
behind a horse, holding the reins and two spears. The third type, which occurred on 
light tetrobols, is a horse unattended. On the reverses of octadrachms and octobols, 
there were legends bearing the king’s name placed around a square (Pl. 1, Fig. 2). 
The second type, depicted on heavy tetrobols, was a lion’s head or forepart. The 
third type, placed on tetradrachms and light tetrobols, was a male goat’s head or 
forepart. Finally, the fourth type, placed on tetradrachms and light tetrobols, was 
a crested helmet (Pl. 1, Fig. 3).47

45  FISCHER-BOSSERT 2007: 23–27.
46  RAYMOND 1953: 85–99; cf. KRAAY 1976: 190–193.
47  RAYMOND 1953: 68–69.
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An analysis of the contents of the so-called Decadrachm hoard of Lycia, dated to 
c. 460 BC, enabled scholars to propose the thesis that Alexander did not start 
to mint coins until the mid-460s, which means that his entire minting activity 
fell to the last decade of his rule (463–454). According to Selene Psoma, Alexander 
struck coinage on the basis of various weight systems. For staters and their smaller 
fractions (tetrobols, trihemiobols, obols), he adapted the system used by Argilos, 
a city located at the mouth of the Strymon River. Additionally, he issued large 
coins, weighing 28.60–29.00 g, which were previously termed octadrachms, and 
according to Psoma’s terminology – tristaters. Coins in this standard were minted 
in the 6th century BC by Abdera and later, known mainly from the names placed 
on coinages, by the Ichnaians, Orrescians, Laiaians, Bislatai and Getas, king of 
Edonians.48

The prevailing opinion is that the coinages of the Macedonian kings drew, both 
regarding the choice of denominations and the motifs the coins bore, from the issues 
of the neighbouring ethne and Greek cities. For instance, the motif of a man leading 
a horse can be found both on the coinage of Alexander and the Bisaltai, Edones 
and Mosess. Its choice was probably related to the coin’s denomination and it was 
meant to facilitate trade or the funding of joint military operations.49 The helmets 
on coins of Alexander and the Thracian tribes also suggest cooperation between 
them, interpreted as a military alliance or shared use of the mint.50

The motifs which appear on Alexander’s coinages were selected from among 
already-existing types. Even if the decisions to choose them were dictated mainly 
by practical reasons, specific types always carried a symbolic meaning. A horseman 
wearing a petasos is one of the most consistently used motifs in the coinage of the 
Argeadae.51 As a motif appearing on the coinages of the Thraco-Macedonian tribes, 
it was interpreted as an image of the Thracian hero Rhesos and seems to be linked 
to the Thracian Rider, well-attested in the later period.52 Newer research shows that 
the horseman motif was borrowed from Poteidaia and Sermylia, Greek cities on the 
Chalkidic peninsula (Pl. 1, Fig. 6). Coins of the latter city bear a horseman holding 
a spear over his head. A variant of this image also shows a dog between the horse’s 
legs, similar to Alexander I’s later coins.53

48  KAGAN 1987: 21–25; PSOMA 1999: 273–282; IDEM 2015a: 173–175. For an opposite view, see 
KOSMIDOU 2011: 439–445.

49  RAYMOND 1953: 43–44; KRAAY 1976: 140; LORBER 2000: 128–129; PSOMA 2000: 34–35; IDEM 
2003: 236; IDEM 2015a: 174–175; KREMYDI 2011: 161–162.

50  TAČEVA 1992: 66; KOSMIDOU 2011: 444–447.
51  See PRESTIANNI-GIALLOMBARDO, TRIPODI 1996: 311–355.
52  SVORONOS 1919: 102, 105–106; RAYMOND 1953: 43–46 and 57–59.
53  PSOMA 2000: 25–27, nos. 3–4; HEINRICHS 2017: 82–83, Fig. 2.
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The horseman motif was interpreted as an image of the king himself54 or as 
a representation of attributes associated with kingship.55 An interesting example is 
the image borne on the obverse of a tetrobol attributed to Alexander. The horseman 
seems to be resting his right hand on the hilt of a short sword attached to his side, 
which Johannes Heinrichs and Sabine Müller identified as a Persian akinakes. 
The horseman on this coin should be interpreted as a representation of Alexander 
himself, and the akinakes would emphasise his special relationship with the Persian 
king and the status he achieved.56 However, on most coinages the horseman is 
equipped for hunting, not for fighting. It seems, therefore, that we are more likely 
dealing with a hunting scene, and this is what the images of lions on the reverses 
of some types may be alluding to. Much has been written about the significance of 
hunting for Macedonian kings and aristocracy, and the choice of this motif seems 
to fit well with the world of values they shared. If Alexander wanted to build his 
image and prestige through the motif placed on his coinages, then he was alluding 
not to his descent but to the values associated with hunting.57 

The coinages of Perdiccas II, Alexander’s son and heir, were much more 
modest. During his long reign, he only struck coinages of low denominations, 
tetrobols and obols. They bore images which had appeared on his father’s coins, 
although in a smaller selection. On light tetrobols, he placed a horse on the obverse 
and a crested helmet on the reverse. On the heavy tetrobols, he placed a horseman 
in a petasos holding two spears on the obverse and a lion’s protome on the reverse 
(Pl. 1, Fig. 7).58 From the point of view of our reflections, what is important is that 
Perdiccas II stuck to the same motifs throughout the forty years of his rule. This was 
despite the fact that during that time he changed alliances many times and became 
involved in various political projects.

The regal coinages became richer and more diverse again during the reign of 
Archelaos, who was the first to consistently put his name on all coinages. Apart from 
smaller denominations, he started to issue staters again, although they were slightly 
lighter than Alexander’s. For the first group, probably struck at the beginning of his 
reign, he used the motifs from his grandfather’s coins: a horseman on the obverse 
and a male goat’s forepart on the reverse. On the second series of staters, he placed 
a young man’s head with a headband (tainia) and a standing horse, respectively 

54  HAMMOND 1979: 46; BORZA 1990: 130.
55  PICARD 1986: 75; GREENWALT 1993: 516–518; IDEM 2015: 346–348; WESTERMARK 1993: 20; 

FRANKS 2012: 41–45.
56  HEINRICHS and MÜLLER 2008: 283–309.
57  PSOMA 2000: 27; FRANKS 2012: 36–43; CARNEY 2015: 265–282; MÜLLER 2016: 36–37; ALONSO 

TRONCOSO 2018: 140–147. One of the variants depicts a horseman with a long spear (HEINRICHS 2016: 
77–87, Fig. 1). 

58  RAYMOND 1953: 149–163.
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(Pl. 2, Fig. 8). On smaller denominations, he put the motif of a standing horse, 
and on the reverse a helmet or an eagle with turned head. On the smallest issues, 
for the first time in Macedonian coinages, there is an image of Herakles wearing 
a lion’s scalp. Two types of this image can be distinguished, a bearded and clean- 
-shaven Herakles. The reverses of these coins bear a club over a lion’s or, in another 
variant, a wolf’s head (Pl. 2, Fig. 9). An important innovation of the king was to put 
bronze coins into circulation. Contrary to earlier suggestions, this may have taken 
place as soon as in the first years of his reign. On their obverses he put a lion’s 
mask facing, and on the reverses a bull’s or a boar’s forepart.59 Archelaos’ types 
of silver coinages were repeated by Areopos, who introduced his name on them. 
He also struck small silver coinages with Herakles on the obverse. However, for 
bronze coinages he introduced his own types. On their obverses, he consistently 
put the head of a young man wearing a petasos. The reverses bear a wolf’s head 
and a boar’s or a lion’s forepart (Pl. 2. Fig. 10).60 A stater of the type used by his 
predecessors (a young man’s head with a tainia on the obverse and a horse on the 
reverse) bearing the king’s name is attributed to Amyntas II. A series of bronze 
coins with a new type of obverse, the head of a young man without a headband or 
petasos, is also attributed to him. The obverse bears a helmet or a wolf’s forepart 
or head.61 Archelaos’ successors used his motifs of silver coinages. At the same 
time, each of them introduced his own obverse for bronze coinages.62 The examples 
of cities which were the first to introduce bronze coinages show a similar practice. 
Coinages were issued over a short period of time, and in the event that a new series 
needed to be minted, a new type was introduced.63 Herakles, first put on coins by 
Archelaos, became the main motif in Amyntas III’s issues. The king struck two 
series of staters. On the first one, he put the motif of a horseman in a petasos paired 
with a lion crushing a spear in his mouth. On the other series of coins, Herakles 
was depicted on the obverse and a standing horse on the reverse (Pl. 2, Fig. 11). 
The obverses of the other silver denominations and on bronze coins consistently 
bear Herakles’ head, bearded or clean-shaven.64

The brief overview of the coinages of Alexander’s successors presented above 
enables us to observe that it was not until Archelaos that the motifs of a young man 
wearing a tainia and of Herakles were introduced, which might be interpreted as 

59  WESTERMARK 1993: 17–22; PSOMA 2000: 25–30; KREMYDI 2011: 163–164; GATZOLIS 2013: 125.
60  WESTERMARK 1993: 304, Pl. LXIX 12–18.
61  Ibidem: 305, Pl. 19–23.
62  Ibidem: 304–305.
63  GATZOLIS 2013: 127.
64  WESTERMARK 1993: 307, Pl. LXX 31–38.
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the Argive origin propaganda.65 In Kraay’s opinion, the young man wearing a tainia 
on Archelaos’ staters may represent Perdiccas I, the semi-mythical founder of the 
Macedonian dynasty.66 Many shared his conclusions, while others proposed different 
possible interpretations: Herakles, Ares and Apollo. Ulla Westermark supported 
the latter identification in her studies on Archelaos’ coinages. She noted that  
the image of a headband instead of a laurel wreath does not necessarily rule out the 
identification with Apollo. The motif of a young man’s head recurred on coins of 
later Macedonian kings and in some of its variants on Philip II’s coinages he appears 
in a laurel wreath. Archelaos’ interest in the motif of Apollo may have been related 
to the new redaction of the dynastic myth done by Euripides, in which the hero 
Archelaos receives the order to found a city from the Delphic oracle.67

Although Westermark’s opinion became widely accepted, there were also 
some arguments against it. First of all, it was pointed out that on the coinages of 
the Chalkidian League struck contemporaneously in Olynthos, Apollo’s head was 
always depicted in a laurel wreath. Moreover, on the coinages of Chalkidic cities 
there are images of heads of hero-founders.68 A tetradrachm of the city of Aineia, 
dated to c. 500 BC, bears the image of Aeneas, who was believed to be the city’s 
founder, carrying his father. Smaller denominations bear the hero’s head in a helmet 
and an inscription of his name.69 In c. 480 BC the coinage from Skione bore a head 
wearing a helmet, with the inscription Protesilaos (Pl. 2, Fig. 12). According to the 
myth recorded by Conon, the hero survived the Trojan War and during his return 
journey home he reached land at Pallene and subsequently founded a city there. This 
late version of the myth is partially confirmed by Thucydides, who recorded that 
according to the inhabitants of Skione their city was founded by the Peloponnesians 
who had been washed up on the shore by a storm during their return from Troy.70

The coinages of Chalkidic cities Aineia and Skione bearing their mythical 
founders may have been used as models for the Macedonian regal coinages. It 
is worth noting that both cities were located near the heart of the Macedonian 
kingdom, situated on the other side of the Thermaic Gulf. Aineia also neighboured 
Anthemunt, which had close relations with king Amyntas already in the late 
6th century (Hdt.5.94.1). It has been suggested that the hero wearing a tainia, 
introduced by Archelaos, was not necessarily the first representation of this type. 

65  BORZA 1990: 172–173; cf. MÜLLER 2016: 93–95.
66  KRAAY 1976: 144, no. 505.
67  WESTERMARK 1989: 303; EADEM 1993: 21.
68  PSOMA 2000: 30–34; KREMYDI 2011: 163.
69  KRAAY 1976: 134, no. 469; SNG Cop. 33; PSOMA 2000: 32, Figs. 12–13.
70  KRAAY 1976: 134, no. 470; PSOMA 2000: 33, Figs.14–15. Myths of Skione: Thuc. 4.120.1; with 

commentary in HORNBLOWER 1996: 377–378; Conon BNJ F1.13 with commentary.
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An obol attributed to Alexander I or Perdiccas II bears the head of a young man 
in a petasos, which according to Selene Psoma is also an image of a hero. Similar 
images later appeared on Aeropos’ bronze coinages.71 This interpretation becomes 
intriguing if we try to link the two types of images, petasophoros and tainiophoros, 
to two alternative dynastic traditions known from literary sources: the one about 
Perdiccas and the one about Karanos. Before we draw further conclusions from 
this observation, however, we must take note of other possible interpretations of 
the motif of a head in a petasos.

It has been pointed out that a similar motif appears on the coinage of the city  
of Ainos, far away from Macedonia. The petasos has a distinctly different shape, 
it does not have a wide brim and fits the head closely. The caduceus shown on the 
reverse of these coinages indicates that the figure on the obverse is Hermes. On 
this basis, it can be supposed that the petasophoros on Aeropos’ coins may also be 
a representation of this god.72 An image of a head wearing a petasos was also placed 
on a rare hemiobol attributed to Alexander I.73 According to Heinrichs, the motif 
was borrowed from the coinage of the Thessalian city of Larissa. He pointed out the 
hemidrachms bearing the head of a man in a petasos on the obverse and a sandal 
on the reverse. The shoe is what allows us to link these images with the myth of 
Jason losing his sandal.74 The validity of this interpretation largely depends on what 
chronology of Thessalian coinage is accepted; what matters for the purpose of our 
reflections is that if the figure on the coin is Jason, its choice had nothing to do with 
the Macedonian dynastic myth.75 A head in a petasos on silver coinage can also be 
interpreted only as a motif used for small denominations, repeating a fragment of  
the motif placed on large denominations. In this case, this would be a fragment of the 
image of a horseman in a petasos placed on terobols.76

The images of the Illyrian helmet, which were placed on the coins of Alexander 
and his successors, also became the subject of discussion. This type of helmet was 
probably invented in the Peloponnese and later became popular in Macedonia. 
According to Aliki Moustaka, the choice of the crested helmet was a clear reference 
to the Argive origin of the dynasty.77 Elpida Kosmidou doubts that the Argive 
origins of the Illyrian helmet on royal coins were legible to users of these coins.  

71  RAYMOND 1953: 124, 135, Pls. IXd, XIb; PSOMA 2000: 30–31, Fig. 10.
72  WESTERMARK 1989: 304–305, Pl. LXIX: 15–18.
73  HEINRICHS 2017: 81, no. 1.2b.
74  SNG Cop. 89; MOUSTAKA 1983: 69–70, no. 172, Pl. 4.
75  HEINRICHS 2017: 87–91. Cf. KAGAN 2004: 79–86; LORBER 2008: 122; HOOVER 2014: 134–135, 

nos. 393–407.
76  RAYMOND 1953: 124; LIAMPI 1996: 118; GATZOLIS 2013: 119.
77  MOUSTAKA 2000: 393–410.
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In her opinion, the symbol should be interpreted as a reference to the armed forces.78 
Tiverios noticed that some coins had a helmeted head, which, by analogy to the 
aforementioned Skione and Ainos coins, he interpreted as the image of Karanos, 
the mythical ancestor of the royal family. In his opinion, this identification is 
supported by the fact that there are similarities between the name of Karanos and the 
word helmet (kranos). The image of the helmet could therefore serve as a canting 
badge.79

Coins with the image of Herakles’ head are the most interesting. The motif first 
appears on the obverses of small silver coins struck by Archelaos. The hero is shown 
bearded in one variant and clean-shaven in other variants, but the correct identification 
is confirmed by a lion’s scalp. On the reverses of these coins we see a club placed 
over a wolf’s head, or in a different variant – a lion’s head.80 A similar representation 
appears on the coinages of later rulers, from Archelaos to Perdiccas III.81

The motif of Herakles seems to be the least ambiguous reference to the tradition 
of the Macedonian kings’ origin.82 In some descriptions, the term Herakles Patroos 
is even applied, using the divine epithet known from an inscription found in the 
ruins of the royal palace at Vergina.83 According to W. Greenwalt, the motif took on 
a special significance for Amyntas III, who in choosing it alluded both to Archelaos, 
who used it first, and to Herakles as the progenitor of the dynasty. Emphasising his 
dynastic connections in this way, he wanted to strengthen his claim to the throne 
using his Argive credentials.84 The link between representations of Herakles and the 
dynastic tradition is also supported by the fact that the known myths about Herakles’ 
expeditions and exploits are related to places outside Macedonia. In other words, 
in Macedonia there is a lack of myths such as the one about Abderos, Herakles’ 
companion and founder of Abdera.85

The image of a wolf on the reverse of the coins with Herakles was also associated 
with the dynastic myth. The animal’s forepart is depicted on them, next to a club. 
This type of representation is very well-known from Argive coinages. In that case 
it is interpreted as an allusion to the cult of Apollo Lykeios and the myth about 

78  KOSMIDOU 2013: 15–27.
79  TIVERIOS 2018: 195–212.
80  WESTERMARK 1989: 304, Pl. LXIX 6–8.
81  PRICE 1974: 24, Pl. X.50. Raymond (1953: 60, 126, 164, Tabl. XIf.) attributes to Perdiccas II a diobol 

with an image of Herakles’ head on the obverse and a reverse with a club and bow in incuse square, as well as the 
legend PER. Cf. HEAD 1911: 220. But Kraay (1976: 145 n. 1) attributed it to Perdiccas III, as did Westermark 
(1989: 309, n. 56).

82  KRAAY 1976: 145; FRANKS 2012: 45.
83  LIAMPI 2010: 63–79; KREMYDI 2011: 163–164; KOTTARIDI 2011: 8–9, Figs. 8, 11. Cf. HEAD 

1911: 193–195.
84  GREENWALT 1993: 514.
85  RAYMOND 1953: 60.
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Danaos. Since a wolf rarely appears on Greek coinages, it has been assumed that this 
is a deliberate borrowing of the motif from Argos, as the homeland of the dynasty’s 
founder (Pl. 2, Fig. 13).86 However, it is worth noting that the motif also appears on 
the coinages of Macedonian neighbours. A wolf’s protome appears on the obverse 
of an obol minted in c. mid-5th century by the Perrhaiboi (Pl. 2, Fig. 14) and on 
later coins of the Thessalian city of Phaloria.87 Both in the case of the Perrhaiboi’s 
and Phaloria’s coins it would be difficult to find reasons why the wolf motif might 
indicate their special connection to Argos. It seems much more likely that the wolf 
and the lion appear on the reverses of Macedonian coinages with Herakles due to 
their association with hunting. Equally as likely, Herakles on Archelaos’ coinages 
could have been referred to as the Hunter – Herakles Kynagidas, known only from 
a slightly later inscription from Beroia.88

Although Archelaos introduced new motifs on his coinages, the grounds for 
interpreting them as the Argive origin propaganda are not very strong. It should also 
be added that in the case of pre-Hellenistic coins there are doubts to what extent the 
choice of images placed on them was motivated by the desire to achieve a political 
or propaganda goal.89

IV
The conclusions drawn from the above reflections cannot be definitive. The 

coinage of the first historical Macedonian kings do not support the theory that 
Alexander I and his immediate successors were particularly interested in promoting 
a tradition about their family’s origin. It seems that there is sufficient evidence to 
propose an alternative view on the circumstances in which the Macedonian dynastic 
tradition was born. If anything, they indicate that if he was indeed building a positive 
image of himself, it was through referring to symbols and values which were already 
highly valued by both the Macedonians and their neighbours.90 This contrasts the 
idea of foreign origin, which stresses pointing out differences between the dynasty 
and its environment. The idea is, on the other hand, very strongly stressed in 
Herodotus’ and Thucydides’ texts. We might therefore wonder whether in their case 
we are not dealing with a particular point of view, perhaps present in Athens, but 
not necessarily corresponding with the viewpoint of the Macedonian kings. They 

86  KRAAY 1976: 96, no. 287.
87  Perrhaiboi: LIAMPI 1996: 110, no. 6; Triton XV, no. 538. Phaloria: Trtion XV, no. 595; ROGERS 1932: 

150, no. 459.
88  PSOMA 2000: 27; ALONSO TRONCOSO 2018: 145. For the meaning of the lion see FRANKE 1952/1953: 

107; RAYMOND 1953: 46, 60; cf.: 140, no. 500; BORZA 1990: 130, n. 74.
89  Cf. FISCHER-BOSSERT 2018: 133–141.
90  See PRESTIANNI-GIALLOMBARDO, TRIPODI 1996, 327–328.
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did not necessarily have to be obsessed with proving their Greek descent. As Borza 
noticed it was not recognition as a Hellene that Archelaus wanted, but respect.91 

It is worth noting, however, that something certainly happened during Archelaos’ 
rule, when he came into very close contact with the Athenians and opened up to 
new aspects of Greek culture. Towards the end of his reign, Alexander I may have 
been perceived by the Athenians as a ruler at whose expense they could get rich. 
Perdiccas was a useful, although volatile, ally who needed to be called to order. 
Archelaos, on the other hand, was seen as an indispensable ally, who should be 
courted. As Hammond noted, this change of attitude is illustrated well by the tone 
of two Athenian inscriptions of 415 and 407/6 BC. In the former, the Athenians 
oblige Perdiccas to sell oars only to them. In the latter, they thank Archelaos for 
supplies and help with building ships, calling him and his descendants proxenoi 
and euergetai (IG I2. 71 and 105). Archelaos became a popular figure because the 
entire state took advantage of his generosity when, after losing many allies, it was 
forced to continue an exhausting war. Individual citizens also sought favour with 
him and could count on being well received. Andokides (2.11) mentions that he 
received from him the right to fell trees and supply oars, which must have taken 
place in 411 BC at the latest. Artists and poets also sought favour with the king and 
were well received at his court.92 In this atmosphere, Thucydides (2.100.2) wrote 
a short praise of his rule and Euripides created Archelaos. It cannot be excluded that 
Herodotus also stayed at his court, gathering materials for his work. Perhaps it was 
at that time that Archelaos was fed myths and genealogical connections linking his 
family to Greek tradition. It was a form of flattery, but it might have been based on 
the findings of Greek genealogists. To Thucydides (5.80.2), the origin of the royal 
family of Argos must have already been the clear truth which served him to explain 
the reasons behind Perdiccas breaking the alliance with Athens.93 We do not know 
what evidence Thucydides trusted. Going by his own declarations (1.21–22), it is 
difficult to believe that this was bragging on the part of the royal family. It is worth 
noting that at the same time Hellanikos, who was also supposedly a guest at the 
royal court, in his Priestesses at Argos presented a different genealogy of Makedon 
than the one in the Hesiodic Catalogue of Women. He derived him not from Thyia, 
Deukalion’s daughter, but from Aiolos, Hellen’s son. In this way, he established 
a direct genealogical connection between Makedon and the eponymous ancestor of 

91  BORZA 1990: 176–177.
92  HAMMOND 1979: 138–139; BORZA 1990: 171–177; GREENWALT 2003: 138–139; ROISMAN 2010: 

154–158; HATZOPOULOS 2011: 58–60; HECHT 2017: 182–191. Plato (Gorg. 470d–471d) recorded a more 
negative image of Archelaos. 

93  HORNBLOWER 1996: 70–71.
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the Hellenes (Hellanikos BNJ 4 F 74 with commentary of F. Pownall).94 Thucydides 
(1.97) rejected Hellanikos’ chronological achievement, but Priestesses at Argos 
may have had an impact on the creation of a genealogy connecting Macedonian 
kings with the Temenidae of Argos. For Thucydides (2.99), reasoning based on 
a similarity of names could also play an important role, as evidenced by his picture 
of the formation of the Macedonian kingdom.95

Philip II enjoyed similar interest in Athens after 346 BC. It was at that time 
that Athenian intellectuals were in a way competing for providing the Macedonian 
king with ideas of how to conduct politics and with arguments for legitimising it 
based on his descent from Herakles.96 If such a phenomenon took place during 
Archelaos’ reign, perhaps in a short period of time different versions of myths 
proving his Hellenic roots were created.97 Herodotus could have recorded a version 
which adapted the existing Macedonian myths by linking Perdiccas and his brothers 
to Argos. At the same time, he skilfully combined this story with the figure of 
Alexander I, Archelaos’ great ancestor. Euripides proposed his own, more developed 
version of the myth. Perhaps the version with Karanos was born around the same 
time, which for one reason or another became the most popular one.

The Greek authors presented the Macedonian ruler with versions of the mythical 
past of his family linked to Greek tradition, similarly to Dionysius of Halicarnassus 
later proving the Trojan past of the Romans.98 The almost simultaneous emergence 
of several variants of the myth would go towards explaining why we know of as 
many as three founders of the Macedonian state. In the first redactions of the myth, 
Herakles did not play a very important role and the interest in him as the progenitor 
of the Macedonian kings did not grow until the 4th century BC. In the 340s BC it 
remained a poorly investigated topic, which gave the Athenian writers an 
opportunity to show their inventiveness to Philip II. Although the kings probably 
had no reason to reject the new versions of myths about their family, there is not 
much to indicate that they attached particular importance to them, at least not until 
the times of Alexander the Great.99

94  ENGELS 2010: 90; FOWLER 2013: 155–157. For Hellanikos see also MÖLLER 2001: 241–262.
95  SPRAWSKI 2010: 132–134; CORCELLA 2006: 41 – those who first traced the name of the Persians 

back to Perseus, or postulated a migration of Teucrians from Crete to Troy by observing that the same name, 
Ide, occurred in both places, were probably persuaded they had discovered historical truths – not unlike today’s 
scholars when they argue about Ahhiyawa and Achaeans, or about river-names attested in different areas. Cf. 
FOWLER 1996: 72–73.

96  MARKLE 1976: 80–99; SQUILLACE 2004: 43–48; MOLONEY 2015: 63–72.
97  Badian (1982, 34) suggested that alternative versions of the myth were already created during the reign of 

Alexander I: as might be expected, it was by no means the only version. Flatterers accepting the king’s hospitality 
might extend the pedigree to Temenus himself. 

98  See ERSKINE 2001: 23–26.
99  Cf. HUTTNER 1997: 65–85.
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ABBREVIATIONS
BNJ = I. WORTHINGTON (ed.), Brill’s New Jacoby, Jacoby Online 2006–.
IG = Inscriptiones Graecae, Berlin 1903–.
SNG Cop. = Sylloge Numorum Graecorum Copenhagen: The Royal Collection of Coins and 
Medals, Danish National Museum, Copenhagen 1942–1979.
TrGF = B. SNELL, R. KANNICHT and S. RADT (eds.), Tragicorum Graecorum Fragmenta, 
vols. I–VI, Göttingen 1971–2004.
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PLATE 1		  Fig.1. Aigai, AR, stater; 510–490 BC 
		  Photo: © American Numismatic Society; http://numismatics.org/collection/1967.152.181 
		  Fig. 2. Alexander I (498–454 BC), AR, octadrachm; Aigai 498 BC
		  Photo: © American Numismatic Society; http://numismatics.org/collection/2011.21.539?lang=pl
		  Fig. 3. Alexander I (498–454 BC), AR, light tetrobol; Aigai, 480/479–477/476 BC
		  Photo: CNG 82, Lot: 403 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx?CoinID=146859
		  Fig. 4. Galepsos, Æ, unit; c. 360/359–357 BC
		  Photo: CNG 397, Lot: 50 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx?CoinID=335812 
		  Fig. 5. Edones, Getas, AR, oktadrachm; c. 492–464 BC
		  Photo: Triton XXIV, Lot: 434 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Lot.aspx?LOT_ID=24787
		  Fig. 6. Sermylia, AR, tetrobol; c. 480–450 BC
		  Photo: CNG © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx?CoinID=22883 
		  Fig. 7. Perdiccas II (451–413 BC), AR, heavy tetrobol; c. 437/436–432/431 BC
		  Photo: CNG © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx?CoinID=59681 

PLATE 2		  Fig. 8. Archelaos (413–400/399 BC), AR, stater; Aigai, Group II, Series 2
Photo: CNG Electronic Auction 482, Lot: 69 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/ 
Lot.aspx?LOT_ID=25883 
Fig. 9. Archelaos (413–400/399 BC), AR triobol, Aigai
Photo: CNG Electronic Auction 487, Lot: 99 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/ 
Lot.aspx?LOT_ID=31269 
Fig. 10. Amyntas II (395/394–393 BC), Æ, dichalkon; Aigai or Pella
Photo: CNG 82, Lot: 408 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx? 
CoinID=146864 
Fig. 11. Amyntas III (393–370/369 BC), AR, stater; Aigai
Photo: CNG © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx?CoinID=77877 
Fig. 12. Skione, AR, tetradrachm; c. 480–470 BC
Photo: Triton VI, Lot: 142 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx? 
CoinID=27254
Fig. 13. Argos, AR, triobol – hemidrachm; c. 330–270 BC
Photo: CNG 448, Lot: 112 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx? 
CoinID=385512
Fig. 14. Perrhaiboi, AR, obol; c. 462/461–460 BC
Photo: Nomos 8, Lot: 136 © cngcoins.com; https://www.cngcoins.com/Coin.aspx? 
CoinID=243795
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