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Reconsidering the Interpretation and Dating of Ancient Coins: 
The Case of Bronze Coins from Dodona in the Name of 

Menedemos Argeades 

Atalante BETSIOU 

Numismatic studies on the coin production of ancient Epirus and Corinthian colonies in Illyria 
have made visible progress over recent years. A contribution to the chronology of the bronze coin-
age of Apollonia and Dyrrhachium is due to the scholars S. Gjongecaj and O. Picard1, while G. 
Petrányi has undertaken the study of silver denominations2. 

Despite this progress, however, the monograph of P. R. Franke, ‘Die antiken Münzen von Epirus’ 
(1961), still remains a fundamental reference guide. In his monograph, Franke succeeded, without 
stratigraphic data, in presenting a comprehensive publication about large quantities of numismatic 
material from different parts of Epirus and especially from the sanctuary of Dodona. 

From the late 5th c. BC the sanctuary of Dodona became the political center of the local tribes in 
Epirus, and under its authority a mint was established. This mint was productive during five peri-
ods, described by Franke: a) from the early 4th c. BC until 330 BC, minting silver and bronze issues 
in the name of the Molossian tribe;3 b) 330-234 BC, for a wider political league, the Epirote Alli-
ance; c) 234-168 BC, for the members of the Epirote League; d) 168-148 BC, when a series of heavy 
bronze issues was minted under the supervision of the priest Menedemos Argeades; and e) after 
148 BC for the last emissions of the Epirote League.4 

The present paper focuses exclusively on the heavy bronze issues of Dodona, which according to 
Frankeʼs dating proposal, were minted after the battle of Pydna (168 BC) and before the formation 
of the Roman province of Macedonia (148 BC). Due to the lack of archaeological data, Franke tried 
to develop dating criteria based mainly on historical considerations, although he himself expresses 
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some reservations.5 It seems certain that the sanctuary of Dodona is the provenance of these coins, 
as the majority of them were found during excavation work in Dodona, one in Kassope and two in 
a fortified villa of Dobër (Chaonia).6 However, given the limited number of obverse dies and the 
lack of hoard evidence, only a narrow chronological span for the circulation of these coins is plau-
sible, as Franke has convincingly shown.7 

In this paper, a different dating and historical context for these coins will be proposed, based on 
stylistical, epigraphical and metrological observations. 

Catalogue 

According to Franke’s catalogue, there are three types of bronze issues (Pl. 0. 1-2)8: 

Type A 
Obv. Bust of Zeus Dodonaeus with oak wreath to the right, ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ ΙΕΡΕΥΣ. 
Rev. Standing eagle, ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ, in oak wreath. 
Franke 1961, 37, n. 1; Numismatic Museum of Athens (NM 1903), 7.745 gr. 

Type Β 
Obv. Bust of Artemis with stephane, bow and quiver on the shoulder to the right, ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ 
ΙΕΡΕΥΣ. 
Rev. Arrow and quiver, ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ, in laurel wreath. 
Franke 1961, 37, n. 5. 

Type C 
Obv. Bust of Zeus Dodonaeus with oak wreath to the right, ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ. 
Rev. Bust of Artemis with stephane, bow and quiver on the shoulder to the right, ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ 
ΙΕΡΕΥΣ. 
Franke 1961, 38, n. 9; CNG, Auction 64, 24 Jun 2003, lot 104. 

Iconography and style 

The repertoire of this substantial coinage follows traditional types minted from the last quarter of 
the 3rd c. BC and downwards9. The bust of Zeus Dodonaios and his eagle or his thunderbolt within 
an oak wreath, together with Artemis the huntress and her attributes (bow, quiver, arrow) became 
the dominant subjects in the monetary iconography of the Epirote League (234-168 BC). Coin im-
ages showing Zeus were minted over a longer time, as the Epirote League used them for their emis-
sions after 148 BC (Pl. 0.5). The depiction of Zeus Dodonaios can be easily linked with this coin 
production, as these coins for the Epirote League were minted in the sanctuary of Dodona10. The 
                                                           

5 Franke 1961, 31. 
6 Franke 1961, 34; Çondi 2013, 416. 
7 Franke 1961, 31. 
8 For the depiction of type B, Franke 1961, Pl. 2, V 2-R 5. 
9 These types were first used on coins of the Epirote Alliance (330-234 BC), but with a different style, 

Franke 1961, 118-119, 121. 
10 Franke 1961, 32. 
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occurrence of Artemis on these coins is likewise grounded in the popularity of this goddess’ local 
cult among the Epirote tribes and in the neighbouring Corinthian colonies11. This cult began in the 
3rd c. BC and reached its peak during the following centuries; bronze specimens from the Epirote 
Alliance12, Phoinike13, Apollonia14, Dyrrhachium15, and Amantia16 testify to this. 

Type A, C 
Zeus Dodonaios 

The same obverse type of Zeus, albeit with a deteriorating style, is used, as Franke has convincingly 
shown, during the following period, 168-148 BC, at mints in western Greece, such as Dodona, Pan-
dosia and Phoinike17. Whilst we can observe iconographic affinities, a stylistical resemblance is 
questionable. On bronze issues of Phoinike and Pandosia the depiction of Zeus retains some fea-
tures of the late hellenistic style of the 2nd c. BC. Also the bust of Zeus Dodonaeus on bronze coins 
of the Epirote League minted after 148 BC (Pl. 0. 5) should be seen in the same stylistic context. The 
most striking features of his face are the heavy eyebrows, the fleshy lips, the well-shaped nose and 
the full cheeks. On the bronze issues of Pandosia18 and the Epirote League (Pl. 0. 5) the laurel 
wreath emerges from the long wavy curls clearly and conspicuously, and the hair on the top of the 
head is divided into voluminous locks, an iconographic feature which is very unlike the dull conti-
nuous lines of the Dodonean example (Pl. 0. 1, 0. 2). 

During the 1st c. BC, we can observe a gradual deterioration in the style of Greek mints, which pre-
sent more affinities to Roman types. Coins from Dodona (Pl. 0. 1-2), Korkyra, 229-48 BC (Pl. 0. 6), 
and Phoinike, dated to 44-27 BC, bear a close resemblance to the Poseidon-Neptune silver denarius 
struck in the name of Lucius Staius Murcus, 42-41 BC, (Pl. 0. 7)19. Gods are depicted with a statu-
esque facial expression, which is ‘suppressed’ under a massive beard and a blurred maze of hair on 
the shoulder. The lack of coherence is obvious as the beard is divided by a net of horizontal and 
vertical lines producing an unnatural look, a feature that it has in common with a contemporary 
bronze coin of Korkyra, 229-48 BC20. This dissolution of design is typical of coins from Dyrrhachi-
um and the Thessalian League, which are dated after the middle of the 1st c. BC (Pl. 0. 8-9). 

Type A (reverse) 
Eagle within oak wreath 

The standing eagle within an oak wreath on the reverse type of Dodona provides a further strong 
indication for a later dating. On the Dodonean specimen, the eagle appears still in a rigid posture 
and there is no thunderbolt under his claws (Pl. 0. 1). Its style differs from the preceding type of the 

                                                           
11 Pliakou 2010, 415-419. 
12 See above ref. 9. 
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15 Gjongecaj 2007, 56. 
16 Gjongecaj 1977, Pl. ΙΙ. 16. 
17 Franke 1961, 32, 108, 114. 
18 Franke 1961, Pl. 11, V 2-R 3. 
19 Gjongecaj 2005, 171, n. 243. 
20 Μc Clean coll. 5253. 
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Epirote League, 234-168 BC (Pl. 0. 3). The proportions of the body and its feathering lacking any 
details are similar to examples from Dyrrhachium, Lacedaemon (minted at the time of Lucius Sem-
pronius Atratinus), and Byllis (Pl. 0. 10-12)21. The bronze issues of Dyrrhachium and Lacedaemon 
are dated, based on hoard evidence and historical testimonies, after the middle of the 1st c. BC (38-
30 BC and 38-37 BC respectively)22, while the date of the other two coins is controversial. The type 
of Byllis is dated to 268-168 BC according to Ceka, or 234-168 BC according to Cabanes23, but I 
think that the style is reminiscent of the bronze specimen from Dyrrhachion. 

The version of the oak wreath on the reverse type of Dodona echoes the subtractive tendencies of 
the last century BC. The long jagged oak leaves are drawn in a vague way. In the Epirote (Pl. 0. 3, 0. 
5) and Macedonian (Pl. 0. 14) iconography of the 2nd c. BC such trends of mannerism are domi-
nant24. 

Artemis 

Additionally, we can discern stylistical differences between the Artemis types of Dodona (Pl. 0. 2) 
and Phoinike25, which are considered by Franke to be contemporaries, dating to 168-148 BC. Speci-
fically, the hairstyles present stark differences. On the bronze coins of Phoinike as well as on a type 
of the Epirote League (Pl. 0. 4) the hair of the goddess is gathered at the back of the head in a trian-
gular krobylos, according to the Greek manner, but in the case of Dodona (Pl. 0. 2) it is agglomerat-
ed on the top of the head, pinned from each side. A different hairstyle is also depicted in the case of 
Artemis Tauropolos on silver tetradrachms of the First and Second Region of Macedonia, dated 
after 168 BC (Pl. 0. 13-14)26. 

Similar examples to the type of Dodona appear on silver tetrobols of Massalia from the first half of 
the 2nd century BC (Pl. 0. 15). However, the execution of the locks and the three-dimensional depic-
tion of the goddess are inconsistent with the style of the Dodonean coins. Emphasis on perspective 
also characterises the bust of Artemis Tauropolos on specimens from Pantikapaion minted during 
the turbulent period of Mithridates Eupator, 95-86 BC (Pl. 0. 16)27. 

Apart from commercial exchanges, hoards of Roman silver denarii were found along the Illyrian-
Epirotic peninsula from Apollonia to Preveza. These hoards mainly contain denarii of the late re-
publican period (1st BC); they were buried during the Roman civil wars. Among those denarii, the 

                                                           
21 The type of eagle is depicted on the bronze issue of Thessaloniki, dated in the imperial period from the 

time of Augustus till Gallienus, but its style is diminishing: SNG ANS Macedonia 807; Touratsoglou 1993, pl. 
X.14. 

22 For the date of the late bronze coin production of Dyrrhachium, Gjongecaj 2007, 55-58; RPC I 1101. 
23 Ceka 1972, 124; Cabanes 1976, 385. 
24 For the wide spread of the oak wreath as a symbol on coins of Epirote tribes, Franke 1961, Pl. 7, V 39-R 

64 / V 48-R 77 (Kassope), Pl. 13-16, V 19-R 20 / V 39-R 49, R 64-81 (Epirote Symmachia), Pl. 17-18, V 1-R 1 / 
V 8-R 11 (Epirote League); in the monetary iconography of Macedonian mints, SNG ANS Macedonia 94-104 
(Amphipolis), 581-583 (Pella), 781-783 (Thessaloniki). The reverse type of Pandosia with the naturalistic 
rendering of the oak wreath is a unique example, Franke 1961, Pl. 12, V 3-R 2. 

25 Franke 1961, Pl. 12, V 4-6. 
26 For more examples from the mints of the First and Second Region of Macedonia, Prokopov 2012, 41-

177. 
27 For the date of these specimens, Callataÿ 2005, 135, tab. 10. 
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reverse type of Gaius Hosidius Geta (triumvir monetalis in 68 BC)28 very distinctively shows the 
characteristic hairstyle of Artemis-Diana (Pl. 0. 17), which appears utterly ʻexoticʼ compared with 
the Greek monetary iconography of the Hellenistic period29. The Dodonean issue shares a common 
hairstyle with the types of Geta, 68 BC (Pl. 0. 17), of Gaius Antius Restio, 47 BC, (Pl. 0. 18) and of 
Titus Carisius, 46 BC30. Note that the last two emissions were issued under the dictatorship of Julius 
Caesar (a period of supreme and unquestioned power)31. 

In the post-Caesarian era, the hairstyle of Artemis gradually changes. Even though the uprising 
locks at the center of the head remain, the hair is gathered at the back of the head, either rolled, as 
in the samples from Amphipolis and Ephesus (Pl. 0.19-20) or in a triangular krobylos, as on the 
commemorating aureus of Octavianʼs victories at Naulochos against Sextus Pompey and at Actium 
(Pl. 0.21)32. 

The depiction of a single symbol, arrow or quiver, within a laurel wreath on the reverse type is 
known from the bronze emissions of Epirote mints, but the combination of these symbols appears 
for the first time. The rendering of the ʻtriangularʼ leaves of the laurel wreath is closer to types of 
silver tetradrachms minted in Macedonia at the time of Aesillas (93-92 BC)33. 

Metrology 

Another unique feature of these issues of Dodona is their increased weight. According to Frankeʼs 
observations, we can discern three weight-classes. The weight for class A ranges from 6.31-12.8 gr., 
for B 7.25 gr. and for C 10.75-18.00 gr.34. Based on these measures, Kleopatra Papaevangelou-Ge-
nakos has demonstrated that type C corresponds to a large module of the Korkyrean bronze weight 
standard, which does not exceed the weight of 15.00-18.70 gr.35. 

The denominational system in Macedonia for bronze coins during the republican period has al-
ready been outlined by A. Burnett, followed by S. Kremydi-Sicilianou36. Burnett has observed that 
during the Second Civil war Roman officers undertook the organisation of bronze coinage pro-
duced by Greek mints into the Roman monetary system through the framework of their colonial 

                                                           
28 Denarii of Gaius Hosidius Geta were found in hoards from the theatre of Apollonia and bay of Panto-

cratoros in Preveza. The first one was buried after 44 BC and the second one was lost at sea during the sea 
battle of Actium, 31 BC, Gjongecaj 1981, 148, n. 108/1; Chrysostomou 1987, 35-36, 41, fig. Δ 5. 

29 Compare examples from mints of Magna Grecia during the 4th-3rd c. BC, SNG Italy 551-4 (Neapolis)· 
1962-6, 1969, 1980 (Rhegium); SNG Sicily 104 (Akragas); 770-1, 779, 783 (Syracuse in the time of Agathocles 
and during the fourth republic, 287-283 BC); and of Greek cities and Leagues during late the 4th-mid 2nd c. 
BC, Liampi 2003, pl. 31-2 (Iolkos); SNG Cop. Thessaly 45-46 (Demetrias)· 155-156 (Koinon of Magnetes, 
197-146 BC); SNG Cop. Aetolia 8-9 (Aetolian League 279-168 BC). 

30 Crawford 1974, 464/8a. 
31 Sear 1998, 23, n. 36; 49, n. 76. 
32 Sear 1998, 256, n. 418. 
33 SNG Cop. Macedonia 1327-1330. 
34 Franke 1961, 37-39. 
35 Papaevangelou-Genakos 2013, 144-146. In the Hunterian collection (Mc Donald II, 15, n. 14) there is a 

unique sample of type C, which weighs 24.8 gr. 
36 Burnett 2000, 92; Kremydi-Sicilianou 2007, 97. 
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policy. In 43/2 BC the proconsul Quintus Hortensius Hortalus, appointed by Marcus Junius Brutus 
as praefectus coloniae deducendae for the foundation of Colonia Felix Diensis (Dion of Macedonia), 
struck the first bronze coins of the colony in three denominations. Their heaviest issues weigh up to 
20 gr. We meet a similar practice in the case of the mint of Philippi, as Colonia Julia Philippensis, 
and at other important cities of Macedonia, such as Thessaloniki, Pella and Amphipolis37. 

The mint of Nicopolis also occasionally produced heavy coins (20.00-24.28 gr. from the Augustan 
era)38. S. Gjongecaj and O. Picard have concluded that the Roman denominational system was in-
troduced in Apollonia after the middle of the 1st c. BC, not only for silver coins, but also for bronze 
ones. The heavy bronze issue of the Artemis/tripod type seems to be equivalent to the Roman deno-
mination of dupondius (10.84-18.65 gr.)39, which also corresponds to type C of Dodona. On the Pe-
loponnese the mint of Olympia at the same period struck double asses of a medium weight of 8.43-
12.03 gr.40, while in Lacedaemon heavy coins were produced under the authority of Lucius Sem-
pronius Atratinus (Pl. 0. 11)41. The weight on some bronze issues of the Thessalian League, which 
are dated to the pre-Augustan era and the time of Petraeos (see below), ranges between 12.92 
and14.54 gr. and approaches 15 gr. at the time of Augustus42. In Korkyra, a light standard has been 
applied, since the weight of bronze coins does not exceed 12 gr.43 

Burnett assumes that this monetary policy was implemented by the officers of Marcus Junius Bru-
tus, Marcus Antonius and Gaius Octavius (Octavian)44. Through the establishment of new colonies 
in several parts of the Greek world, Roman law, Roman currency and Roman politics gained domi-
nance. In the preceding era, Julius Caesar was the architect of the foundation of many colonies in 
Spain, Gaul, Africa, Italy, Greece and Pontos from the time of his first consulship until his violent 
death (59-44 BC). His legacy of administration and colonization was carried on by his successors. S. 
Kremydi-Sicilianou suggests that, even though the foundation of Colonia Felix Diensis was accom-
plished under the orders of Brutus and after the assassination of the dictator, it had been orches-
trated by Caesar himself45. Another colony of Caesar, Colonia Iulia Felix Sinope, was established by 
proconsul S. Rufus in 46/5 BC and struck heavy issues (16.35 gr.)46. The same year a ʻbronzeʼ coin 
(in fact orichalcum) was issued in Italy (weight 14.91 gr.), for the first time since the time of Sulla, 

                                                           
37 Kremydi-Sicilianou 1996, 145-154, 285-6; RPC I, 1509-11 (Dium of Macedonia), 1545-6 (Pella), 1551-2 

(Thessaloniki), 1613 (Macedonian League), 1646-9 (Philippi); SNG ANS Macedonia 150 (Amphipolis). 
38 Karamesini-Oeconomidou 1975, 35; for the puzzling issue of the denominational system applied to 

bronze coins of Nicopolis, Calomino 2012, 108-109. 
39 Gjongecaj – Picard 2004, 135; SNG Evelpidis II 1712 - 1713; SNG München 326. For the standard sys-

tem of the silver coins of Apollonia after the middle of the 1st century BC, RIC I, 288. 
40 BCD collection, Coins of Olympia, Auction Leu 90, 10. May 2004, lot. 344.1-6. 
41 Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann 1988, 51, n. 88. 
42 SNG Evelpidis 1663; SNG München 238-240 (for coins under Petraios); Weber II, 2945. 
43 SNG München 685-688; SNG Evelpidis II 1997, 2002. 
44 Burnett 2000, 92. 
45 Kremydi-Sicilianou 1998, 151. 
46 RIC I 2107. Another specimen (15.05 gr.) in the name of S. Rufus was struck by an unidentified mint, 

RIC I 2155. 
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under the authority of the praefectus C. Clovius and during the dictatorship of Julius Caesar47. A si-
milar practice is implied in Suetoniusʼ biography of Caesar, in which we are informed how Caesar 
seized the treasure at the Capitolium at the time of his first consulship (59 BC) and how he replaced 
the gold coins with gilded bronze ones of equal weight (54.3: in primo consultatu tria milia pondo 
auri furatus e Capitolio tantundem inaurati aeris reposuit). 

Nevertheless, the monetary policy of Caesar did not prove to be totally effective48. Burnett, Aman-
dry and Ripollès regard the resolute measures for the implementation of the Roman denomination-
al system in Greek mints as an accomplishment of Augustus. The inscription of Pherai (SEG 
28.527) testifies to Augustus’ reforms (after 27 BC) aiming at a readjusting (διόρθωμα) of the stan-
dards of the local bronze coinage49. 

The legend 

On the bronze issues of Dodona, we read the name, the (royal) descent and the office of a certain 
Menedemos, who was from the royal house of the Argeades and a priest (of the sanctuary of Dodo-
na): ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ ΙΕΡΕΥΣ. The inscription is written in the nominative case. Na-
mes in the nominative are well attested on coins of Epirote mints, e.g. on money from the Epirote 
League (234-168 BC)50, from Ambrakia (238-168 BC)51, Kassope (215-195 BC)52, as well as on is-
sues from Apollonia, Dyrrhachium and Korkyra during the 2nd half of the 1st BC53. 

According to Wolfang Leschhorn, coin inscriptions bearing the names and offices—such as archon, 
grammateus, strategos, and priest—of influential personalities appear more and more frequently 
from the beginning of the 1st c. BC and become very common in the time of the Late Republic54. 
Another reference to a priest called ΠAT[E]PINOC occurs on a limited series of coins from Phoini-
ke in Chaonia, which were minted during the period 44-27 BC55. A striking difference between 

                                                           
47 RIC I 601; Crawford 1974, 596-7, n. 476/1a. The sons of Gnaeus Pompeius issued heavy coins during 

their military campaigns against Julius Caesar in 46/5 BC (Spain and Africa), Crawford 1974, n. 471, 478-9. 
48 Caesar’s concern about the control of monetary measures is implied on the types of olla and tessera 

nummularia, as are depicted on silver sestertius minted in 45 BC in Rome under the name of Lollius Pali-
canus, Sear 1998, n. 89. 

49 RIC I p. 37; the heavy standard in the bronze coins of Thessaloniki was already abandoned in the Au-
gustan era (27 BC), Touratsoglou 1988, 97, tab. 33. 

50 There are references on coins of the Epirote League with names such as ΛΥΚΙΣΚΟΣ, ΔΕΞΑΝΔΡΟΣ, 
ΛΕΩΝ, ΛΥΚΟC, ΔΕΡΔΑ, ΛΥΣΑΝΙΑ, ΛΥΣΗΝ, ΙΠΠΟΚΡΑΤΗΣ, ΓΛΑΥΚΟΣ, ΛΥΣΩΝ, ΑΓΗΝ, ΜΥΡΤΙΛ-
ΛΟΥ. Most of them are written in nominative form, a few of them in accusative and only one in genitive, 
Franke 1961, 156. 

51 Leschhorn 2013, 161. 
52 Franke 1961, 61. 
53 Münsterberg 1985, 109-111. In the cases of Apollonia and Dyrrhachium, the names are written in no-

minative form on the obverse and in genitive on the reverse, Cabanes 1997, 115-128; Leschhorn 2013, 161; for 
Corcyra, SNG Évelpidis II 1973-1999. 

54 Leschhorn 2013, 160. See below, ref. 56. 
55 Gjongecaj 2005, 171, n. 243; The name of Πατερῖνος is inscribed on a funerary stele from Beroea of the 

hellenistic period, and is regarded by Tataki as of Macedonian origin, see Tataki 1988, 451, 504, n. 1043. On 
coins and roof tiles from Epidamnus, which are dated between 250 to 50 BC, the name of Πατερήν is attested, 
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these coins and the Menedemos issues of Dodona is that on the reverses of the first ones we are 
confronted with the ethnicon ΦΟΙΝΙΚΑΙΕΩΝ, whereas on the Dodonean coins an ethnikon (of the 
citizens who minted this money) is omitted56. The omission of a civic authority is not by coinci-
dence57. On the contrary, Menedemos has taken the place of the city, and uses all three types to 
present himself instead of the city’s identity. It is tempting to suggest that during his priesthood as a 
benefactor (εὐεργέτης) of the sanctuary, Menedemos provided the financial means for the produc-
tion of these issues58. 

Studying the inscription of the Dodonean coins further, Franke was the first scholar who empha-
sized the association of Menedemos with the Argeads, the famous royal branch from Macedonia59. 
The name Menedemos, in contrast to the Epirote type of Menedamos60, often appears in inscrip-
tions from Macedonia, Thessaly (Perrhaibia, Thessaliotis, Pelasgiotis) and Attica61. There is a sim-
ple reference on a silver coin of the Thessalian League dated to a period after the middle of the 1st c. 
BC62. 

                                                                                                                                                                                
LGPN III.A, 356. The name of a priest is also inscribed on bronze issues from Pheneos, which are dated to 
146-31 BC, (ΕΠΙ ΙΕΡ]ΕΟΣ ΕΡΜΑΞΟΟΥ), BMC Peloponnesus, 36.13. 

56 On coins of the 1st c. BC there are occasionally legends with offices, such as on a sample from Thebes, 
SNG Christomanos 766 (πολέμαρχος); Lacedaemon, BMC Peloponnesus, 24.16 (νομοφύλακες), 25.2 (γερόν-
των), 25.3-4 (εφόρων); Thessalian League from the post-caesarian era, Burrer 1993, 104-122; SNG München 
244 (στρατηγὸς Μεγαλοκλέους), but there is always reference to the ethnicon. 

57 The function of a local political Koinon, whose name is not preserved (the Epirote League?), is testified 
on an inscription, which was erected for the dedication of a statue of Livia within the precinct of the sanctu-
ary of Zeus Dodonaeus. For this inscription and the significance of the sanctuary of Dodona in the Augustan 
era, Piccinini 2013, 184-192. 

58 Gaius Antonius participated as a priest of Dionysus in the festivities of the god in Dionysopolis of 
Thrace and he contributed financially to the distribution of meat [as epigraphic evidence testifies] (Syll³ 
762). 

59 According to Hesiod and Appian, the Argeadae came from Orestis and moved to the district of Pieria 
and Olympus (Ἠοῖαι, 7· Syr. 63: Ἄργος τὸ ἐν Ὀρεστείᾳ ὅθεν οἱ Ἀργεάδαι Μακεδόνες). 

60 References to Menedamus are detected on a lead tablet from Dodona (330 BC) and on an honorary dec-
ree for judges from Larissa (140-130 BC), both written under the authority of the Molossian League, SEG LIV 
(2004), n. 576, l. 13, SEG LVII (2008), n. 510, IV, l. 57-58, 78-79; on an inscribed ‘proedria’ from the theater of 
Gitana (3rd/2nd BC), SEG LI (2001), n. 750; on a funerary stele from Apollonia (Hellenistic period), Cabanes et 
alii 1997, n. 119; and on a decree from the parodos of the theater of Asclepius of Buthrotum (Hellenistic peri-
od), Cabanes et alii 2007, n. 31, l. 3-5. The popularity of this name is apparent in Western Greece, Southern 
Italy and some parts of Thessaly (Pelasgiotis), LPGN IIIA-IIIB, l. Menedamus. 

61 For an approach to the prosopography of ancient Macedonia, Tataki 1998, 367; LPGN IIIB-IV, l. Mene-
demos. On attic funerary steles and tetradrachms of new style, the name Menedemos is attested 26 times from 
475 BC till 1st c. AD and Menedamos only once, LPGN II, l. Menedemos. Thompson 1961, 573. The name of 
Menedamos appears on a silver issue of Aenianes dated to the 1st c. BC, Roma Numismatics, e-Auction 23, 9 
January 2016, lot. 60. 

62 SNG München 207. 
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Franke had suggested that Argeades could have been the name of Menedemos’ father63. Neverthe-
less, documentary evidence in epigraphic studies that would support such an interpretation, is to-
tally lacking. Moreover, Argeades as a personal name is very rare and is attested only twice (Attica 
in 510 BC and Daulis of Phokis in the 2nd c. BC).64. By minting his name on these coins, Menede-
mos presented himself as a descendant of the old Macedonian royal house and as a priest of one of 
the most distinct sanctuaries of Greece. Menedemos is presented not as the son of Argeades, but as 
an Argead, i.e. a descendant of the Argeads65. 

A striking characteristic of this series is the placing of the coin inscription on the reverse of deno-
mination C. The letters are inscribed vertically along the bust of Artemis, in this way forming a 
framework. In the previous coin issues of the Epirote League (234-168 BC), personal names are ex-
clusively positioned around the border of the coins66. On the other hand, in the monetary history of 
Macedonia since the times of Alexander the Great we can find many examples of the vertical orien-
tation of coin inscriptions, e.g. for Alexander himself and his successors Kassander, Lysimachοs, 
Demetriοs Poliorketes until Philip V. Their names are vertically inscribed on the reverses67. It may 
be that the Argead Menedemos, following the traditions of his royal ancestor on the obverse of Do-
donean large specimens, had the ʻroyalʼ name fully inscribed along the face of Zeus (Pl. 0. 2). 

Historical background 

Α year after the victory of Lucius Aemilius Paulus over Perseus at Pydna (168 BC), Roman legions 
marched into Epirus. On the orders of the Roman Senate, 70 cities were ransacked, most of them in 
Molossis, and 150,000 people were enslaved, according to the testimonies of Polybius (30.15.1), 
Livius (45.34.5-6) and Plutarch (Paulus 29.3). 

With the downfall of the southern Epirote cities, Phoinike, a new political center from Chaonia, 
arose. Charops the Younger managed to establish his authority in the city and gained political po-
wer with the tolerance of Rome. Furthermore, he used proscriptions against wealthy co-citizens in 
order to execute or exile them and to come into possession of their properties. His atrocities, de-
scribed vividly by Polybius (32.20-1), continued at Brundisium until his death in the years between 
159-157 BC. In the following year (157/6 BC), the Senate accepted the embassies of two separate 
leagues from Epirus, the first from Phoinike and the second from the remaining part, referred to by 
Polybius (32.26) as ʻἐκπεπτωκότεςʼ. 

                                                           
63 Franke 1961, 308. Inscriptions on coins bearing name and patronymic are not so frequent, with the ex-

ception of a rare series of silver denarius minted in Apollonia after the middle of 1st c. BC. On the obverse 
type is depicted the radiate bust of Apollo-Helios surrounded by an inscription bearing the name and the pat-
ronymic in genitive form (ΑΝΤΙΟΧΟΥ ΤΟΥ ΒΑΚΧΙΔΟΥ), SNG Cop. Thessaly-Illyricum 404. 

64 LGPN I, IV, l. Ἀργεάδης. Also attested as a proper name and not as a patronymic are Ἀργεάδας, 
Ἀργειέδας, Ἀργειάδας (LGPN I-IV). 

65 For similar examples of honours for persons of royal descent, Quaß 1993, 74. 
66 Franke 1961, Pl. 24-28, V 79-87B, V 95, 101-102A, 108-9, 125-132. 
67 SNG Cop. Macedonia 1163 (Kassander), 1164 (Lysimachus), 1176 (Demetrios Poliorcetes); Touratsog-

lou 1993, Pl. 2.2-8 (Philip V). The names of the Kings Alexander of Neoptolemos and Pyrrhos are applied in a 
similar fashion on coins minted in Italy and Sicily during their glorious military campaigns (334-331 BC, 
280-275 BC), SNG München 596-597, 609-619. 
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The second half of the 2nd century BC was marked by the insurrection of Philip IV Andriscus, 
which broke out in Macedonia in 149 BC, and the destruction of Corinth (146 BC). This political 
instability demonstrated the necessity of improving administration and led finally to the formation 
of the Roman provinces. Macedonia, the wealthiest of these newly created administrative units, was 
extended to the Adriatic coast, thus including Epirus. In this period, as it is attested by the honorary 
monument for the wrestler Menodoros (146-130 BC)68, the sanctuary of Dodona remained pro-
sperous and organized brilliant as well as costly festivities with panhellenic athletic contests, the 
Naia. In the summer of 88 BC Thracian mercenaries of Mithridates VI Eupator invaded Macedonia 
and plundered the sanctuary of Zeus in Dodona, as Dio Cassius testifies (101.2). 

In his correspondence, Cicero narrates his exile from Rome and his wandering to Dyrrhachium in 
58 BC (Epist. ad fam., 14.1.7). In the next year, recalled from exile, he returned to Rome, where he 
castigated the horrible misgovernment of L. Calpurnius Piso Caesoninus in the province of Mace-
donia in his speeches. According to his accusations, Piso plundered Ambrakia and drove the cities 
of Dyrrhachium and Apollonia to financial prostration (In Pisonem, 91, 96, Pro Sestio 94). In the 
end, Cicero achieved Pisoʼs suspension from the administration of the province of Macedonia in 55 
BC. Due to Pisoʼs suspension, he became so popular among the citizens of Dyrrhachium that Bru-
tus requested his mediation for a financial dispute, in which their common friend, Flavius, was in-
volved (1.6.4). 

The second half of the 1st c. BC was a turbulent period of political conflicts, which was inaugurated 
by the outbreak of the Civil War between Caesar and Pompey (48 BC). The war took place in Epi-
rus and Thessaly, and led to Greek cities backing different sides. Appianʼs narrative recounts how 
the city of Apollonia opened the gates to the veterans of Julius Caesar, whilst Dyrrhachium became 
the military base for Gnaeus Pompey (2.40: Οἱ μὲν δὴ μετὰ τῶν ὑπάτων διεπεπλεύκεσαν ἐς τὸ Δυρ-
ράχιον... 2.54: καὶ τῶν Ἀπολλωνιατῶν αὐτὸν (Καίσαρα) δεχομένων...). The first phase of the war 
ended with the defeat of Caesarʼs army in the battle of Dyrrhachium (2.61: γίγνεται δ’ αύτοῖς ἀγὼν 
εἷς μέγας ἐν ᾧ Πομπήιος τρέπεταί τε τοὺς Καίσαρος πάνυ λαμπρῶς καὶ ἐς τὸ στρατόπεδον ἐδίωκε 
φεύγοντας σημεῖά τε πολλὰ εἷλεν αύτῶν, καὶ τὸν αἰετόν, ὃ δὴ κυριώτατόν ἐστι Ῥωμαίοις, μόλις 
ἔφθασεν ὁ φέρων ὑπὲρ τὸ χαράκωμα τοῖς ἔνδον ῥῖψαι). 

During the military preparations for the battle of Pharsalos, both armies were reinforced, as Appian 
reveals, by auxiliaries from every part of the Greek world (2.70-71: Ἑλλήνων δ’ ἐπέλταζον αὐτῷ Δό-
λοπες, Ἀκαρνᾶνες, Αἰτωλοί. τοσοίσδε μὲν τῷ Καίσαρι συνεμάχουν, Πομπηίῳ δὲ πάντα τὰ ἑῶα ἔθνη 
κατὰ πλῆθος, οἱ μὲν ἐξ ἵππων, οἱ δὲ πεζοί, ἀπὸ μὲν Ἑλλάδος Λάκωνες ὑπὸ τοῖς ἰδίοις βασιλεῦσι τασ-
σόμενοι, καὶ ἡ ἄλλη Πελοπόννησος καὶ Βοιωτοὶ μετ’ αὐτῶν. ἐστράτευον δὲ καὶ Ἀθηναῖοι ... Θρᾶκές 
τε καὶ Ἑλλησπόντιοι καὶ Βιθυνοὶ καὶ Φρύγες καὶ Ἴωνες, Λυδοί τε καὶ Παμφύλιοι καὶ Πισίδαι καὶ 
Παφλαγόνες, καὶ Κιλικία καὶ Συρία καὶ Φοινίκη καὶ ... Κύπριοί τε καὶ Ῥόδιοι καὶ Κρῆτες σφενδονῆ-
ται καὶ ὅσοι ἄλλοι νησιῶται). 

In his Civil Wars, Julius Caesar makes brief references (3.34.2, 3.35.2) to his most important sup-
porters, Menedemos from Macedonia (libera), the supreme leader of the area, and Petraeus from 
Thessaly, who promised to assist him against Pompey (48 BC)69: ...in Macedoniam... cuius provin-
ciae ab ea parte, quae libera appellabatur, Menedemus, princeps earum regionum, missus legatus 

                                                           
68 Dow 1935, 81-90. 
69 Batstone-Damon 2006, 138. 
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omnium suorum excellens studium profitebatur... Petraeus, summae nobilitatis adulescens, suis ac 
suorum opibus Caesarem enixe iuvabat. 

Caesar’s victory in the battle of Pharsalus70 brought his rise to autocracy. His assassination in 44 BC 
triggered new political rivalries between the Caesarians and the so-called Liberatores. Driven by the 
new political instability, the Senate reluctantly assigned the administration of the province of Mac-
edonia to Marcus Antonius (3.61: ἐψηφίσατο δ’ Ἀντωνίῳ προσαγορεῦσαι Μακεδονίαν ἀντὶ τῆς 
Κελτικῆς ἔχειν), who entrusted it to his brother, Gaius. However, Brutus with the support of Cicero 
and by military force wrested the province from Gaius Antonius (3.79: Μακεδονίας δὲ πέρι Γάιος 
Ἀντώνιος, ὁ Ἀντωνίου Μάρκου ἀδελφός... καὶ τὸν Βροῦτον ἡσσώμενος ἐνήδρευσεν ... ἐπέτρεψε δὲ 
καὶ ὁ Γάιος ἑαυτὸν καὶ ἧν ἐν τιμῇ παρὰ Βρούτω...). To consolidate his own position, Brutus had to 
pursue and exterminate the strongest supporters of the Caesarians in the Eastern provinces from 
Macedonia to Syria. To this end he tried to gain absolute control over their financial resources and 
auxiliaries, as Appian concludes (4.1: ὅπως δὲ ἔδοσαν Κάσσιός τε καὶ Βροῦτος... καὶ γῆς ἐκράτουν 
ἀπὸ Συρίας ἐπὶ Μακεδονίαν ἁπάσης, καὶ στρατὸς ἧν αὐτοῖς πολύς, ἱππικός τε καὶ ναυτικὸς καὶ 
ὁπλιτῶν ὑπὲρ εἴκοσι τέλη, καὶ νῆες ὁμοῦ καὶ χρήματα...). 

In the course of the proscriptions of the Triumvirate Cicero was executed in 43 BC (4.20: ὁ δὲ Λαΐ-
νας, καὶ δίκην τινὰ διὰ τοῦ Κικέρωνός ποτε κατωρθωκώς, ἐκ τοῦ φορείου τὴν κεφαλὴν ἐπισπάσας 
ἀπέτεμνεν...ἀπέτεμε δὲ καὶ τὴν χεῖρα...). A few months later Brutus and Cassius met their rivals on 
the battlefield of Philippi. After their total defeat, Brutus appealed to his friend Straton from Epirus 
to execute him (Appian 4.131: ἐκάλει Στράτωνα τὸν Ἠπειρώτην, ὄντα φίλον ἑαυτῷ, καὶ ἐγχειρεῖν 
ἐκέλευε τῷ σώματι). 

The outcome of the naval victory of Actium in 31 BC made Octavian the indisputable founder of 
Pax Romana. Nevertheless, peace had not yet been established. 

Historical identity of Menedemos 

The identity of Menedemos Argeades still remains unclear. Caesar refers to Menedemos from Mac-
edonia libera (i. e. the western part)71 and Petraeos from Thessaly as his supporters before the battle 
of Pharsalos. According to Münzer, Menedemos from Macedonia, the supporter of Caesar, is the 
same person mentioned by Cicero three times in his correspondence with Atticus (15.2.2, 15.4.4, 
15.19.2) and once in the 13th Philippicus (13.33)72: de Menedemo probe... de Menedemo vellem ve-
rum fuisset, de regina velim verum sit...de Menedemo est ut scribis... Securi percussos Petraeum et 
Menedemum civitate donatos et hospites Caesaris laudastis. 

                                                           
70 The defeat of Gnaeus Pompeus was attributed by M. Annaeus Lucanus in his poem to Sextus’ defiance 

to consult the oracles of Delos, Delphi and Dodona before the battle (Pharsalia, 6.424-6: Impatiensque morae, 
venturisque omnibus aeger, Non tripodas Deli, non Pythia consulit antra, Nec quaesisse libet, primis quid 
frugibus altrix Aere Iovis Dodona sonet.). 

71 In a passage from Strabo, the geographical definition of Macedonia libera is clarified (8.326: καὶ δὴ καὶ 
τὰ περὶ Λύγκον καὶ Πελαγονίαν καὶ Ὀρεστιάδα καὶ Ἐλίμειαν τὴν ἄνω Μακεδονίαν ἐκάλουν, οἱ δʼ  ὕστερον 
καὶ ἐλευθέραν). It should be noted that the Argeades came from the same part of Macedonia, according to 
Appian (Συρ. 63: Ἄργος τὸ ἐν Ὀρεστείᾳ ὅθεν οἱ Ἀργεάδαι Μακεδόνες). 

72 RE XV, Menedemus, col. 787 - 8, n. 6 (F. Münzer). 
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Cicero is revealingly hostile to Menedemos. Menedemos was an intimate follower of Caesar (hospes 
Caesaris)73 and granted the privilege of Roman citizenship. Due to his political intimacy with the 
dictator, he faced the enmity of the anti-Caesarian coalition, which resulted in his execution togeth-
er with Petraios by Brutus in 44/43 BC. In the case of Petraios, numismatic evidence (Pl. 0.10) con-
firms his major political significance as strategos of the Thessalian League during the years 49/8-44 
BC74. 

The expression ‘princeps earum regionum’ (Macedonia) used by Caesar of Menedemos also indica-
tes a prestigious political personality, possibly even hinting at royal descent. Menedemos’ Macedo-
nian origin would not have been an obstacle for becoming a priest of the sanctuary of Dodona. A 
few years later Augustus assigned the supervision of the Actian games at Nicopolis to the Lacedae-
monians, as Strabo reports (7.7.6: ἀποδέδεικται δ’ ὁ ἀγὼν Ὀλύμπιος, τὰ Ἄκτια, ἱερὸς τοῦ Ἀκτίου 
Ἀπόλλωνος, τὴν δ’ ἐπιμὲλειαν ἔχουσιν αὐτοῦ Λακεδαιμόνιοι). 

The high esteem for royal descent further adds to this picture.75. Kings or notables of royal ancestry 
were already highly valued by Julius Caesar and later by his adopted son, Augustus; an Argead 
would have been a welcome ally.76 

Conclusions 

Numismatic parameters, including stylistic comparisons and metrological observations, suggest a 
date for these issues after the 2nd half of the 1st c. BC. The gradual decline of style is evident across 
all the types, which are products of clumsy and inaccurate work, typical of this period. 

This series of bronze coins minted in Dodona was a ʻdonationʼ of a prominent benefactor (εὐργέ-
της) from Macedonia. The promotion of the personality of Menedemos in his exceptionally large 
inscription, which monopolizes both sides of these coins reflects the values of this period (dictated 
by mos maiorum), when distinguished ancestry was the fundamental stepping-stone for political 
elevation. Epigraphic and literary testimonies indicate that this donor should be identified with a 
man prominent in the region in the same period. A man of action, he benefitted from his intimate 
political friendship with Julius Caesar (48 BC), a bond which cost him his life (44/43 BC). 

The production of these issues may be linked to the functions of the sanctuary, since festivities and 
games took place in Dodona. It seems that in addition to the summa honoraria he paid in order to 

                                                           
73 For the importance of hospitium as a medium of communication between the Roman and the Greek 

élites, Spawforth 2012, 53. For the beneficial friendship of Julius Ceasar, Quaß 1993, 143-145. 
74 Kramolisch, 1978, 115-117. For the date of Petraiosʼ  coin based on the hoard evidence of Aidona (Ka-

lambaka) in 1955, Franke 1957/60, 63, 66. 
75 From the first quarter of the 1st century BC, there are emissions of silver tetradrachms in Macedonia 

under the authority of the quaestor Aesilas with the bust of Alexander The Great as an obverse type, SNG 
Cop. 1330. Caesar was a great admirer of Alexander according to Plutarch (11.3: ...ἐν Ἰβηρία, σχολῆς οὔσης 
ἀναγινώσκοντά τι τῶν περὶ Ἀλεξάνδρου γεγραμμένων σφόδρα γενέσθαι πρὸς ἑαυτῷ πολὺν χρόνον, εἶτα καὶ 
δακρῦσαι: τῶν δὲ φίλων θαυμασάντων τὴν αἰτίαν εἰπεῖν ʻοὐ δοκεῖ ὑμῖν ἄξιον εἶναι λύπης, εἰ τηλικοῦτος μὲν 
ὢν Ἀλέξανδρος ἤδη τοσούτων ἐβασίλευεν, ἐμοὶ δὲ λαμπρὸν οὐδὲν οὔπω πέπρακται;ʼ). 

76 Suetonius, Julius Caesar 2: a quo ad accersendam classem in Bithyniam missus desedit apud Nicome-
den, non sine rumore prostatae regi rudicitiae... and 28: nec monire studio reges atque provincias per terra-
rum orbem adliciebat. For commentary on this matter at the time of Augustus, Spawforth 2012, 39. 
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become a priest, Menedemos also chose to cover some expenses through minting bronze issues for 
the sanctuary77. For this reason, the types of coins are mainly inspired by the ʻpanhellenicʼ cult of 
Zeus of Dodona and of Artemis, the latter being very popular in the province of Macedonia (inclu-
ding Epirus) from the middle of the 2nd century BC78. 

The cult of Diana became prominent in Roman monetary iconography during the 1st c. BC, reach-
ing the highest peak of popularity in the second half of the century,79 when silver denarii were mint-
ed under the caesarians C. Antius Restio and T. Carisius, and a series of commemorating aurei for 
the naval victories of Augustus in Naulochos and Actium. The adoption of a theme which would be 
readily recognised by the Romans, for a currency which corresponded with Roman coinage, is typi-
cal of this period of adjustment to Roman dominance. 
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Antik Sikkelerin Yorumlanmasını ve Tarihlenmesini Yeniden Ele Almak: 
Menedemos Argeades Adına Basılan Dodona Sikkeleri 

Özet 
Dodona’daki tapınakta ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ ΙΕΡΕΥΣ (RAHİP MENEDEMOS ARGEA-
DES) adına basılan bir dizi bronz sikke bulunmuştur. Bu önemli sikkelerin ikonografisi Zeus Dodo-
naios ve kartalı, Artemis ve onun sembolleri (ok ve sadak) gibi geleneksel Apeiros (Epirus) baskı 
tiplerini yansıtmaktadır. Bunları ilk çalışan bilim insanı Franke, sikkeler için tarihsel veriler doğrul-
tusunda İ. S. 168-148 arasını önermiştir. Bu makalede, stil, epigrafik ve metrolojik gözlemlerin an-
tik kaynaklarla karşılaştırılması neticesinde bu sikkeler için yeni bir kronoloji sunulmaktadır. Özel-
likle, bu baskıların stillerinin Geç Cumhuriyet Dönemi’nde basılan gümüş denarii tiplerine benze-
diği görülmektedir. Zeus Dodonaios büstü, Lucius Staius Murcus’un (İ. Ö. 42-41) ilgili Roma dena-
rius tiplerine ve Artemis’in saç tipi de Gaius Hosidius Geta’nın (İ. Ö. 68) ve temel olarak, Caesar’ın 
yandaşları olan Gaius Antius Restio’nun (İ. Ö. 47) ve Titus Carisius’un (İ. Ö. 46) gümüş sikkelerin-
de betimlenen Diana’nın saç tipine benzemektedir. Augustus Dönemi’nde Diana’nın bu saç tipi 
terkedilmiştir. 

Bu araştırma için kafa karıştırıcı bir durum, Dodona serisinin C tipi gibi, ağır bronz sikkelerin Yu-
nan baskılarına uygulanan sınıfsal sistemi ile ilgilidir. Burnett, Romalı subaylar Marcus Junius Bru-
tus, Marcus Antonius ve Gaius Octavius’a atfettiği bu uygulamanın dağılımını, İkinci İç Savaş süre-
cinde gözlemlemiştir. Bununla beraber, Kremydi-Sicilianou, Dion’un parasal üretimini inceleyerek, 
Roma kolonisi Colonia Felix Diensis’in kuruluşunun arkasındaki fikir babasının – bu kuruluş onun 
öldürülmesinden sonra gerçekleşmiş olsa bile – Julius Caesar olduğu sonucuna ulaşmıştır. Julius 
Caesar tarafından kurulan diğer bir koloni de yeni para sisteminin uygulandığı Colonia Iulia Felix 
Sinope idi. 

Dodona’daki bronz sikkelerde ethnikon görünmemesi Yunan nümizmatiğinde tekil bir durumdur. 
Franke, Argeades ismini Makedonya’nın kraliyet hanedanlığı ile ilişkilendirmektedir. Yazıtın yayılı-
mı, Büyük İskender ve ardıllarının dönemlerindeki Makedonya kralları tarafından basılan sikkeler 
üzerindekileri anımsatmaktadır. Menedemos Argeades’in gizemli kimliği, Caesar’ın İç Savaş kitabı-
nın ve Cicero’nun mektuplarının satırlarından ortaya çıkarılabilmektedir. İç Savaşlar’ın bir bölü-
münde Caesar, Macedonia libera princeps’i Menedemos’a kendi müttefiki olarak referans vermek-
tedir. Bununla beraber, Cicero Menedemos ve Petraios’un politik çatışmalardaki rollerine ilişkin 
çok önemli bir bilgi vermektedir. Onun anlatımına göre, her ikisi de Caesar’ın sadık yandaşları ol-
muşlardır ve Roma vatandaşlığı ile ödüllendirilmişlerdir. Caesar’ın otokrasisi esnasında Thessalia 
Birliği (strategos) Patraios adına gümüş ve bronz sikkeler basmış, Menedemos ise bu bronz sikkele-
rin baskılarının piyasa sürümü için Dodona Tapınağı’na para yardımında bulunmuştur. Kendisini 
gururla Zeus Dodonaios rahibi ve Argeades kraliyet soyuna ait göstererek döneminin anlayışını 
yansıtmaktadır. 

Onun politik etkinliği uzun sürmemiştir. Caesar’ın öldürülmesinden bir yıl sonra, Marcus Junius 
Brutus tarafından Petraios ile birlikte idam edilmiştir. 

Anahtar Sözcükler: Roma denarius stili; ağır bronz sikkeler; ethnikonsuzluk; Caesar; Menedemos 
Argeades; İç Savaşlar.  
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Reconsidering the Interpretation and Dating of Ancient Coins: 
the case of Bronze Coins from Dodona in the Name of Menedemos Argeades 

Abstract 
In the sanctuary of Dodona a series of bronze coins were minted in the name of ΜΕΝΕΔΗΜΟΣ 
ΑΡΓΕΑΔΗΣ ΙΕΡΕΥΣ (PRIEST MENEDEMOS ARGEADES). The iconography of this substantial 
coinage follows the traditional types struck by the Epirote mints, such as Dodonaios Zeus and his 
eagle, Artemis and her attributes (arrow and quiver). Franke, the first scholar who studied them, 
from historical events proposed a date in the period 168-148 B.C. 

In this paper a new chronological date for these coins is proposed, from style, epigraphic and the 
metrological observations, combined with the ancient sources. Specifically, the style of these issues 
echoes the types of silver denarii minted during the late republican period. The bust of Dodonaios 
Zeus bears a resemblance to the relevant type of Roman denarii of Lucius Staius Murcus (42-41 
B.C.) and the hairstyle of Artemis to Dianaʼs as the latter is depicted on the silver coins of Gaius 
Hosidius Geta (68 B.C.), and mainly of Caesar’s followers, Gaius Antius Restio (47 B.C.) and Titus 
Carisius (46 B.C). In the Augustan era, this hairstyle for Diana is abandoned. 

For research, a puzzling issue concerns the denominational system of the heavy bronze coins, 
which were applied to the Greek mints, as the type C of the series of Dodona. Burnett observed the 
distribution of this practice during the Second Civil War, which he attributed to the Roman officers 
of Marcus Junius Brutus, Marcus Antonius and Gaius Octavius. Nevertheless, Kremydi-Sicilianou 
concluded, by examining the monetary production of Dion, that Julius Caesar was the mastermind 
behind the foundation of the Roman colony (Colonia Felix Diensis), although it was established 
after his assassination. Another colony founded by Julius Caesar, was Colonia Iulia Felix Sinope, 
where this new monetary system was also applied. 

The omission of the ethnicon on Dodona’s bronze coins is unique in Greek numismatics. Franke 
first linked the name Argeades to the royal dynasty of Macedonia. The extent of the inscription is 
reminiscent of those on the coins of the Macedonian kings from the time of Alexander the Great 
and his successors. The mysterious identity of Menedemos Argeades seems to unfold through lines 
in Caesar’s Civil War and Ciceroʼs in correspondence. In a passage in the Civil Wars, Caesar made 
a reference to Menedemos, princeps of Macedonia libera, as an ally of his. However, Cicero provid-
ed crucial data related to Menedemos and Petraeosʼ activity in political strife. According to his nar-
ration, both became intimate followers of Caesar and both were granted the privilege of Roman 
citizenship. During Caesar’s autocracy, the Thessalian league minted silver and bronze coins in the 
name of (strategos) Petraeos, while Menedemos contributed financially to the sanctuary of Dodona 
for the emission of these bronze issues. He proudly presented himself as priest of Dodonaios Zeus 
and descent of the royal branch of Argeades reflecting the morale of his era. 

His political activity did not continue for long. A year after the brutal assassination of Caesar, he 
was executed together with Petraeos by Marcus Junius Brutus. 

Keywords: style of roman denarii; heavy bronze coins; omission of ethnicon; Caesar; Menedemos 
Argeades; Civil Wars.  
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