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Marcus CHIN* — Leah LAZAR™

Antipatros of Derbe, Akmoneia and Rome in a Notebook of William Mitchell Ramsay

ABSTRACT: This article presents new readings in a late Hellenistic honorific inscription found
at Usak, recorded by William Mitchell Ramsay in 1914. The inscription, erected by an uniden-
tified Phrygian community, honours Antipatros of Derbe, a Lycaonian dynast known from pas-
sages in Cicero and Strabo. After presenting a revised text and translation, the authors discuss
the unpublished readings and explore the historical significance of this fragmentary and enig-
matic inscription. They build on previous discussions of Antipatros’ role as a supra-civic in-
termediary between Asia Minor and Rome, but also explore what this text, somewhat unusual
in its first century B.C. context for its honouring of a foreign individual, can tell about the de-
velopment of civic culture in Phrygia in the late Hellenistic period.

KEYWORDS: Antipatros of Derbe, William Mitchell Ramsay, Akmoneia, Phrygia, honorific in-
scription.

The following article presents new readings in a late Hellenistic honorific inscription from central Tur-
key concerning the local ruler Antipatros of Derbe, recorded in an unpublished notebook belonging to
the Scottish archaeologist and biblical scholar William Mitchell Ramsay. Some of Ramsay’s notebooks,
the product of his extensive travels in Turkey in the late 19" and early 20™ centuries, have come into the
collection of the Centre for the Study of Ancient Documents at Oxford, and many of these record in-
scriptions he encountered in the course of this travels. Their further study, apart from revealing
knowledge of previously unknown texts, stands to illuminate readings and provide material for re-
assessing known inscriptions. One such case is the present inscription: although the new readings are
slight, they offer a basis for deeper reflection on its historical context, which has so far only been dis-
cussed to any extent by Ronald Syme and Louis Robert.

In his second notebook of 1914, Ramsay recorded a stone he saw at Usak, an inscription concerning one
Antipatros of Derbe (see Figure 1).! He gives no information about the physical form of the monument
or its exact location. It appears that much of the inscription, including its beginning, was lost. The sur-
viving text seems to present an honorific decree, beginning in line 2 and introduced by énei, and preced-
ed by text whose character is difficult to determine. We assume that Antipatros was awarded honours in
a clause beginning in the fragmentary lower part of the inscription.

* Mr. Marcus Chin, University of Oxford, Wadham College, Parks Road, Oxford OX1 3PN (mar-
cus.chin@wadham.ox.ac.uk | ORCID: 0000-0003-0573-9341).

sk

Dr. Leah Lazar, University of Cambridge, Faculty of Classics, Sidgwick Avenue, Cambridge CB3
(1631@cam.ac.uk | ORCID: 0000-0003-4633-8253).

We would especially like to thank Peter Thonemann (for initiating and supporting our study of Ramsay’s note-
books), Charles Crowther, Martin Hallmannsecker, Juliane Zachhuber, and audience members at the British Epi-
graphic Society Meeting in Cambridge in December 2018 for their comments and advice.

! The notebook has been designated as 1914B and the record of the text is on folia 2v—3r. Ramsay’s interest in

Phrygia began decades before 1914 but was focused mostly on the region’s late antique and Christian history; see
Ramsay 1883.
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In their first publication of the inscription in 1911, Keil and von Premerstein identified this Antipatros
with the first-century B.C. dynast known from brief references in Cicero and Strabo, who ruled Derbe
and Laranda in Lycaonia (in southern Anatolia, some four hundred kilometres away from Usak — see
Figure 2). Cicero, in a letter of 46 B.C. to Quintus Philippus, the proconsul of Asia, reports that he had
developed «not only ties of hospitality but even of intimate friendship» with Antipatros during his time
in Cilicia.> Strabo paints Antipatros in a rather different light, labelling him a «brigand».> Antipatros
nevertheless clearly ruled for some time: he was installed as Derbe’s ruler by 51 B.C. at the latest, the
year of Cicero’s proconsulship of Cilicia, and met his death at the hands of the Galatian king Amyntas
probably sometime after the battle of Actium.*

Keil and von Premerstein recorded only the first seven lines of the preserved text (Ramsay records these
with some differences, and also includes an additional fourteen lines).’> Unlike Ramsay, they describe
the monument as «a block of whiteish marble, likely originating from a base, reworked in modern
times».® While they date the letter forms of the inscription to the beginning of the first century A.D., an
earlier date in the late first century B.C. is more likely, given the identification of Antipatros and Stra-
bo’s report of his death at the hands of Amyntas.” In their discussion, Keil and von Premerstein specu-
late as to the community responsible for the passing of the decree, identifying Temenothyrai (located at
modern Usak) and Akmoneia (a short distance to the west) as possibilities; they note that it is difficult to
identify the origins of many ancient monuments found at Usak.® Their edition was the basis of subse-
quent discussions of Antipatros.’ Syme, in the most extensive of these, surveys the evidence for Antipa-
tros’ career over several insightful pages, describing Antipatros’ Lycaonian powerbase and providing
comparanda of other strongmen with connections to Rome in first century B.C. Anatolia.

We first present a revised text and translation of the inscription, before discussing the unpublished read-
ings and considering its broader historical import.

Monument: Block of white marble found at Usak, «in the Ssabach Mahalle quarter, at the Buldaily
mosque in the courtyard of the madrasa».'® Height 1.13m, width 0.48m, depth 0.45m.

Editions: Keil — von Premerstein 1911 no. 248 (up to line 7); IGR IV 1694; recorded by W. M. Ramsay
in 1914.

Line-length and lettering: Approximately 42 letters per line. Letter height 0.013m.

Date: Late first century B.C.

2 Cic. Fam. 13.73.2: Cum Antipatro Derbete mihi non solum hospitium verum etiam summa familiaritas intercedit.
3 Strab. 12.1.4: ... 1y mepl KaotdBard te xai KbBiotpa péypt thc Aviimdrpov tod Anotod Aéppng («... the country
around Kastabala and Kybistra, up to Derbe of Antipatros the brigand»).

4 Strab. 12.6.3: 1fic & "Toowpixiic otiv v mhevpaic 1 Aéppn, pdiota T Kormadokia dmnepukog tod Avrimdrpov
Topavveiov 100 Agppritov: Tod & Av kol To Adpovda: £’ pdv 8¢ kol Td “Ioavpa kai Thv Aéppnv Apdvrag eixev,
gmBéuevoc 1® AepPitn xai dverav avtdv, 10 & “Ioavpa mapd 1OV Popaiov Aapdv. («Derbe, and in particular the
tyrant’s seat of Antipatros of Derbe which extended to Cappadocia, lies on the flanks of Isaurian territory; Laranda
was also part of it. In our time Amyntas held Isaura and Derbe, after he attacked the man of Derbe and slew him,
and received Isaura from the Romans.») For the probable date of Amyntas’ invasion see Syme 1939, 129.

5 Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 135-136, no. 248.

¢ Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 135: «Quader aus weiBlichem Marmor, wohl von einer Basis herriihrend, modern
zugerichtet».

7 Strab. 12.6.3.

8 Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 133.

° Discussions include Syme 1939, 128-131; Magie 1950, 1239; Robert 1980, 243-244; Mitchell 2018, 14-15.

10 Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 135: «Viertel Ssabach Mabhalle, bei der Moschee Buldaily-Djamissi im Hofe der
Medresse».
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1 [ c.32 Joxpovel[ ¢.3 ]
[ ¢.2 Jewwv kai Eotnoev mopdvimv Kol TdV Vdtov. £nfel]
[Avt]inazpog [Mepiidov AgpBriTng morrag dmodeiE[eig]
napéloyxntot The TpOg NUAS edvolog &v mav[i Koi-]

[
5 [pd]LTOTG [ c.27 JHEIIIE[ ¢4 ]
[c.2]00Y] c.28 JIIOAE[ c4 ]
[ c.2 INOMO[ c.30 Jkol IEPE[ ¢.2 ]
[ c.2 JAAIZO[ c.28 JAITANT] ¢.2 ]
[ c.3 JYNK] c.27 JEYZI[ c.2 ]
10 [c.2 JAYTO[ c.30 JTEXE[ c.2 ]
[ c.3 ]ZGA[ c.29 JATEI[ ¢.3 ]
[ c.36 JAIKT[ c.2 ]
[ c.36 JAH[ c.4 ]
[ c.35 JEAY[c4]
15 [ c.35 MIT[ c.4 ]
[ c.36 10Z[ c4]
[ c.34 JOIAI[ c.4 ]
[ c.34 |OAIY[ c.4 ]
[ c.34 JONTA[ c4]
20 [ c.34 JIANA[ c.4 ]
[ c.34 JTANA[ c4 ]

1 [...]JONEI]. . .] Keil — von Premerstein. 2 [. . .Juov kol #otnoev nopdviov kol tdv vrndtov &[nel] K —
von P. 5-6 [t]fi¢ mo[tAc] | [tploBu[uiag?] K — von P. 7 vépo[c?] K — von P.

Translation

1 ... Akmoneia/ Akmoneians (?) ...

2 .. setup (?), in the presence of the consuls. Since

3 Antipatros of Derbe, son of Perilaos,

4 has provided many demonstrations of his goodwill towards us on every
5  occasion ... (too fragmentary to translate — see discussion below)

Discussion of New Readings

As is apparent throughout his notebooks, Ramsay’s record of inscriptions does not always clearly dif-
ferentiate between what he saw on the stone and his own attempts at restoration. In this case, we assume
for the most part that he read the letters which are recorded in pencil on the lower page, while the mark-
ings in ink on that page and all the text recorded on the upper page are his own attempts to make sense
of this fragmentary text, most of which are overly speculative (see Figure 1). However, as will become
apparent, this distinction cannot always easily be made.

Ramsay’s version of the text offers some readings that differ from the edition of Keil and von Premer-
stein, two of which have potential significance for historical interpretation. His first line clearly repro-
duces two more letters, a K and M, before the [---]ONEI[---] read by Keil and von Premerstein. His rec-
ord of the letter traces after the I, however, is unclear. In his main record of the text, he only records a
right-leaning stroke, implying that A is a likely reading: on this basis, the toponym Akmoneia could be
restored. This seems to be his preferred reading, given his attempted reconstructed text on the upper
page. However, in the right-hand margin, he records in addition a bottom horizontal stroke, which
would allow for the restoration of X, and thus for the plural of the ethnic Axuoveic (which would be ei-
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ther the nominative or accusative).!! In either possible restoration — as the toponym or ethnic — the syn-
tactical and grammatical function is not clear. Ramsay seems to record a bottom horizontal stroke be-
fore the A. This could be a E, as he suggests, or a Z, and may form the end of a preposition; but we can-
not be sure.

The following line does not provide any further clarity. We find a likely genitive plural ending (g1ov),'?
then a rather confusingly placed xoi,'3 followed by the verb £stnoev («set up»), qualified by a genitive
absolute clause indicating the presence of the Roman consuls (mapévtmv kai t@dv Omdtmv). This formu-
lation is unusual and problematic. The identities of the grammatical subject and object of the verb re-
main unclear. As to the former, this is unlikely to have been Antipatros, given that he is identified in full
as the subject of the honorific motivation clause in the following clause.'* Keil and von Premerstein
suggest that a city was the subject of #otnoev, perhaps Temenothyrai or Akmoneia, but we would ex-
pect a noun like 6 dfipog («the people») or N oG («the city»), and not the toponym we might plausibly
reconstruct in line 1. It is thus unlikely that the reference to Akmoneia, whether as the toponym or eth-
nic, served as the subject of the verb. It is also unlikely to have been its object. Given that the document
may have been inscribed on a statue base, it is possible that the grammatical object was a statue of the
honorand or indeed the inscription itself, but this would not explain the genitive absolute denoting the
presence of the consuls or the reference to Akmoneia.

A further possibility is that another unknown individual was named in the lost text and was the subject
of the verb. This individual may have been a Roman official or decision-making body. In some Roman
letters and senatus consulta, forms of the verb {otnuu denote the settling of a decision by the Senate or
individual Roman magistrates, in, for example, disputes between Greek communities, or the establish-
ment of relations between a city and Rome on a formal footing.!> When used in this way, the verb may
sometimes govern an object, like 8pia («boundary-markersy), for instance.'® Should this reading of
Zotnoev as denoting some kind of agreement made with Rome hold, the reference to the consuls here
would emphasise that this decision was dignified by their presence at the deliberative session at which it
was reached. The fact that both consuls were present was in any case clearly noteworthy.!”

Overall, however, the character of the activity in lines 1-2 preceding the honorific clause remains ob-
scure and problematic. We now know that Akmoneia or the Akmoneians were also involved; whether

11 Attested at IEphesos 13 1. 11.32.

12 On the upper page, Ramsay suggests that this could be restored as dpyeimv, referring to the «archives» at Ak-
moneia, but it is not clear to us how this would fit into the syntax of the sentence.

13 Juliane Zachhuber has suggested to us that this apparent koi may actually be part of the verb katéotnoev, where
the mason may have missed an upper horizontal stroke, or this was not read by Ramsay or Keil and von Premer-
stein; only future autopsy could affirm or negate this.

14 As observed by Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 135-136 and noticed by Syme 1939, 130 n. 1.

15 E.g. RDGE 15 11. 58-60 (112 B.C.), confirming an agreement reached between the disputing Athenian and Isth-
mian technitai (cOppwvov éotdvar okev, «the agreement shall remain in force») where the presence of the pro-
consul G. Cornelius Sisenna at the decision is emphasised (émi I'vaiov Kopvmiiov Zicévva otpotnyo[d] | fi
GvBvmdrov ékel 6vtoc); RDGE 26¢ 11. 22-24, a part of a decision concerning the treaty with Mytilene in 25 B.C.,
led by the consul M. Junius Silanus: [6nwg Mapkog Zihavog] Vroatog, v adtdt eaivn[tat, T0 Spkio Tep@dfival
7pog ToVg MutiAnvai]ovg ag Eotake | yevéoBou («that Marcus Silanus the consul, if it seems good to him, should
see to it that the oaths, as agreed upon, be sent to the Mytileniansy).

16 With 8pia, see e.g. IM 93b 11. 21-22 (first half of the second century B.C.): ... tadtn[v] | Tv x®dpav Srog adtdrt
npookpivn Opd e otion («that (the foreign arbitrator) assign that land to that people and set up boundary-
markers»). See also RDGE 52 11. 50-51 (51-50 B.C.): ... {va kow®d¢ ndont tht nopyeiaft to] | Sikatov éotapévov
M gl¢ TOV dsl xpdvov («so that justice may be established for all time across the whole province»).

17 Syme 1939, 130 n. 2. suggests that this may have been gathering of the Senate-in-exile at Thessalonike in 49 BC,
which was also led by two consuls (Cass. Dio. 41.43.2).
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this had anything to do with the Akmoneians passing this decree is uncertain. It is reasonable to sup-
pose, nevertheless, that the inscription detailed some kind of business, perhaps a dispute, involving Ak-
moneia and another community, which attracted the attention of the Romans. We might also safely as-
sume that this activity bore a direct relationship to the honouring of Antipatros which follows, and it is
highly likely that Antipatros was honoured precisely for serving as a mediator between the Roman au-
thorities and the honouring community.

In this connection Ramsay’s record of the letters YNK in line 9, which Keil and von Premerstein omit
in their edition, may also be significant. We have not provided a firm restoration in our text, as there are
a number of possibilities.'® However, we believe that Ramsay’s suggestion that these letters be restored
as a reference to the Roman Senate ([c]évk[Ant-]) is a likely one.

Some corroboration for this may be the fragmentary letters in line 5: HEITIX. Keil and von Premerstein
restore a definite article and adjective, [t]fig mio[ThAc], in agreement with [wploBv[piac] at the beginning
of line 6, but this formulation («of his trustworthy eagerness») is without any parallels. We think the
genitive form of the noun (mic[téwc]) is a more likely restoration for the letters in line 5. Lines 4-6
speak of Antipatros’ displays of his gdvoio towards the city at moments of crisis; the genitive of mioTic
would suit here, if it formed part of the same clause qualifying dmodeiteic - that is, «many displays of
his goodwill towards us at all times... and of his loyalty». The article t0i¢ in line 5 may have been fol-
lowed by a noun like Adyoig («words») or Epyoig («deeds»); the adverb [mp]o00[umc] («eagerly») is pos-
sibly a better fit for line 6.

The use of miotic in an honorific context is unsurprising; it is one of the virtues for which high-
achieving citizens are praised from the late Hellenistic period onwards.! In other contexts, however, it
is typically applied in honouring local benefactors — that is, as an indication of the trustworthiness of the
honorand in carrying out public offices, as part of an increasing rhetorical interest, identified by Pierre
Frohlich, in emphasising the reliability, and incorruptibility, of magistrates.?’ What would be striking
about its appearance here is that it is applied to a foreign benefactor: Antipatros’ Derbianness is explicit-
ly marked out. This would argue for miotic being conceived in its second sense, increasingly attested as
Rome entered the world of Greek poleis — that of faithfulness or loyalty towards the ruling power.?!
From the late second century B.C. onwards it becomes one of the virtues of loyal intermediaries be-
tween Greek cities and Rome. Hence the statesman Menippos of Klaros was deemed worthy of wiotig
by both the Romans and Greek cities,?> while the ambassador Artemidoros of Aphrodisias was regarded
by the People of Aphrodisias as being among those who were honoured, held wictig, and were well-

disposed to the Romans.??

In sum, then, this honorific decree for Antipatros of Derbe, augmented by Ramsay’s readings and the
suggested restorations (the possible reference to the Senate, the praising of Antipatros for his nioTic),
likely presents evidence for Antipatros’ ambassadorial interactions with Rome on behalf of a Phrygian
community.

18 E.g. a verb formed on the compound prefix cuvkata-, like cuvkatackevdim, not uncommon in honorific decrees
from Asia Minor (e.g. *I.Priene 63 1I. 12-13, 65 1. 173).

Y E.g. SEG 50.1211 1. 24, OGI 438 11. 6-8, Michel 545 11. 17-18.
20 Frohlich 2002, 90-91; 2020, 19-22.

21 Tt is also found in relation to the trust between late Attalid kings and their officials: Sardis 4 11. 34, SEG 37.1006
1. 3-5, I.P 248 11. 5657, 1.Sestos 1 1. 14.

2 SEG 39.1244 11 11. 6-10.

23 1. Aphrodisias 8.3 11. 5-6, 9—10. In the first century B.C. Aphrodisias and Stratonikeia are praised by Rome in se-
natus consulta for their é€oywtdtn niotic: I.Aphrodisias 8.27 1. 28, 94; 1.Stratonikeia 12 11. 14-15.
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Historical Discussion

While the details and precise content of the interactions are unfortunately lost, the very existence of this
inscription poses important questions about the political and cultural dynamics at play between Antipa-
tros, the unknown city, and Rome in the mid-first century B.C. It is significant that the decree docu-
ments relations between an individual from Lycaonian Derbe and a Phrygian city, separated by four
hundred kilometres as the crow flies. Neither Lycaonia nor Phrygia were regions with strong traditions
of civic culture in the Hellenistic period. How did Antipatros get entangled in Phrygian affairs? What
did he stand to gain? And why did the unknown Phrygian community erect this inscription honouring
Antipatros?

We should set Antipatros against a political landscape in Anatolia that was marked by separatism and
disunity in the decades between the Mithridatic Wars and the battle of Actium. Apart from the inde-
pendent cities predominantly on its western and southern coasts, much of the region was formed of a
tapestry of local dynasts and kings, whose rule was shaped by, and increasingly inseparable from, a loy-
alist attitude to Rome: these ranged from large territories like Galatia, Cappadocia, Pontos, to smaller
fiefdoms like those of the Tarkondimotids of Cilicia, to figures like Antipatros, ruler over several com-
munities, and below this to civic leaders, like Mithridates of Pergamon or the Pythodori of Tralleis.>*
This is schematic and reductionist, but allows us to think about the way Antipatros ‘fitted’ into this tur-
bulent late Republican world. His rule in Lycaonian Derbe, a tyranny for Strabo, was not the only of its
kind:%*> another would have been that of the unnamed «tyrant» of the Homonadeis, a tribe based in the
Isaurian mountains just to the west.?® Another parallel figure, noted by Syme, was Kleon of Gordiou-
kome in Asia, who benefitted from his loyalty to Antony, then Caesar, by receiving the territory of
Abrettene and Morene in Mysia, as well as the sanctuary of Comana Pontica. For Strabo, Kleon was a
«brigand», like Antipatros.?’” Our knowledge of Kleon and Antipatros’ careers, let alone the sort of
states that they ruled, barely extends beyond Strabo; this is why our fragmentary decree is both valuable
but also frustratingly enigmatic. Strabo’s designation of Antipatros as «tyrant» and «brigand» is surely
rhetorically charged, pejorative, and cannot be taken to reflect the ‘reality’ of the way that Antipatros
legitimated his power.?® It may nonetheless be significant that in the same breath Strabo calls him «the
man from Derbe» (t& Aeppritn) hinting — even if with deliberate irony — at the civic presentation found
in our decree: [Avt]inatpog [Tepihdov AepPritng.?® It is at least clear, then, that for Strabo the political
power represented by these local dynasts would have differed qualitatively from, for example, an entity
like the small Tarkondimotid kingdom, largely based on the south-eastern Cilician plain around Anaz-
arbos: there, we find an established hierarchical system of royal bureaucracy intermingling with civic

24 For useful overviews of the political geography of first century B.C. Anatolia and the role of minor dynasts, see
Jones 2017; Coskun 2018 (207 for Antipatros).

25 Strab. 12.6.3 (see footnote 4).

26 Strab. 12.6.5: 6 & odv Apdvrag v pdv Kpfipvay eikev, elg 8¢ tode ‘Opovadéoc maperddv, ot évouiiovto
dAnmrdrarol, kai kataotag Hon Kiplog tdv mhelotwv xwplov dvekov kol Tov THpavvov adtdv &€ drdng EMietn
310, The 10D TVpdvvov yuvaikdc. («Amyntas captured Kremna and, passing into the country of the Homonadesis,
who were considered to be difficult to capture, established himself as master of most places and even took their
tyrant, but was then taken himself through intrigue on the part of the tyrant’s wife.»)

27 Strab. 12.8.9: év 8¢ 10ig AktioKoig drootag Aviaviov toig Kaisapog tposédeto otpatnyolc, kai Styuin miéov
Al kat d&lav mpocrafav 1ol map Aviwmviov dobeiot kai 10 nopa 100 Kaicapog, dot dvti Anctod Suvdotov
nepiékerto oyxfipa. («In the course of the Actian War, he (Kleon) revolted from Antony and joined the generals of
Caesar, and was honoured more than he deserved, receiving the honours bestowed on him by Caesar in addition to
those from Antony, so that he took on the appearance of a dynast rather than that of a brigand.»)

28 For the rhetorical aspects of «tyrant» and «brigand» in Strabo, see Griinewald 2004, 78 and Jones 2017, 353—
354,

29 Strab. 12.6.3.
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institutions, as attested even in the epigraphic record.

We might imagine that the smaller territories like those of Kleon and Antipatros, which existed between
the level of civic communities and larger formations like the rule of the Tarkondimotids, would have
been far more dependent on personal charismatic power. Loyalty to Rome and building friendships with
powerful Romans were paramount. Antipatros’ situation was precarious in this regard: Cicero’s letter
records his closeness to him, but in the context of an appeal to a subsequent proconsul in Cilicia, Q.
Marcius Philippus, that he release Antipatros’ sons, who appear to have been taken as hostages by the
Roman official after a dispute.3! It is against this backdrop of unstable relations between local power-
holders, and a continually changing roster of Roman magistrates whose behaviour was just as question-
able in its legitimacy as that of the local dynasts, that the divergent attitudes towards him in the literary
sources, as seen by Cicero and Strabo, can be explained.

We can only speculate whether Antipatros’ dealings with this Phrygian city owed something to obliga-
tions to powerful Romans; certainly, as we argue above, some kind of interaction with Rome comes
across strongly in the surviving text. At the same time, however, entering the civic life of another Greek
city was a way of conferring legitimacy on his rule. If successfully executed, it allowed Antipatros to
obtain the sort of standing enjoyed by other powerful local civic notables of more established cities on
the west coast of Asia Minor. This class of statesman — the civic leader, whose status and influence were
increasingly bolstered by rhetorically charged honours — emerged more prominently from the second
century B.C. as the region came increasingly under the influence of Roman power, and may have pre-
sented an attractive model for a minor dynast like Antipatros. In the generation before him, and in his
own lifetime, civic leaders had established themselves not only within their communities, but also in-
creasingly at a regional level between poleis.?

These were notables who also dealt closely with Rome, knew its leading figures, and understood how
this foreign power worked. Yet in many of these cases the honours they received were those of their
own cities, so far as we can tell. Certainly, in some cases this regional prominence also translated into
honours awarded by other cities: for instance, Sibilos of Mylasa, of the late second or first centuries
B.C., who was honoured by a number of other Carian cities,>* or, similarly, Polykles of Rhodes.** What
is striking for our evidence from the first century B.C. as a whole, however, is how few examples of
such inter-city honouring we find. While it is clear that individuals continued to act as benefactors for
other cities, there seems to have been less of an interest in advertising, for instance, grants of proxenia,
an institution which does not die out, but whose epigraphic visibility reduces significantly in the first
century B.C.%» Our decree for Antipatros, therefore, represents something of an anomaly from this
standpoint, in the broader context of first-century B.C. Anatolia, but can perhaps be explained when we
consider the emerging civic culture and influence of Rome in Phrygia.

30 For the Tarkondimotids, see Wright 2012 (84—86 for epigraphic evidence); Wright 2008.

31 Cic. Fam. 13.73: A te autem pro vetere nostra necessitudine etiam atque etiam peto ut eius filios, qui in tua
potestate sunt, mihi potissimum condones, nisi quid existimas in ea re violari existimationem tuam. («I beseech
you repeatedly, on the basis of our longstanding friendship, and most of all for my sake, to give up his sons, who
are in your power, unless you think you may hurt your reputation by doing so»).

32 E.g. Menas of Sestos (I.Sestos 1 1. 24-25), Iatrokles of Mylasa (I.Mylasa 109 11. 10-11), Diodoros Pasparos of
Pergamon (IGR IV 292 1. 5), M. Antonius Idagras of Patara (SEG 63.1333 11. 7-8) or the Aphrodisian ambassadors
sent by the koinon of Asia, described as being among the «first and most honoured» of the province (I.Aphrodisias
2.503 11. 7-8: ¢k 1OV TpOTOV Kol pdMoto Tiue|[pévav]).

33 L.Mylasa 401.

3 NSRC 18 11. 30-36.

35 Mack 2015, 266-269.
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This brings us to the last point: what was in it for the unknown Phrygian honouring city? Why involve
someone like Antipatros of Derbe in their affairs, and publicly honour a foreigner with an inscribed de-
cree?’® As argued by Thonemann, civic life in mountainous upland Phrygia seems largely to have be-
come archaeologically and epigraphically visible only in the late Hellenistic period, and it is tempting to
associate this with the appearance of Roman power and, increasingly in the first century B.C., of Roman
and Italian immigrant families.’” Whether or not Akmoneia was the originator of our decree, what we
know of its history and epigraphic culture in the first centuries B.C. and A.D. offers some insight into
the possible motivations underpinning the honours for Antipatros. By the first century B.C. it was a lo-
cal commercial centre of some size with a Roman mercantile population, strategically situated on a ma-
jor route between the west coast and eastern Anatolia.’® In Cicero’s speech in defence of Flaccus we
learn of important local individuals, like a certain Asklepiades, who mingled with resident Romans, and
was wealthy enough to furnish the enormous sum of 206,000 drachmas to Flaccus.?® The earliest signs
of epigraphic activity concern Romans: an honorific statue-base for a patron, one Q. Decimius, and the
dedication of a slave-market by G. Sornatius Barba.*® Much of its earliest epigraphy is Latin or bilingual
in character.*!

Whatever the identity of the honouring city, the decree for Antipatros formed part of a Phrygian milieu
where newly emerging epigraphic culture and civic self-projection in the first century B.C. were closely
related to the arrival of Rome. As a community aspiring to the outward form of a polis, it would have
been desirable to honour such an individual who enjoyed connections with Roman officials. While, as
we have noted, honorific monuments for foreign benefactors do diminish across the world of poleis at
this time, it is striking that what we do find is related to individuals of such stature. For instance, G. Jul-
ius Theopompos, a friend of Julius Caesar, was honoured by Laodikeia on the Sea at his hometown of
Knidos.*” One mark of polis-hood, in the eyes of our unknown honouring community, may therefore
have been the ability to demonstrate access to this class of Rome-savvy diplomatic professionals. This
was possibly more difficult in this part of Phrygia, where the socio-economic dominance of its resident
Romans — epitomised by a figure like Akmoneia’s patron Q. Decimius — perhaps made it less easy for
such local intermediaries to emerge. Antipatros’ involvement would therefore have been part of a local
drive to enhance our unknown city’s respectability within a Phrygia that increasingly aspired to the rep-
utation of cities further west. In this regard it is also notable that his father was named Perilaos: this or-
der of Perilaos-Antipatros recalls the family of Antipatros the regent of Macedonia under Alexander the
Great, whose own son was called Perilaos. It is not inconceivable that Antipatros of Derbe’s family in
fact descended from the son of the regent himself.*> While it is impossible to verify this, any such per-
ceived ‘Macedonianness’ in Antipatros’ ancestry would have provided grounds for prestige in Phrygia,
as Macedonian descent continued to matter as a marker of civic and elite identity in the region well into

36 Keil — von Premerstein 1911, 135 suggest that the stone belonged to a statue-base («wohl von einer Basis
herriihrend»); if correct, this may well indicate that Antipatros was also honoured with a statue.

37 See Thonemann 2013, 24-31.

38 Described by Thonemann 2010, 171-173.

% Cic. Flacc. 34-38.

40 MAMA VI 258; 260. Our understanding of the epigraphic landscape of Akmoneia will be clearer with the forth-
coming publication of a new corpus, edited by Hiiseyin Uzunoglu.

4 Thonemann 2010, 169-174.

4 1. Knidos 58. Other examples include Hermias of Stratonikeia and Kallistos of Knidos, both honoured at Delphi,

by the Daulians of Phokis and the Amphictyonic League respectively, as ambassadors and intimates of Romans
who were praised specifically for their Roman connections (FD II1.4 69 11. 18-19; FD III.1 480 11. 2—-10).

43 Plut. Mor. 486A; the parallel was noted by Syme 1939, 131; Robert 1980, 243-244; Mitchell 2018, 14-15 and
2019, 339 posits a direct connection with the family of the regent itself.
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the Imperial period.*

In the end, the city’s appeal happily aligned with Antipatros’ own ambitions. Whether this city was
Akmoneia or Temenothyrai — it would be the most sophisticated epigraphic text in Greek of the Hellen-
istic period for either community —* it is at least clear that the activities and honouring of Antipatros
were regarded as significant enough to be worthy of commemoration in a unusual, lengthy honorific de-
cree.

Antipatros of Derbe remains an enigmatic figure. The new readings for the decree in his honour passed
by an unknown Phrygian city presented here do not offer major revelations, but nevertheless elicit fur-
ther questions about his place in the political ecosystem of first-century B.C. Anatolia. He participated
in the honorific culture of a Greek polis— whether this was Akmoneia, Temenothyrai, or another Phryg-
ian community is unclear — and was presented by that polis as a citizen of an equivalent community.
This would have suited his needs as the ruler of a Lycaonian fiefdom larger than a single polis, but
smaller than the territories of more powerful dynasts. For the unknown Phrygian city his direct relations
with Romans presented an attractive selling-point, through which it could promote itself — to both
Rome, but increasingly in the developing civic landscape of first century B.C. Phrygia, to other neigh-
bouring cities as well. For all its tantalising incompleteness, then, this decree still arguably has some-
thing to offer, especially when thinking about the role of powerful supra-civic intermediaries with Rome
in shaping the late Hellenistic emergence of civic culture in Phrygia.
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William Mitchell Ramsay’in Not Defterinde Derbeli Antipatros, Akmoneia ve Roma

Oz: Makalede Usak’ta bulunan ve 1914 yilinda William Mitchell Ramsay tarafindan kaydedilen Geg
Hellenistik Donem tarihli bir onurlandirma yazitindaki yeni okumalar sunulmaktadir. Phrygia’da kimli-
g1 tam olarak saptanamayan bir yerlesimin sakinleri tarafindan dikilen yazit, Cicero ve Strabon’un pa-
sajlarindan bilinen Lykaonia dinasti Derbeli Antipatros’u onurlandirmaktadir. Yazarlar yazitin gézden
gecirilmis metnini ve ¢evirisini sunduktan sonra yeni okuma onerilerini tartigmakta ve fragman olarak
korunan bu muammali yazitin tarihsel 6nemini irdelemektedirler. Antipatros’un Kiigiik Asya ve Roma
arasinda kentler iistii bir araci olarak roliine iliskin Onceki tartigmalara dayanarak bunlari geligtiren ma-
kalede 10 1. yiizy1l baglaminda yabanci bir bireyi onurlandirmasi agisindan biraz sira dis1 olan bu met-
nin, Geg Helenistik Dénem Frigya’sinda kent kiiltiirliniin gelisimi hakkinda ne ifade edebilecegi de in-
celenmektedir.

ANAHTAR SOZCUKLER: Derbeli Antipatros, William Mitchell Ramsay, Akmoneia, Phrygia, onur yazit-
lar1.
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Figure 1: The pages from Ramsay’s second notebook of 1914 recording the text.
The upper page appears to show suggested restorations, the lower the record of the text.

Figure 2: Map showing Usak, Akmoneia and Derbe (created by the authors using Tableau Public).
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