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Introduction to the coinage struck at Chios from the early 1st century AD to the end of
this coinage in the mid/late 3rd century AD.

The following is a survey of the series struck during the Roman Imperial period at Chios. In
this section I classify individual issues in series, propose dates, examine die links, and also
discuss other features of the issues. The great majority of the coinage bears denominational
values inscribed as part of the legend; the presentation and discussion of this feature has been
relegated to the chapter on the bronze denominations of Chios. The same also applies for the

new typological features appearing on these issues.
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IIL. 1. SERIES I Pls. XXX & XXXI (RPC I, 2412-9; moneyer's name-xI0x)

1. General aspects of issues with inscribed denominational values:

The earliest issues bearing an inscribed denominational value appear in this series,
marking an important development for the Chian mint. A wide range of denominations is
represented in issues of this series, employing different reverse types, which is something
unusual for the coinage of Chios. However, alongside these issues the mint also struck a few
in the traditional mould, lacking marked denominations and displaying the long established
local type of an amphora. Both types of issue are discussed by the authors of RPC 1, in the
section on Chios (pp. 409-411) and I deal below with all points raised in this publication.’’

Issues of Series I bearing values belong to six denominations in total and are signed by
three different moneyers. The lower value coinage is rated as multiples of the chalkous, and
struck on diameters of 18 mm and below (dichalkon and trichalkon). Larger denominations,
are valued in a new denomination, the assarion (1, 11/2, 3-assaria). The obol is the only large
denomination of the early Roman period to have retained its name from the Hellenistic period,
though in later issues, dating from the 2nd century AD and onwards, this denominational
value is inscribed in multiples of the assarion.

The trichalkon and obol denominations bear the legend sTE®ANH®OPOZ. It is not certain
if this stands for the name of the moneyer or records the fact that these issues were struck by
the magistrate who was holding the title of ‘stephanephoros’ (eponymous magistrate) at the
time.”?® As a name, STE®ANH®OPOE is absent from Chian inscriptions, an observation which

probably lends support to the latter theory, that the magistracy is intended.’”

27 Eor a discussion of general aspects of the denominations of Chian bronze coinage of the Roman period, see

the chapter on bronze denominations of the Roman period. .
78 Both possibilities were considered by Maurogordato, 1917, p. 24, and RPC, p. 411. My supervisor Mr Casey
has plausibly suggested to me that the non-appearance of anything else than names of individuals on all other
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The name of the moneyer @ayzroz, which is uncommon for Chios during this
period,”*° appears on the assarion of this series and also on a contemporary issue lacking a
denominational legend. Stylistic similarity suggests that a single individual was in charge of
both issues.”' Three coins are known of the issue without mark of value, struck at a diameter
of 18 mm and an average weight of 3.70g. The size and average weight of the issue is
identical to the trichalkon of sTE®ANH®OPOT showing that they are of the same denomination.
Since the trichalkon is identical in value to the hemiassarion (see below) we can assume that
this issue would have represented a half assarion (though lacking a denominational value).
However there is a discrepancy in the weight standard used for the hemiassarion and the
assarion. The average weight of the assarion bearing this moneyer’s name is on a different and
much heavier standard. This is explained by the fact the assarion is the only denomination in
the series to have been struck on a different standard to the rest of the issues, including its half
fraction.

Two multiples of the assarion are known, the 1 2 and 3 assaria, both bearing the
name of ANTioxor son of AmoaaoNiaHz. The appearance of a name in a coin legend
accompanied by a patronymic is quite exceptional at Chios and it is unclear why this
particular moneyer deviated from the norm.”””> The presence of the same name and
patronymic on both denominations shows that one individual signed these issues. On this

evidence I suggest that they would probably have been closely struck, even though this seems

issues seems to contradict the claim that ZTEGANH®OPOZ could be the title of a magistrate than just a name.
However in the following footnote I include epigraphic evidence which may favour the opposite theory.

7 See Sarikakis, Chian Prosopography, pp. 410-411, stating that the name appears in a single Chian inscription
though it is not certain if this represents the name or office of an individual.

730 The name is not found in any known Chian inscription before the mid 2nd century AD, Sarikakis, Chian
Prosopography, p. 443. .

31 Qee Maurogordato, 1917, p. 21; RPC [, p. 411. Both have classified together issues of different
denominations bearing this name and take it for granted that they were struck by the same moneyer.

732 A< | discuss below, a moneyer of a slightly later period TI. KA. TOPTIAZ also included his patronymic
(AQPO@EOX)in his name legend suggesting that this feature may have been briefly used on the coinage.
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to be contradicted by a slight stylistic difference in the depiction of the sphinx type on the two
issues. This is probably attributed to the work of two different engravers employed
concurrently by the mint.”*> The multiple denominations of the assarion were struck regularly

in later series suggesting that we possess with Series I almost the full range of denominations
larger than the assarion struck at Chios.

The smallest value recorded in a legend is that of the dichalkon since no issue is
known marked as a chalkous. The latter denomination appears to have been struck in the
group of issues lacking marked values, which also includes coins of very small module (see
below). In the past the dichalkon issue of this series was unknown -and therefore not included
in the discussion of RPC- but a unique and unpublished coin of this denomination in the
Athens Numismatic Museum almost certainly formed part of the series currently discussed.
Unfortunately the moneyer’s name on this coin is too worn to be discernible, but the coin’s
types are stylistically identical with those of the 3-assaria of this series with ANTIOXOZ

ATIOAAQNIAOY suggesting that this moneyer may also have been in charge of the dichalkon.”™*

The diameter and weight of the dichalkon and trichalkon coins agree well with those of Chian
issues from the Hellenistic period that are considered in this study as being of the same values.
Almost certainly they would also have been struck on a common standard.

All issues of Series I are known from a small number of specimens. The assarion is the
most common with five coins recorded in total (three are illustrated, figs. 6-7 & 13) the
trichalkon follows with four (illustrated, figs. 8-11), and the 3-assaria with three coins (two

are illustrated, figs. 1-2). There are two extant coins each for the obol (one is illustrated, fig.

7** The sphinx on the 3-assaria shows the wing in the curved style and resembling a wave, while the type on the

1 1/2-assarion shows the wing in the form of straight lines.
73 Compare the dichalkon, illustrated PL. XXX, fig. 12, with coins of the 3-assaria denomination illustrated figs.

1-2. The style of both the sphinx and the amphora types are clearly identical
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3), and the 1 % assarion (illustrated, figs. 4-5) and a single dichalkon (illustrated, fig. 12),”*°
Confirmation of the small number of coins originally produced for this series is provided from
die studies of the known coins. The 3, 11/2-assaria and obol denominations were struck from
a single obverse die and a maximum of two reverse dies each.”?® The other denominations
were struck from a higher number of dies. Two obverse and two reverse dies were counted for
the assarion and two obverse dies and three reverse dies for the trichalkon.””” It is clear that
the coinage struck for this series would have been small with only possibly the assarion and

the trichalkon more common.

2. Links between issues of Series I: The appearance of different names on the issues,

suggests that they were struck at intervals, forming separate groups signed by different
moneyers. This is supported, to a degree, by the fact that the names of certain moneyers
appear on specific types of coinage; for example, sTE@ANH®OPOx only seems to have struck
denominations bearing Greek names, while issues named after denominations of the Roman
system either bear the name of ANTIOXOX ATMIOAAQNIAOY or ®AYZTOZ. The obvious implication
from this observation is that the moneyers may have been striking issues in different systems,
and therefore not together.

The use of different letter forms in the legends may also suggest that the issues were
probably not struck together. The Greek letter form = was used exclusively in the legends of

issues signed by =TE®ANH®OPO:, While ANTIOXOE ATOAAQNIAOY used this letter form but also

735 Indicative of the rarity of this series is the fact that this study has only added three further coins to those
already recorded in RPC. These consist of the unique dichalkon issue referred to above, the assarion of
HAYETOZ in the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, and a coin of 1 ; assarion of ANTIOXOZ A[TOAAQNIAOY in the
coin collection of the Koraes library at Chios.

36 The 3-assaria issue was struck with two reverse dies (see coins fig. 1 and fig. 2). Two reverse dies were also
used for the 1 ¥4 assarion (dies illustrated in fig. 4 and fig. 5), while only one reverse die is known for the obol.
737 Assarion: obverse die 1 is illustrated in fig. 6 and obverse die 2 in figs. 7&13; reverse die 1 is illustrated in
figs. 6 &13 and reverse die 2 in fig. 7. Trichalkon: obverse die 1 is illustrated in figs. 8, 10-11, and obverse die 2
in fig. 9; reverse die 1 is illustrated in fig. 8, reverse die 2 in figs 9-10 and reverse die 3 in fig. 11.
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the lunate form of C in the same legends. However it should be noted that these different letter
forms cannot determine the chronological succession of the issues, let alone date them. As we
saw above, Chian coin legends and inscriptions of the late Republic and early Empire make
use of either form for the letter sigma and this cannot be treated as evidence on the relative

sequence of the issues.

The use of what looks like a Latin letter form in the legends of issues signed by
ANTIOXOE ATIOAAQNIAOY, Who struck exclusively denominations bearing a Roman name, seems
to be coincidental and not further evidence of the gradual romanization of the Chian coinage;
issues of the other 'Roman' denomination, the assarion, only depict the ‘Greek’ letter form in
their legends.

The appearance of different moneyers names and values on these issues suggests that
they were probably not struck together; however other aspects of the coinage, such as style
and metrology, show that the interval -if indeed there was one- between the different issues
could not have been long. First of all, a common style can be detected for types of issues
signed by different moneyers, with the notable exception of the assarion.””® The sphinx on the
trichalkon and obol (both with zTE®ANH®OPOE) is of an identical type with that depicted on the
1 Y assarion issue(with ANTIOXOZ AMIOAAQNIAOY).”” In contrast to this, the sphinx present on
the 3-assaria (with ANTIOXOZ AMOAAQNIAOY) and the dichalkon (unknown moneyer, possibly
ANTIOXOS ATIOAAQNIAOY) is of a different type. Types signed by ANTIOXOZ AMOAQNIAOY seem tO
bridge stylistically the issues from this series. The assarion (with ®#AyzTOz) shows a sphinx of
its own distinctive style and clearly the work of a different die engraver and far more

competent than the others who produced dies for the rest of the series.. The wing of the sphinx

38 RPC I, p. 410; this is also claimed by Maurogordato, 1918, p. 7, noting that the assarion is of a different style

to the rest of the coins in the series. |
739 Compare the types of the obol (fig. 3) and the trichalkon (figs. 8-11) with the types of the 1 ¥ assarion (figs.

4-5). The sphinx types are particularly close, the shape of the body and the wing, suggesting probably that they
represent the work of a single die engraver.



is of the old-fashioned curved style, present also on the 3-assaria and the dichalkon, but this is
the only stylistic link between these issues and the assarion.

The standard used for these issues is another aspect suggesting that they were not
struck long apart. The authors of RPC have established that coins of sTE®ANH®OPO: and
ANTIOXOZ AMOAAQNIAOY agree well with each other in size and weight, irrespective of the fact
that issues signed by these moneyers seem to belong to two different systems -Greek and
‘Roman’(RPC I, p. 410).”*® Though this falls short of proving that the different issues were
struck together it does show that the issues were probably circulating during the same period
since they formed part of the same standard and it is likely that they may be near
contemporary. As I discuss below (pp. 546-56) later series of the Chian mint consisting of
issues that share a uniform style and are securely dated to the same period, on the whole are
composed of denominations on a common standard. This shows that both ‘Greek’ and
‘Roman’ denominations at Chios may have been coexisting within a single system ever since
the introduction of denominational marks on the local coinage.

The issues of this series are the first to introduce on a permanent basis new types for
the reverse of the Chian coinage which was previously monopolized by the amphora. Most of
the known coins are in a worn condition and it is hard to distinguish certain details of their
types. However there are typological features that appear to have been used in common for
issues of different moneyers of this series. For example the lotus flower seems to have been
widely used as a symbol in issues of this series, appearing under the uplifted paw of the
sphinx on the 3-assaria (fig. 2) and the dichalkon (fig. 12). On a trichalkon (fig. 11) it is clear
that the sphinx is holding in its paw a lotus flower. The same symbol appears frequently on

issues of the early Imperial period, in issues of Series 24 and on Chian cistophoric drachms. It

740 A | discuss in the chapter on denominations, though the two systems were different their denominations were
interchangeable since 2-assaria in the Roman system was equal in value to the obol of the Greek system.
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is not clear if the lotus represents a moneyer’s symbol or merely an iconographic attribute of
the sphinx.”*' However it appears to have been used over a short period of time during the
Hellenistic period. A mint mark found commonly in the reverse type of issues of this series is
the bunch of grapes, featured on the 3-assaria, the obol, the 1 % assarion, and a few issues,
though not all, of the trichalkon.”** This bunch of grapes symbol lacks the branch on its top -
always present on the symbol on the Chian coinage- and the same symbol also appears in a
countermark found on a few coins from this series (see below). The appearance of common
symbols on issues of different denominations provides us with a chronological link between

them.

3. General aspects of issues of Series I lacking denominational values:

A group of issues with no denominational values share certain features with the
earliest issues bearing denominational legends, and on this ground have been classified in the
same series.”” Both types of issue are likely to belong to the same period (see below) and
since the ones lacking a marked denomination are easier to date with some accuracy, they
provide us with strong evidence on the approximate date of the introduction of inscribed
denominational legends on the Chian issues. This has led me to discuss these issues here
before considering a date for the introduction of marked values on the coinage.

This group consists of four different issues with the majority of all known coins struck
on a diameter of 17-18 mm and belonging almost certainly to a single denomination. The

study has also recorded some very rare fractions, of smaller module, most of which were

71 The lotus flower had already appeared in the front paw of the sphinx on a few issues of the Classjcal period,
see Maurogordato, 1915. p. 5. Loutrari, Chian Sphinx, pp. 311-3 12, discussgs the appearance of this symbol next
to paintings of sphinxes on vases of the Archaic period, and suggests that during thl.S period the lotus flower may
be considered an atribute of the sphinx. In the chapter on typology, | discuss a possible use of the lotus flower -a
symbol from Egypt- as a reference to Egypt as the place of origin of the sphinx.

732 Eor an issue of the trichalkon bearing this mint symbol, see the coin illustrated in fig. 11.

743 Eor these issues see, Maurogordato, 1917, p. 226 & pp. 228-229; RPC I, pp. 410411, nos. 2418, 2423-4.
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previously unknown. Issues in this group struck on the large module are signed with one of
the following names: ATMENOZ, TI KA TOPTIAZ AQPOGEOY O ®AYETOZ; exceptionally an issue
bears the names of a pair of moneyers, 1EPONYMOE and Amoaaanios.”** Coins of this
denomination may have been valued as trichalkoi, since they are of the same size as coins
marked with this denominational legend, even though only the average weight of coins signed
by ®AyzTOZ is identical to that of the trichalkon (the others have average weights that are
slightly lighter in weight).

Two fractional denominations have been recorded -signed either by AzMENOZ or TI KA
TOPTIAZ AQPO®EOY- measuring in diameter 14 and 12 mm respectively. None of these were
included in the relevant discussion of RPC I, and Maurogordato included a single issue in his
study.745 Coins that are smaller to the trichalkon, probably dichalkoi, bear the names of
azMEeNos (Pl. XXXI, fig. 10) or TI KA ropriaz agpoekoy (fig. 21).”* The types, appropriate to
each moneyer, are identical to issues of the trichalkon but are struck on markedly smaller flans
and at lower weights. In fact the module and standard of these unmarked issues are identical
to that of the unique (marked) dichalkon coin of the same series. This suggests that the coins
lacking a value would also be dichalkoi. The name of AzMENO: also appears on an issue
known from two coins of 12 mm in diameter and an average weight of c. 0.80g (figs. 11-12).
The coins bear a cantharos instead of the amphora type and would almost certainly represent

an issue of the chalkous. This denomination is missing from the marked denominations and its

744 1t is clear from the illustrations of the coins that both names are in the nominative and represent two different
individuals striking coinage together. BMC, p. 339, and Maurogordato, 1917, p. 226, have wrongly recorded one
of the names in the genitive (AMTOAAQNIOY) and considered this to be the patronymic of the first moneyer
(IEPONYMOX). This is not merely a typological aspect for the fact we have an issue signed by two 1r)stead of one
moneyer, as | discuss below, bears significance on its proposed date of issue and also the authority in charge of

the mint at Chios at the time. |
745 Maurogordato, 1917, p. 228, type 91. has the chalkous signed by AZMENOZ (discussed below).

740 Two coins of the latter issue are known, one in the B.N. the other in the Kinns collection. The moneyer’s
name on the coin in the B.N. was wrongly reconstructed by Blastos, 1840, p. 121, as MTPO§[0O0Z]
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extreme rarity even as an unmarked issue seems odd. However we have seen throughout this
study that the chalkous denomination was rarely issued by Chios.

Large numbers of coins were struck for the AzMENOZ and TI KA TOPriAZ AQPOGEOY
trichalkon issues, quite unlike the sparse coinage with marked denominational values. It is not
clear why Chios would have struck issues with no marked values at a time when it had already
introduced denominational legends on its coinage (see the discussion below on the proposed
date of these issues). Many of these coins have been found abroad though it is not likely that
the mint would have struck this base metal coinage primarily for use outside Chios.

[ have also classified in the group of issues of unmarked values the earliest issue of
Chios struck in honour of Homer (Homereion). This issue was known in the past from a
single worn specimen in the Berlin Cabinet with most details barely visible, making it
impossible to identify its types securely. However the recent discovery of an almost
uncirculated specimen has opened the way for a study of this issue revealing a link with
Rornan Series I and helped pushed back the proposed dating of the introduction of the
Homereion issues by several decades.

The coins show a figure of Homer, seated on an elaborate chair, holding an open
scroll. The sphinx on the reverse lifts one of its front paws over what is likely to be a
sacrificial fire. Stylistically the obverse type of the issue with Homer is identical to that of the
issue with T1 kA Topriaz and probably produced by the same die engraver. This seems to be
confirmation that the earliest issues with Homer (at Chios) were struck during the early/mid

1st century AD alongside issues of Roman Series I (see below for the proposed date of this

series).
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4. Proposed dating for issues lacking an inscribed denominational value:

Issues signed by anoaaanios and IEPONYMOZ are stylistically and typologically identical
to the two drachm issues signed by EYAHMOz-aAlOrENHE (With the reverse legends of *zEBAzTOY’
or ‘<I>1AonATP1>:’).747 These bronze issues and drachms show, unusually for the Chian coinage,
the names of two moneyers instead of one, in the legends of the issue. This seems to have
been a widespread practice for mints of Roman colonies in the East, though scarce for Greek
mints, and probably shows Roman influence at Chios.”*® The Chians may have adopted it
through their contacts with Roman colonies or less likely by other cities in Greece where this
practice was also followed.” However this practice was of short duration, since it is
restricted to the two pairs of moneyers discussed above. It is discussed that the issues were
contemporary, a suggestion reinforced by consideration of the types of the issues. The bronze
issue shares typological features with the drachms, such as variation in the position of the
moneyer’s names on coins of the same issue,750 and the unusual positioning of the ethnic on
all issues of 1IEPONYMOz-ANoAAQNIOE and the drachm of alorENHE-EYAHMOE co-striking with

oiaonaTpiz. The ethnic is divided in two syllables x1-oz, the first one appearing in the field to

the right of the amphora and the second to its left.

a Spartan name, suggesting that this moneyer (or his family) originally came from Laconia. In fact the legend
should read [TI. KA. TOPTIAZ AJQPOS{EOL] -

™ Compare in particular PL. XXVII, no. 2, drachm with Pl. XXXI, no. 15, bronze issue. . . '
748 See RPC I, p. 4, for Roman colonies in the East issuing coinage during the late Repubhc/egrly Imperial period
signed by two moneyers concurrently e.g. Corinth, Dyme, Dium, and other. The names appearing on these
coinages belonged to the duoviri quiquennales, the chief magistrates of the city that were elected annually.. See
also the chapter on typology where | discuss the authority at Chios that may haye been in c_harge of the coinage.
In the chapter on the economy I discuss evidence of economic tie§ between Chl_os and Corinth aﬁfar 44 BC.

79 Smyrna is another Greek provincial mint where coinage was signed by a pair of moneyers during the reign of

Augustus; as with Chios both names are in the nominative, see RPC /[, p. 418
750 The name ATTOAAQNIOX appears in the field to the 1. of the amphora and that of IEPONYMOZ to the r. on the

bronze issues, illustrated in figs. 13-14; for the names depicted in the opposite place see figs. 15-16. On the
drachms, the name of EYAHMOZ in the field to the 1. of the amphora and that of AIOTENHZ to the r. on drachms

see figs. 5-7; for the names in the opposite places see figs. 1-4.
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This established link with the drachms suggests a date for the bronze signed by

IEPONYMOZ-ATIOAAQNIOZ during the 20s or 10s BC in line with the proposed period of issue for

the drachms (see above).

Maurogordato observed that issues of TI. KA. TOPTIAT AQPOGEOY and AZMENOE show a
close stylistic similarity with drachms in the name of BAZIAEQE ANTIOXOY and would probably
have been contemporary (Maurogordato, 1917, pp. 212-213). This observation seems correct
as a comparison of the types of issues illustrated in this study shows.””! Since Maurogordato
had already dated the drachms of Antiochus in the reign of Augustus he considered that the
same period also saw the issue of the coinage signed by TI. KA. ropriaz and AxzMENOz. However
as we have already seen, the drachms of Antiochus are more likely to belong to the reign
Nero, or slightly earlier, -and not that of Augustus- and this would also apply for the issues
signed by TL KA. TOPTIAL AQPoeEOY and AzMENO:. Furthermore, the authors of RPC I have
plausibly suggested (p. 409) that the name TI. KA. TOPTIAZ AQPOOEOY is more likely to be after
the mid 1st century AD, on account of its form.”>? On this evidence it would seem that the
bulk of unmarked issues of Roman Series I belong in the general period covering the reigns of

Claudius and Nero (41-68 AD).

751 [ssues of TI KA TOPTIAE AQPOGEOY, illustrated Pl. XXXI, figs. 17-21, are stylistically similar with drachms
of Antiochus with the name of ®HZINOZ] in the exergue, illustrated in Pl. XXVII, figs. 9-13; compare for
example the obverse type of P1. XXXI, fig. 18, with that of PL. XXVII, fig. 13, and the reverse of P1. XXXI. fig.
20 with the reverse of Pl. XXVII, fig. 11. The style of these dies are identical and seem to hav<? been engraved by
the same artist. Types of the AZMENOZ issue, illustrated in P1. XXXI, fig. 1-12 are identical with the drachm of
Antiochus with the name of MINY[KIOZ] in the exergue, illustrated in PI. XXVII, fig. 14. The latter also share the
same letter forms C and € and it would seem that they are not only contemporary but may have been produced
ie engraver .
?5}2/ tll\]/faza:?geo(ridato,% 917, p. 212, assumed that that the issue was of thg Augustan period. and that thfe ('?hngn
moneyer was granted Roman citizenship by Tiberius in 20 BC at the time of the‘Armeman wa.r.. This I.S highly
unlikely. Sarikakis, 1970, p. 183-184, states that the individual.would }}ave received Roman citizenship from
cither the emperors Claudius, Nero, or even Tiberius prior to his adoption by Augustus in 2 BC when he was

named Tiberius Claudius Nero.
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S. Links between issues of Series I with or without denominational values:

The issue signed by 1IEPONYMO= and amoaaQNioz offers us the earliest evidence for the
introduction of denominational values on the Chian coinage. A coin from this issue was
clearly used as a flan for striking a trichalkon signed by zTEe@ANH®OPOz.”> This overstrike
shows that the trichalkon was struck some time after the IEPONYMOZ-ATIOAAQNIOZ issue and
since the latter probably dates from the late 1st century BC the trichalkon may date late in the
reign of Augustus or that of Tiberius (early 1st century AD).

As I discuss, both denominations signed by #ayztos are likely to have been struck by
the same individual and would thus be contemporary. Other issues with marked
denominations are linked to those without a denomination through the use of characteristic
letter forms. Issues of ATIOAAQNIOZ-IEPONYMOE and TI KA TOPFIAZ AQPOGEOY use a combination
of forms for the letter sigma, the lunate form c alongside the Greek x. An unusual form of A
with a large dot in the place of the middle bar is found on the 1 }2 assarion, and also on all
extant coins signed by AzMENOE and some issues of the assarion.””* Another feature linking
marked and unmarked denominations is a typological development of the sphinx wing
appearing on these issues. This consists of a number of dots at the point where the wing of the
sphinx is attached to its body. The feature is absent from earlier issues, including that of

Anioasanios and IEPONYMOZ, but appears on all other issues of this series -irrespective if they

753 The coin belongs to the coin collection of the B.M. (see coin catalogue for references) and is illustrat.e_d in fig.
9. The undertype on the reverse clearly reads IEP. above the cantharos and QNIO below, at the same posmons
where the names of the moneyers appear on some of the coins of [EPONYMOZ - ATIOAAQN 10x. What is
particularly interesting is the fact that this issue weighs almost a gram heavier than the average we.ight gf the
trichalkon showing that an exceptionally heavy coin of the issue was used for the overstriking. This in its turn
implies that attention was given to the weight of the coin to be restruck. .

754 RPC, p. 410, only records the broken middle on A for the TI KA FOPTIAZ ‘AQI?OG)EOY issues (on the
appearance of this letter form on earlier drachms of PABIPIOZ, see the discussion in the chapter on typology). The
letter form A with a dot in the middle is found on a coin of ANTIOXOE ATIOAAQNIAOY (fig. 4), of AZMENOZX

(figs. 3-4) and one of the reverse dies of the ®AYZTOZ assarion (fig. 6).
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have marked denominations or not, suggesting that issues sharing this feature may belong to
the same general period.”’

A further strong chronological link between marked and unmarked issues is found in a
countermark of the Chian mint applied to an issue with denomination and also to a number
without. The countermark shows a distinctive bunch of grapes and is found on a coin of the
assarion, the unique drachm of Antiochus signed by MiNYkI03), at least two coins (trichalkoi)
of TI KA. TOPTIAZ AQPO®EOY, and several (trichalkoi) of AxzMENOs.”*® All of these countermarked
coins show signs of brief circulation and also display the countermark in the same position, on
the upper half of the amphora type. These features strongly suggest that coins of different
issues were probably countermarked at the same time and were in circulation together.

Maurogordato (1918, p. 22) noted that the bunch of grapes used as countermark is
identical to the mint symbol appearing on the reverse of issues of ANTIOXOZ AMTOAAQNIAOY and
STE®ANH®OPO:. ' This seems to provide a link between issues which are countermarked and
those with the same symbol as an integral element of the design. Furthermore, none of the
countermarked issues use the bunch of grapes as a mint symbol, suggesting that the

countermark could have represented a retarrifing of the countermarked issues in relation to the

coinage incorporating this symbol in their types.”®

™5 This detail is clearly visible on an enlarged photograph of the obverse of a coin of this series, fig. 24. In the
chapter on typology I discuss this feature and suggest foreign sources that may have led to its adoption at Chios.
58 The countermark is discussed in Maurogordato, 1918, p. 22; Howgego, 1985, no. 413; RPC I, pp. 409-411.
Maurogordato had no knowledge that it was also applied on coins with no marked denominations. RPC and .
Howgego also include the countermarked coins of TI. KA. TOPTIAZ AQPO®EOY. For coins of AZMENOZ bearing
the countermark, illustrated in this study, see figs. 7-8. A smaller countermark of the same type and in the same
position as the other coins was also used on a coin of ZQITPATOZ of Series 24 generally dated in the late 1-st BC
(see the discussion in the relevant chapter). This issue belongs to an earlier period than the countem\ar.ked issues
of Roman Series I, something also indicated from the fact that it was a long time in circulation before it was
countermarked (and in contrast to the slight wear of coins of Roman Series | bearing the same cou.nterrr.lark).

*7 This bunch of grapes symbol is unusual in that it shows no branch on its top -in its place there is a vine shoot-
as was standard for this symbol on all earlier Chian coinage. .

8 This theory was first considered by Maurogordato, ibid. However he had dated the issues bearing the
countermark before those bearing the mint symbol, and states that the countermark was used as a mark of ‘
revaluation for the coinage in circulation, vis a vis issues that he thought that were struck afterwards and l?earmg
the countermark as a mint symbol. This as I demonstrated is wrong chronologically. We should also consnd’er thi.it
the coins bearing the countermark are invariably in a good state of preservation, in contrast to this issues with this
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6. Proposed absolute dating for the introduction of Chian coinage with inscribed

denominational legends:

The introduction of marked denominations was dated by Maurogordato on the limited
evidence that was available to him. As we saw he plausibly linked these issues to others
lacking marked denominations and also drachms of king Antiochus. Since he had placed the
latter issues in the reign of Augustus (1917, p. 253) he considered that issues of this series
with or without marked denominations would also date during the same reign. This in its turn
led him to claim that the monetary reform at Chios, with the adoption of large bronze
denominations, was modeled on the reforms of the Roman aes coinage by Augustus in 20-10
BC; on this topic see the discussion in the chapter on bronze denominations (pp. 524-30).

As we saw, the date Maurogordato proposed for the issues with no marked
denominations is too early, and two of these, signed by TI KA rOPriAz AQPOGEOY and AZMENOZ,
cannot be earlier than the mid 1st century AD. In the previous section I presented evidence
showing that the assarion of ®ayzToz is likely to be contemporary with the above issues and
therefore probably struck during the mid 1st century AD, or shortly after.””’

Interestingly this proposed date for the assarion seems to agree well with that of issues
of the same denomination and standard struck by cities in the province of Achaea. During the
reigns of Claudius and Nero the mints of Nikopolis, Sparta, Patras and Philippi (Macedonia)
struck issues of the assarion on a heavier weight and larger diameter, than previously. The
standard of these assaria seems to have been copying that of the contemporary Roman as.

Furthermore these particular provincial issues were struck in copper, another feature likely to

mint symbol which are invariably in a worn condition, suggesting that they would not haye been long in ‘
circulation before and after they were countermarked, thus offering further evidence against Maurogordato’s

theory. ‘ '
759 Trl>1lis date for the ®AYZTOS assarion is also proposed by the authors of RPC /, in p. 409, the section

discussing issues of Chios. However in p. 375, where they generally discuss denominations of the province of
Asia, they quote the date proposed by Maurogordato for the assarion in the early reign of Augustus, and compare
its standard to that of issues of other provincial mints dating to this period.
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have been copied from official Roman coinage, since the as was struck in this metal which
was a rarity for Eastern provincial mints.”®°
The assarion of @AysTOx agrees well with the standard of the above single assarion

issues,’®!

and nearly all coins show a brownish surface, indicative of a copper content. The
standard used for the issue is also different from that of the other Chian denominations, even
in later series. It may therefore represent an exceptional issue or a short lived attempt to
change the standard, possibly adjusting it to the contemporary withficial Roman coinage.’®
The oAyzTOz assarion may have been struck within the same context as similar issues in the
province of Achaea, not only suggesting that this Chian issue probably belongs to the same
period, the mid 1st century AD, but also the possibility that this ‘Roman’ issue may reflect a
common monetary policy adopted by a number of Greek cities including Chios.”®

In the chapter discussing the bronze denominations I present further aspects of the
coinage suggesting a likely period for the introduction of marked denominations on the
coinage of Chios. The main points include the fact that the first issues bearing marked values
were almost certainly based on the standard of the hemiobol of Series 23, probably issued
during the early reign of Augustus. It is likely that this issue may have been circulating some

time prior to the introduction of issues bearing denominational values. Secondly issues of the

larger denominations, e.g. 3-assaria and the obol, may be linked with the cessation of local

%0 rPC 1, p. 35. Nikopolis, no. 1371; Sparta, no. 1155; Patras, nos. 1253, 1256-82; Philippi, no. l6§7. RPC 1, p.
375, also associated the standard of the Chian assarion issue with other similar ones but from an earlier period.
" RPC I, ibid; see the discussion in the outline of the coinage. . ' o

62 RPC I, pp. 246-247, suggests that the standard of these particular one assarion Eastern issues was similar to
that used at the time by the official Roman mint and could have been struck to be exchanged for asses of the
Roman official coinage.

78 1t is likely that sor%le of these assarion issues were instigated by Nero’s visit to Achaea in 64-65 AD. The '
authors of RPC /n p. 21, discuss the effects of his visit on the local coinage. Nero had a large ent?urage \fwth him
and these issues may have been struck to exchange with small coinage carried to Gregce by Nero’s courtiers. For
a similar and contemporary case of a local Eastern coinage issued to be. excl?ange-d Wlth.Ro’man base metal
currency, see Cappadocia where some local drachms have their values inscribed in 'lFallan asses (RPC,
Cappadocia, Caesarea, nos 3635-3636, 3543). This coinage_ was used by Rom?p armies participating in Eastern
campaigns against Parthia and the coin legend implies that it was struck to facilitate the exchange between

official Roman and local currencies.

406



silver coinage of Chios and adoption of the denarius in its place. The Chian issues were
already struck during the reign of Caligula when the denarius was already established as the
only silver issue at Chios. The evidence suggests that both these events probably occurred
during the early part of the 1st century AD since the contents of an official decree make it
clear that by the reign of Caligula the denarius was already used in official transactions at
Chios (for this inscription see the chapter on the economy, p. 669). Many cities in Asia Minor
introduced large denominations from the middle of the 1st century AD and it is likely that this

was done to replace the low valued silver denominations that were no longer struck (RPC, p.
375).7%

The evidence presented so far suggests that ®aAyzToz may have issued coinage some
time later than the other moneyers in the same series with marked denominations. Issues of
STESANHOOPOX and ANTIOXOZ AIIOAAQNIAOY, probably date earlier, possibly during the reign of
Tiberius. However all these issues were probably in circulation during the middle of the 1st
century AD, which would account for the countermarking of some issues with a symbol

identical to that appearing on types of the above moneyers.

7. Chian countermarks on foreign issues: Two non-Chian coins dating to the Julio-Claudian

period bear a countermark depicting a sphinx which is likely to have been applied at Chios for
local circulation. The first coin is chipped and measures 24 mm in diameter and weighs
13.54g (Howgego, 1985, no. 315). The sphinx type on the countermark is very similar in style
to the one depicted on issues of TI KA. TOPTIAZ AQPO®EOY (Howgego. 1985). This seems to
indicate that the countermarking of the foreign coin and the striking of this Chian issue may

not have been far apart in time. Almost certainly the coin was chipped at the time of the

764 Note that many cities started issuing large bronze coinage in the reign of Nero though others during the reign
of Claudius or even Caligula. Chios seems to have been one of the earliest mints in the region to have done so.
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countermarking to achieve the desired weight and this would agree with the average weight of
the obol denomination of Series 1 (¢ 12.00g). The size of the coin is also similar to the obol,
though it seems that the weight of the coin also played a role in the choice of
denomination.”®® The issue with the countermarked coin probably belongs to one of the Julio-
Claudian emperors, but the coin is too worn to be identified with any degree of certainty.’®

The second coin bearing a sphinx countermark is a bronze coin of the Galatian league
of the reign of Nero (RPC I, ‘Galatia’, no. 3562, p. 547).”®" The portrait of Poppaea on the
reverse of this coin dates this coin in the closing years of this reign.”®® The sphinx of this
countermark is different to the type of the other countermark (see fig. B). It bears a general
resemblance to the sphinx used on the 1 % assarion of ANTIOX0x AnoAAQNIAOY and all issues of
sTE®ANHOOPOZ. The weight of this coin is 13.13g, and it therefore seems to be another coin
countermarked to circulate at Chios as an obol.

Considering the small number of coins of the larger denominations and the fact that all
of them show signs of long circulation it would seem that the scarcity of this coinage may
have caused the mint to recirculate foreign coins bearing Chian countermarks. This suggests a
period of difficulty on the part of the mint in producing new dies. Although both coins are on

the same weight as the Chian obol the mint does not seem to have taken any measures to make

765 Although Greek bronze coinage of the Roman Imperial period continued to be token, it would seem th.at the
weight of the coin was also considered important. Kroll, Athens Agora XXVI, records Athenian brqnze coins of
the Roman period cut in half that circulated locally for half their original value; the same also apphes for Sardeis
during the Augustan period where some of the local coins found during the excavation were c1.1t in balﬁ see T.. V.
Buttrey, Ann Johnston, Keneth M. Mackenzie & Michael L. Bates, Greek, Roman, an_d Islam.lc Cgms found in
Sardis, London, 1981. A coin of Patras found at Emporio at Chios was cut in half during ancient times, see
Excavations in Chios 1952-5. Byzantine Emporio, by M. Ballance et al.. ABSA, Supplement Vol. XX, 1989, p.

139-140, C3, dating in the st century AD. . o
766 Lrom the illustration published by Howgego it would seem that the coin bears the bust of an emperor similar

to Nero” . . .
77 The coin is owned by Baldwin’s, the London coin dealers, and | would like to thank Mr T. Curtis, the director

of the Greek section of Baldwins, for allowing me to study the coin and for providing me with a photograph of

the countermark which is included in this study.
768 poppaea was Nero's wife in the brief space of 64-65 AD
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this clear with legends on the countermarks.”®” It may be that the size and weights of the coins
were deemed sufficient to distinguish the denomination of the coins while in circulation.

There is no known evidence if the countermarking at Chios extended to include other

denominations.
The excellent state of preservation of the second coin shows that the countermarking
must have taken place at the end of the reign of Nero, or early in the reign of Vespasian.770

The countermarking of the coin from Galatia constitutes strong evidence that Chios had

already introduced coinage of large denominations by the end of the reign of Nero.

6 Howego suggests that the letters XI-OZ are visible next to the sphinx in the first countc?rmark. On the second
coin | can make out some faint traces of lettering above the sphinx in the countermark which could also stand for

X1-0OZ but certainly not OBOAOZ. . N
70 Chronologically the countermarking is likely to belong to the period of the Civil wars of 68-9 and we cannot

preclude the possibility that these Chian countermarks may be linked with these events.
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SERIES 1 PL XXX

3-assaria

Moneyer: ANTIOXOZ ATIOAAQNIAOY (RPC. 2419)

Obv.: sphinx segted r., lifting 1. paw over prow of galley, holding in its front paw a lotus flower? TPIA ACCAPIA

Rev.: amphora in centre, ANTIOXOZ AIIOAAQNIAOY in two separate lines in field to the r.; XI-OX to the 1., bunch of
grapes symbol in the break of the ethnic. All within dotted flan.

London

B. M.:
1920-11-4-4; 23.03g, 7. fig. 1

Paris

B. N.:
no. 3205; 20.08g, 9. fig. 2

Bologna

B. U.:

coin cab; 21.84

OBOL

Moneyer: S=TEQANH®OPOZ (RPC. 2421)

Obv.: sphinx seated to the r. lifting 1. paw over prow of galley 2 OBOA[OX]

Rev.: cantharos in centre, S“TE®ANH®OP-OZ in two separate lines in the field to the 1., ethnic XI-OZX to the r., bunch of
grapes symbol in the break of the ethnic.

Copenhagen

D. N. M.:
no. 1641, Rol.; 10.26g, 9. fig. 3

Munich
M. K.:

12.10g
F.. 14.40g; MG 298, no. 138

1 %2 ASSARION

Moneyer: ANTIOXOX AITOAAQNIAOY (RPC. 2420)

Obyv.: sphinx seated r.; denominational name round the flan of which a few letters are barely visible on any coin of the issues
Rev.: two crossed thyrsoi with small bunch of grapes on top and a small cantharos below: XI-OZX, the first part in the field 1.,
the second r.; ANTIOXOZ ATIOAA®NIAOY inscribed from 1. to r. The type is encircled in a dotted circle.

Berlin
M. K.:

no. 296 / 1882: 11.05¢g. 7. The coin is overstruck on a foreign issue of which only traces of a laurel wreath are visible on the
obverse. Illustrated in RPC, pl. 107, fig. 4.

Athens

N. M.:
10.83g. Overstruck on a foreign issue. fig. S
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ASSARION

Moneyer: ®AYZITOX (RPC. 2417)

Obv.: sphinx sgated . on club, lifting r. paw over amphora; AZZAPION in exergue. All within dotted flan.

Rev.: amphora in the centre, PAYZTOZ in field to the r., and XI-OX to the |.: a cornucopia symbol in the legend break. The
type is encircled in a dotted circle

Cambridge

F. M.
L. c.; 7.14g, 6. fig. 6 Obv. diec 1, Rev. die 1.

Oxford

A M.
M. 1924; 8.42g, 6. The coin is overstruck on a foreign issue. fig. 7 Obv. die 2, Rev. die 2

Munich

M. K.:
11. 50g, 6;

Berlin
M. K.:

F. 1873, 9.95¢, 7
I. B. 1900; 11.30g, 1; cmk. bunch of grapes on centre of amphora. Illustrated in RPC, PL. 107. fig. 13 Obv. die 1, Rev. die |

THREE CHALKOI

Moneyer: X=TEGANHPOPOZX (RPC. 2422)

Obv.: sphinx seated r.. lifting 1. paw and holding a lotus flower; TPI-XAA-KON arranged in the three separate lines, with
first two in the field to the 1. of the sphinx and the third to the r. All within dotted flan.

Rev.: cantharos in the centre, STEGANH®POP-OZ in field to the r., XI-OZX in field to the I; bunch of grapes symbol in the
break of the ethnic. All within dotted flan.

London

B. M.:

no. 112; 3.34g, 12. overstruck on an issue of Chios, Roman Series I, signed by ATIOAAQNIOZ and IEPONYMOX. The
reverse of the undertype is visible on the reverse of the coin (see fig. A). fig. 8

Athens

N. M.
4.05g. 12. fig. 9

Chios

K. L.
12. This coin is possibly overstruck on a foreign issue. fig. 10

Vienna

K. M.
no. 18010: 3.60g. 6. No mint symbol on this coin. fig. 11

Berlin

M. K.:
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3.60g

TWO CHALKOI

Obv.: sphinx seated r., lifting front paw and holding a lotus? Ethnic in the exergue?
Rev.: amphora in the centre and AIXAA -KON arranged fromr. to 1. anticlockwise. The type is encircled in a dotted circle

Athens

N. M.:
N(A) n. 81; 1.92¢, 3. fig. 12
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ISSUES OF THE EARLY ROMAN IMPERIAL PERIOD WITH NO MARKED DENOMINATIONAL VALUE
16 mm Pl XXXI1
Moneyer: AIMENOX

TRICHALKON? (RPC. 2424)

Obv.: sphinx seated 1., unidentified object in front (flames of a sacrifice?).
Rev.: amphora, ethnic to the |. XIOC and the name of the moneyer ACMENOC to the r., usually in one line but a few issues
show the form ACME-NOC in two seperate lines. The type is encircled in a dotted circle.

London

B. M.:

no. 105; 3.51g, 9

no. 303 {ex Lock.}; 2.70g, 9

no. 858; 2.85¢g, 8

no. 859 2.53g, 9. fig. 1. Obv. 1, Rev. 1.

Cambridge

F.M.:
L.c.; 3.08g, 3. fig. 2. Obv. I, Rev. 1.
M. c., no. 8384; 2.65g, 9. fig. 3. Obv. 2, Rev. 3.

Amsterdam

A W A:

no. 95; 3.14¢g, die axis not recorded
no. 96; 2.81g, die axis not recorded
Copenhagen

D. N. M.:
no. 1636, R. 16; 3.13g, 9
no. 1637. 0. N. B. 1905; 2.72¢, 9

Athens

N. M.:
1903-4, B’ no. 12; 2.79g, 9. fig. 4. Obv. 2, Rev. 4.
1903-4, B’ no. 11; 2.86g, 9; overstr. on issue of TI. KA. TOPT'TAL AQPOOEOY ? fig. 5. Obv. 3, Rev. 5.

1903-4, B’ no. 13; 2.56g, 9. fig. 6. Obv. 4, Rev. 6.
1899-1900, LH" no. 24; 2.60g, 9

Paris

B. N.
no. 3059; 2.70g, 12; overstr. on issue of TI. KA. TOPT'TAZ AQPO®EOY. fig. 7. Obv. 5, Rev. 6.

no. 3086: 3.50g, 9; cmk. bunch of grapes in centre of amphora type. fig. 8. Obv. 6, Rev. 3.

G. c.; weight not recorded, 9
G. c.; weight not recorded, 6

Vienna

K. M.::

no. 17932; 2.60g, 9
no. 17933, T.; 2.76g. 9

no. 17966 3.06g. 9
no. 27510; 2.33g. 9. fig. 9. Obv. 1. Rev. I.

Berlin

M. K.:

413



no. 10923; 2.97g. 9
I. B. 1900; 3.18g, 9

DICHALKON?

same types as the trichalkon
Istanbul,

A .M.

no details available. fig. 10

CHALKOUS?

Obv.: sphinx as the other denominations of this moneyer, but with a different object in front (cantharos?)
Rev.: cantharos, ethnic to the r. XIOC and name of the moneyer ACMENOC round the flan from 1. tor.

Paris

B. N.:
G. c.; weight not recorded, 3. fig. 11. Obv. 1, Rev. 1.

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 18002; 0.80g, 3. fig. 12. Obv. 1, Rev. 1.

Moneyer: IEPONYMOZX ATTOAAQNIOZX [M. 85, not included in RPC]

TRICHALKON?

Obv.: sphinx seated 1.; caduceus in front and club behind the type. All within a dotted flan.
Rev.: amphora, names of moneyers inscribed one each on the 1. and r. of the amphora: ethnic legend XI in the field to the r.
of the magistrate’s name and OC to the |.

av. weight 2.23g
London

B. M.:
no. 101; 2.71g, 8. fig. 13

Oxford
A. M.
M. 1924; 1.76g, 3. fig. 14
M. 1924; 1.99g, 7. fig. 15

Paris

B. N.:
no. 3051; 2.30g, 3

Berlin

M. K.:
I. B. 1900; 2.42, 12

Private Collection

no details available. The obverse of this coin shows the sphinxr. and of a different style to the above. fig. 16
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Moneyer: TI{BEPIOX] KAJAYAIOZ] 'OPTTIAX AQPOOEOY (RPC. 2423)

TRICHALKON?

Obv.: sphinx seated r. , club in front

Rev.: amphora, name of TIKATOPTTAZAQPO®EOY arranged from 1. to r. round the flan starting from one o’clock. XI on
the 1. and OC on the r. of the amphora.

av. weight 2.74g

London

B. M.:
no. 104; 2.84g, 6, fig. 17. obv. 1, Rev. 1

Oxford

A .M.

M. 1924; 2.19g, 6, fig. 18. obv. 2, Rev. 2
Ch.; 2.59g, 6

Glasgow

G.U.:
H. c., Chios no. 49; 2.55g, 6

Copenhagen

D.N. M.:
no. 1638, R. 8; 2.49g, 6; pierced, fig. 19. obv. 3, Rev. 2

Athens

N. M.:

no. 5539; 2.96g, 12

1903-4; 2.82g, 5

Delos find; 1908-9; 3.50g, 11

Paris

B. N.:
no. 3151; 2.87g, 6, fig. 20. obv. 4, Rev. 3

Munich

M. K.:
2.92¢g,6

T. U.:
no. 3267; 2.10g, 5

Berlin

M. K.:
no. 28723; 2.96g,

Albania

Cabinet Numismatique de 1" Institut d° Archeologie de Tirana
Found in Ancient Apollonia 1910 during an excavation; 2.5g, 9
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DICHALKON

same types as the trichalkon but no club in front of the sphinx
Vienna

K. M.:

no. 17963; 2.32g, 6, fig. 21

Moneyer: ®PAYXITOZ (RPC. 2418)

TRICHALKON?

Obv.: sphinx seated to the 1., lifting r. paw over sacrificial flames. The type is encircled in a dotted circle

Rev.: amphora in the centre, PAYETOZX in the field to the r., ethnic XI-OZX in field to the 1., ear of grain symbol in the legend
break. The type is encircled in a dotted circle

Copenhagen

D.N. M.:
no. 1635, V. L. 1903; 4.31g, 6. fig. 22. obv. 1, obv. 1

Paris

B. N.:
no. 3109; 3.30g, 6

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 17962; 3.46g, 9. fig. 23. obv. 2, obv. 2
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IIL. 2. SERIES II (no moneyer's name-xi®N)

GROUP A: Pl. XXXII, GROUP B: Pl. XXXIII

1. General aspects: The series comprises two groups of issues that are closely linked by a

number of common features such as identical letter forms, the absence of a moneyer’s name,
and the depiction of the ethnic legend in the plural genitive. Both groups comprise the same
denominations, the 1 Y2 assarion, obol, and 3-assaria. No issues of denominations smaller than
the 11/2-assarion are known for this series. This is probably attributed to the large number of
low value coins that were circulating at the time as part of issues with no marked
denomination (AXMENOE, TI. KA. TOPTIAZ) belonging to Roman Series I.

In the first group, I have classified the obol of Maurogordato type 103a (figs. 2-5) and
the 1 Y% assarion of type 103b (fig. 8), while in the second group the obol of type 104a (figs. 3-
6) and the 1 ¥ assarion of type 104b (figs. 7-9). A rare obol issue (only two coins are extant,
illustrated figs 6-7) that was not known to Maurogordato is stylistically similar to the obol of
Group A and I am including it in the same group as a variety of the more common type.
Maurogordato also classified three different types of 3-assaria (types 100-102) in this series
without, however, assigning them to individual groups. Of these, type 102 (Pl. XXXII, fig. 1)
bears a sphinx that is stylistically closer to the type of issues of Group A. The sphinxes of the
other two types (illustrated in Pl. XXXIII, figs. 1-2) are stylistically similar, though not
identical, to that of issues of Group B and on this ground I am assigning them to the latter
group.

Typologically issues in the two groups are identical since their denominations bear the
same symbols in front of their respective sphinx type. They also share the same weights,
diameters and die axis. However only issues classified in the same group show an identical

style. while those of the different groups are stylistically dissimilar. This marked difference in
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style, and the apparent lack of any die links between issues of the two groups, suggests that
they may have been struck with an interval in between.

Issues belonging to Series II share some general similarities with those of Series I. The
diameters, average weight and die axis of the individual denominations matches their
respective denominations belonging to Series I. There is also some stylistic affinity between
types of Series I and II. This mostly applies for issues of Group A which are closer in style to
those of Series I, especially for the obol and the 1 % assarion. This suggests that issues of
Group A were probably the first struck following Series I. The use of the letter form ® on all
coins of Series II links them to issues of ANTIOXOZ AMOAAQNIAOY since this is is the only
moneyer from Series I to include the letter omega in the legend, and it shows this letter form
(Maurogordato, 1917, p. 27). With issues of Series II we only come across the letter form C
in place of the letter form =. This will become a permanent feature of the coinage suggesting
that during this period the ‘Greek’ form for the letter sigma was dropped from the coin
legends after a period of appearing together with the ‘Latin’ form.

Series II also includes a very rare issue of Homereia (Pl. XXXII, figs 9-10). The type
bears a sphinx which is stylistically identical to that depicted on the obol of Group B
suggesting that both were struck with dies prepared by the same engraver. The reverse shows
Homer seated on a throne, holding a scroll but of a type different to that depicted on the earlier
Homereion issue (Roman Series [). Only two coins, struck from a single pair of dies, are
known for this issue.

A die study of issues of Roman Series II was only possible for the obol of both Group
A and B and the 1 % assarion of Group B, issues that are known from more than a single

specimen.77l The obols in both groups were struck from one obverse and three reverse dies

771 Note that the 3-assaria of Group B are all varieties and not part of the same issue.
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772 - ‘
each.””” The 1 ¥ assarion of Group B was struck from one obverse and three reverse dies.””

As with Series 1 it is clear that the volume of coinage struck in Series Il would have been very
small.

Almost all known coins belonging to this series are overstruck on other issues. This, as
we saw, occurs on a number of known coins of Series I, but not to the extent of Series II. Only
a few details are visible from types of issues used as flans for striking Series II. These show
that the undertypes belong to foreign issues but it has not been possible to ascertain their
mints. In one case, discussed below, it was possible to identify the emperor under whom one
of the undertype issues was struck, which is particularly helpful in considering a date of issue
for the series. The fact that almost the entire issue of this series appears to have been struck on
foreign coinage suggests that Chios may have coined money after receiving a large amount of
base metal coinage from abroad. It is also likely that the public coffers of Chios might have
been accumulating this coinage from foreign traders over some time and it was decided at one
point to put this into use locally.

2. Proposed dating: As we saw there may have been a scarcity of coins of larger

denominations, higher than the assarion, during the later years of the reign of Nero; this is
suggested by the countermarking at Chios of a foreign coin dating to this reign and by the
worn condition of the few known high value coins belonging to Series I (with a date in the
early/mid Ist century AD). Only large denominations of the 1 2 assaria and higher were
issued in Series II suggesting that they were probably intended to replenish the earlier coinage
that would have become worn by the time issues of Series Il were struck. The fact that the

two different sphinx countermarks recorded on different issues of Series II (see above), are

2 Dje study of the obol, Group A: rev. die 1, illustrated fig. 2: rev. die 2, illustrated figs. 3-4; rev. die 3,
illusirated fig. 5. Die studies for the issue of the obol of Group B are difficult because ot the worn condition of
most coins; rev. die 1. illustrated figs. 3-4. rev. die 2, illustrated fig. 5. rev. die 3. illustrated, fig. 6

73 All three illustrated coins (fig. 7-9) were struck from a different reverse die.
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similar in style to types present on issues of Series I but different to types of Series II suggests
that the latter series may have been struck after the coins were countermarked. We may
therefore assume that issues of this series followed after the countermarking which, as we
saw, probably dates during the early Flavian period.

One of the 1 ' assaria of Group B offers us a terminus post quem for the issue of the
series, and in particular Group B. The coin is overstruck on an unworn coin bearing a portrait
of Domitian struck by a mint other than Chios (illustrated P1. XXXIII, 9).”"* This overstriking
has established that issues of Group B date no earlier than the reign of Domitian. Since I have
suggested that issues of Group A were struck earlier than B, it is likely that these too may

belong to the same reign or slightly earlier.

3. New elements of the coinage: Issues of Series Il bear certain features that are new to the

coinage, such as the use of the plural genitive of the ethnic in the place of the single
nominative, and the absence of a moneyer’s name from the legends. Both these features have
occurred very rarely on the Chian coinage during the Hellenistic and early Roman period,775
but with Series II they become standard on all Chian issues from now on. It may be noted that
on some later issues the names of individuals reappear but these are now recorded as
eponymous magistrates on the coinage and ostensibly for dating purposes. Starting with issues
of this series, no coins ever include the name of an individual without an official title. The

dropping of personal names from issues and the parallel adoption of the genitive case for the

ethnic suggest that from this series onwards the state took over the issue of coinage, through

7 For this coin see the catalogue. | am indebted to my supervisor Mr J. Casey for confirming the identification
of the undertype as a portrait of Domitian. The portrait is close to that appearing on issues of Smyrna of this reign
though it is not certain that the undertype is an issue of this mint. The coin seems to be a casual overstriking and |
see no ground in treating it as an action within the context of the damnatio memoriae of Domitian following his
death in 96 AD.

77> Only two examples are known; from the early 2nd century BC, the silver fraction of the drachm on the
reduced Attic standard and from the st century BC issues of Series 21

420



appointed magistrates, and ended a tradition of private citizens acting as moneyers and paying
for the expenses of issues.

The replacement of the ethnic x10z by x1oN may signal an important monetary change.
With the former legend the authority of the coinage was exercised by the city while with the
latter the citizens, the ‘demos’, of Chios (0 AHMOZ XIQN). This suggests that the format of the
ethnic x10x on the coinage reflects the fact that it was struck for Chios, by a moneyer; the
legend x10N refers to a coinage struck by Chios, and responsibility for the issue resting on the
citizens as a whole. This seems to explain why on issues bearing the first form of the ethnic
we always come across the name of a moneyer while in the second case the name of the
moneyer is missing from the legends of the issue.

However the permanent use of xioN from now on may also be linked to political
developments. The proposed date for issues of this series suggests that it was struck during the
period when Chios became incorporated in the province of Asia (see below) and the change in
the ethnic might reflect the altered political status of the city. The emphasis is now on the
‘demos’ rather than that of the city as a political institution. This suggests a change at Chios
compared with earlier periods when the form indicates perhaps a more democratic form of
government. Whereas in the period under study the change suggests that the city may have

lost its priviliged position as a ‘free’ city.”"

776 The mint at Chios continued using as the ethnic the name of the city (in the singular nominative) for a long
time after all other cities had replaced it by that of the demos (in the plural genitive). Therefore we have no
comparable examples of a city changing its ethnic, from that of the city to the demos on the coinage, after it
ceased to be a free city or became part of a Roman province.
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SERIES I1

GROUP A Pl. XXXII

3-assaria [M. 102]

Obv: sphinx seated . lifting r. paw over prow of ship; ACC-A-PIA.... round the flan. The type is encircled within a dotted
flan.

Rev.: amphora in the centre. XI in the horizontal to the I. and ©N to the r.; the whole is encircled by a wreath of laurels tied
with fillets at the end appearing in the inside on each side of the base of the amphora; the flan is encircled within a dotted
circle.

London

B. M.:
no. 962; 19.39¢, 1. fig. 1

Another coin of this issue is recorded by Maurogordato, 1918, p. 17, as part of the stock of dealers Rollin and Feuardent,
Paris, before 1913.

OBOL [M. 103a]

Obv.: sphinx seated r. lifting . paw over prow of ship, OBOAOC located on the top extending from the wing to the head of
the sphinx. The type is encircled in a dotted circle.
Rev.: cantharos in the centre, XI in in the horizontal to the 1. and oN to the r.; the whole is encircled by a wreath of vines.

London

B. M.:
no. 935; 11.60g, 11. fig. 2

Oxford

A M.
Milne 1924; 12.93g, 3. fig. 3

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 18000; 9.80g, 3. This coin is overstruck fig. 4

Berlin

M. K.:
no. 956 a/ 1907; 10.47g, 9. fig. 5§

variety [not included by Maurogordatol]:

Obv.: sphinx seated 1. inside a ship, lifting r. paw over its prow OBOLOC starts at two o’clock and ends at five. The type is

encircled in a dotted circle. _
Rev.: as above type but the flan is encircled with a dotted circle outside the wreath.

Copenhagen

D.N. M.
no 1643, Proschowsky 1938: 15.82g. 3. fig. 6

Chios
former private coll.. no details available. fig. 7



1 %2 ASSARION [M. 103b]

Obv.: sphinx seated |. lifting 1. paw over sacrificial fire. The type is encircled in a dotted circle.
Rev.: two thyrsoi crossed in the centre; XI in in the horizontal to the |. and N to the r. of the point where the thyrsoi are

crossed; bunch of grapes above the thyrsoi and a ship below; the whole is encircled by a wreath of laurels and the flan is
encircled within a dotted circle.

London

B. M.:
no. 937; 10.40g, 5. fig. 8

Maurogordato, 1918, p. 18, records a second coin of this issue in a Mr F. W. V. Peterson’s coin collection. No further
information available.

HOMEREION
London

B. M.:
no. 139; 5.22¢g, 12. fig. 9

Copenhagen

D.N. M.:
no. 1642; 4.10g, 9. fig. 10



GROUPB Pl. XXXIII

3-assaria
Type A [M. 100]

Obv.: sphinx seated r. within a galley, lifting I. front paw over the galley’s front; traces of letters belonging to the
denominational value are barely visible.
Rev.: amhora in the centre, small bunch of grapes in field r.: XIoN inscribed in a straight line downwards in the 1. of the

amphora; all with in an ivy wreath tied with two large knobs at the top and with two fillets visible at the base of the amphora,
one on each side.

London

B. M.:
no. 939; 16.04g, 6; overstruck on a non Chian issue. fig. 1

Type B [M. 101]

Obv.: as type A but sphinx seated 1.
Rev.: as type A but X-I-®-N in two lines on each side of the amphora; no bunch of grapes visible

Munz Zentrum, Auction Nov. 1983
no. 112; probably from the former Yakountchikoff collection recorded by Maurogordato, 1918, p. 17. fig. 2

OBOL [M. 104a]

Obv.: as type A of the 3-assaria; XIoN (in exergue)
Rev.: cantharos in the centre; OBO-AOC inscribed . tor.

Oxford

A. M.
14.92g, 12. This coin is overstruck. fig. 3

Chios

K. L.
no weight recorded, 12. fig. 4

Paris

B. N.
no. 3214: 12.52g, 5; ill. Maurogordato, 1918, P1. 1, 4. fig. 5

Vienna

K. M.
no. 17982; 10.95g. 12. This coin is overstruck. fig. 6

1 %5 ASSARION [M. 104b]

Obyv.: sphinx seated r. on thin line, lifting 1. front paw over altar -in the shape of a shield?- with flames depicted as five

parallel lines; PINHMYCY - ACA in two lines in the exergue. The type is encircled in a dotted circle
Rev.: same type as this denomination of Series 1. XI-@N. the first part in the field I.. the second r.; all within dotted circle

Athens
N. M.:

1903-4 B' 27; 12. 8.31g. This coin is overstruck on a Roman provincial issue with traces of Greek lettering visible above the
head of the sphinx. fig. 7
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Berlin

M. K.:

1. B.: 6, 7.27g; the coin is overstruck on a non Chian issue with some lettering visible on the reverse; RPC 2420 includes this
coin in the group of the first 1'% assarion struck at Chios which is wrong; ill. Maurogordato, 1918, P1. 1. 5. fig. 8

Ars Num. Classical, Auction D, Mar. 1994

no. 1483; 10.25g; overstruck on Roman provincial coin (Smyrna?) bearing a portrait of Domitian; his features are clearly
visible at 6 o’clock on the reverse of the coin. fig. 9



I11. 3. SERIES III (no moneyer's name-xIQN)

1. General aspects and group division: The series struck following that of Series II
comprises a number of issues sharing some aspects in common, such as standard, letter forms,
the spelling and format of the ethnic, run of legends, and the lack of an individual’s name in
the legends. Types show a variety of styles and on this basis I have classified them in four
large groups. Each group comprises issues of different denominations sharing an identical
style and showing that they were probably struck together. A relative sequence for the
individual groups has been proposed on stylistic evidence.””’ It is clear that the style of these
issues developed from that used in issues of Series I or II and that it continued developing in
these groups. No die links are known between issues of different groups.

The group that I consider to be the earliest in the series consists only of very rare
issues of fractions of the assarion while the other groups include a wide range of
denominations of both multiples and fractions of the assarion. A common feature of the three
last groups is the striking of the two smaller denominations, the hemiassarion and dichalkon,
with the same obverse die. Homereion issues are recorded only in what is probably the last
group issues (Group D). This seems to suggest a break in the issue of this type of coinage
though it is conceivable that earlier groups might also have included such issues which have
not survived.

The letter forms ¢ and @ are used on nearly all of the issues showing that these had
become established on the Chian coinage. The letter omega in the cursive form of o only
appears on a single issue and disappears thereafter. The issue belongs to one of the later

groups in the series (Group C), suggesting that this letter form would have survived on the

77 Other features such as letter forms and metrology are similar in all groups and of little significance for the
chronology of the issues.



coinage for some time before it was dropped completely. The use of this letter form on the
coinage of Chios generally coincides with the hundred years between the early 1st and early
2nd century AD, though it continued to be used on inscriptions after this period.””®

The lack of die links between issues of the same denomination from different groups
suggests that there were intervals of time between each group. This is also confirmed by the
overstriking of a coin of the obol denomination of one group by another issue of a different
group (fig. 20, see below). However stylically types of different groups are not that different,
especially between issues of Groups C-D, to suggest that the intervals may not have been

long.

2. Typology: An important feature of this series is the introduction of new reverse types. The
series ushers in two new types that will become standard on later coinage. On the 3-assaria
coins two standing figures (Apollo and Dionysos) are used as the only type, and a single figure
(Oinopion) on the obol. A discussion of the significance of this iconography is reserved for
the chapter on typology. These new types are similar in appearance on issues of different
groups suggesting that that they may have been introduced on the coinage at the same time.

However the earliest known issues bearing these types belong to different groups of this

series.

3. Proposed dating and chronological arrangement of the groups:

Of all the Chian coinage dating to the Roman period, the individual groups of Series

11 present the least evidence for accurate dating. As I discuss in detail in the chapter on the

"8 See for example, Sarikakis, Chian Prosopography, p. 349-50, no. 4. This inscription is dated to the 3rd
century AD and the letter form for the omega is @. At other mints this letterforn was frequently used during the
2nd century AD, e.g. Nikopolis in Greece, see A. Johnston, ‘The so-called Pseudo-autonomous Greek Imperials’,

ANSMN 30 (1985), pp. 89-112. p. 98.
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economy these issues do not seem to have circulated abroad and are therefore absent from
known hoards or dated archaeological contexts. The issues also lack a moneyer’s name so
that we cannot rely on epigraphic evidence to establish a chronological scheme.

The issues seem to have been the first to be struck after those of Series II and thus the
earliest, Group A, may date to the reign of Trajan. Some indication of date is offered from the
disposition of the legends which is always outward and anti-clockwise. This feature is
common on eastern coinage under the Flavians but had become increasingly rare by the
Trajananic period, and completely dropped during the reign of Hadrian.””” Since the groups
that followed are closely linked I would suggest that they were produced with short intervals
during the reigns of Trajan and Hadrian.

The average weight for the individual denominations is slightly lower than that of
issues of Series I, suggesting a slip in the standard between the early/mid 1st century AD and
the early 2nd century AD (see the discussion in the chapter on typology, p. 548, Table 2). This
seems to be contrary to what was happening in other areas of the Eastern part of the Roman
Empire where weights were generally increasing during the first half of the 2nd century
AD.”® 1t does however agree with a similar decline in the weight standard of the mints in
Achaea during this period. Since it is likely that Chios shared the same standard as these mints

this would suggest that the issues are probably contemporary (see the discussion in the chapter

on bronze denominations, pp. 524-559).

79 Johnston, 1985, fig. 4, where this run of the legend on the Greek provincial coinage is generally dated to the

Ist century AD. . _ ' . '
780 Eor an increase in the weight standard of Greek provincial coinages see the dlscusspn by Ann Johnston in a
forthcoming article based on the paper she delivered in the Kolloquium, Die Kaiserzeitliche Mun?pragung

K leinasiens. Munchen 27-30 April 1994, entitled *Some Thoughts on Greek Imperial Denominations’. I am

grateful to Mrs Johnston for giving me a draft of her article.
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4. Group A PL XXXIV, figs. 1-6 (M. 208)

The earliest group of Series III only consists of issues of the two smallest
denominations, the dichalkon and hemiassarion. The coinage is very rare with a total of three
coins recorded for the hemiassarion and two for the dichalkon. Maurogordato (1918, pp. 19-
20, nos. 105-106, and p. 28) assigned to this group two different issues of the 3-assaria coins;
however, this is unlikely since the coins are stylistically different to those of Group A and
clearly linked with Group C, where I have classified them (see below).

Another unique coin (fig. 6) recorded by Maurogordato (1917, p. 226-227, no. 87a) in
an earlier period may also have been part of Group A. His proposed dating of the coin (‘84
BC-reign of Augustus’) is almost certainly wrong. Unlike all other coins of his proposed
period, this one lacks a moneyer's name and has an ethnic in the plural genitive with the form
o for the omega. These features together are untypical for issues that Maurogordato classified
in the above mentioned period but are found in issues of Group A of Roman Series III.
Furthermore this issue shares an identical style with issues of Group A, Series III. The coin
has seen some circulation and the legend on its obverse is barely visible. Traces of lettering
that are visible round the flan are almost certainly part of a denominational legend. The coin
weighs 3.93g suggesting an issue of the trichalkon denomination but, with a diameter of 22
mm, it is far too large for this denomination and closer to the assarion. Nevertheless features
of this issue and its style suggests it belongs to Group A even though the standard of this
particular coin poses a problem.

Issues of Group A bear a sphinx type which is closer in style to those depicted on
various issues of Series I and II,”®! than to types appearing on the succeeding groups of Series

[1I. This stylistic similarity with types of older issues suggests that they were probably the

78! The type of the sphinx is similar to that of the issues of ®AYETOZ (Series I).
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earliest struck in the series; however the use of the letter form @ in place of @ shows that they
were struck after Series II when this became standard.

The sphinx types on the dichalkon and hemiassarion types are stylistically identical.
forming a homogenous group probably struck at the same time from dies produced by one die
engraver. Some of the coins bear a mark in the exergue which Maurogordato (1918, pp. 28-
29) identified as the Greek letter ’°> (see figs. 2-3, for illustrations of the trichalkon and fig. 5
for the illustration of a dichalkon). This is more likely to stand for the Latin numeral IL.7* In
such a case this would probably mark it as a second issue within the group, or as a second
officina, since coins bearing this numeral though stylistically very similar to the other coins
are struck from different dies.

Both the dichalkon and the hemiassarion represent the earliest denominations of low
value to be struck following issues of Series I. Until then the Chians would have depended for
their small change on the earlier group of issues with no denominational value belonging to
Series I. As we saw, this coinage was struck in large numbers and most of the known coins
today show a long circulation. It is likely that this coinage would still have been circulating
during the late Ist and early 2nd century AD.

The hemiassarion in this group is the first to bear this denominational value (for
illustrations of this issue see figs 1-3). It shares the same reverse type and module as the
trichalkon issue and since the latter was never issued again it is clear that the hemiassarion
denomination was struck in its place.784 The dichalkon of Group A, Series III, (see figs. 4-5)

bears an amphora type that seems to have been copied from the one used in the first issue

782 e believed this to be the same as the letter present on issues of Group I, Series 17 and proposed the reading

of OAIOYXOY] _ . ) i
785 Note that in later issues of Chios (see below, pp. 477-87, the series of Eirenaios) occasionally we find the

Greek numeral B in the legends indicating in this way that these issues represented a second emission of a main

series. o
784 This was first noted by Maurogordato, 1918, pp. 4-5 & p. 29; on this replacement of a denominational name

by another, see also the discussion in this study in the chapter on bronze denominations.
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bearing the name of the denomination (Series I); it is possible that even the style of the earlier
issue was employed to stress the continuity of the value irrespective of its name change.

A hemiassarion coin of this group was found during the excavation of a house in the
ancient city of Chios. This is a rare find at Chios and even more unusual is the fact that this
coin was promptly identified and published in a find report of this excavation.”® The pottery
recovered in situ from the same room as the coin is dated to the 1st century AD and that found

in general from the site belongs to the 1st and 2nd centuries AD.

785 The coin is recorded in a preliminary report on the excavation of this house compiled by L. Acheilara for the
local journal, Chiaka Chronika, 1985, p. 71. The publication describes it as a 'hemiassarion’ of .
'(Maurogordato's) Period rcign of Augustus-118 4D’ making it clear from this reference that the coin find could

only belong to this denomination of Group A. Series 111,
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Group A  PL XXXIV

Denominations: two chalkoi, hemiassarion

HEMIASSARION [M. 107a]

Type A

Obv.: sphinx seated 1. on thin line, lifting 1. front paw. Type within dotted flan.
Rev.: cantharos in the centre HMIACCAPIONXIQN inscribed from 1. to r.

Copenhagen

D. N. M.:
no. 1644, Ramus col.; 12, 4.10g. fig. 1

Type B

Obv.: same as type A, but I (in exergue) in the obv.
Rev.: same as type A but EIMIAC[C]-AP-XIQN, inscribed from . to r. The type is encircled in a dotted circle

Oxford

A M.:
ex Maurogordato coll.; 12, 2.56g. fig. 2

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 18011; 3.45g, 12; ill. Maurogordato, 1918, PI. 1. 6. fig. 3

Berlin

M. K.
I. B.; 2.50g, 12

TWO CHALKOI [M. 107]

Type A

Obv.: same type as the hemiassarion of type A . .
Rev.: amphora in the centre; AIXAA inscribed from r. to 1., XIQN inscribed from . to r.; both legends are anticlockwise. All
within dotted circle.

Oxford

A. M.
ex Maurogordato coll; 6, 2.00g. fig. 4

Type B

Obyv. : same type as hemiassarion of type B, but Il in the exergue
Rev.: same die as type A of this denomination

Chios

K.L.:
no. weight recorded; 12. fig. 5

Paris

B. N.:
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no. 3215; 1.88g, 12

UNKNOWN DENOMINATION

see the discussion in the outline of the coinage
Vienna

K. M.:
no. 17967; 3.93g, 6. fig. 6
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S. Group B Pl. XXXIV, ‘Roman Series III, B, figs. 1-7 & A.

In the discussion of Series I we saw that the appearance of different moneyers’ names
and styles on the issues suggested that they were struck with intervals. With issues of Group B
of Series III we have the earliest coinage with a wide range of large and small denominations
stylistically identical, leaving little doubt that they were produced simultaneously. This will
become typical of all series from now onwards.

The sphinx type appearing on issues of Group B is highly unusual for Chios as it is
depicted standing on its back paws, supporting its front paws on various objects-symbols.
Such a posture is unique for issues in the entire Chian series, and its inspiration seems to have
been drawn from a victory type that is found on a number of official Roman issues from the

time of Nero, though the majority of issues bearing such a type peaked during the Flavian

period.”®®

With the exception of the 3-assaria, all reverse types of the denominations remain the
same as with earlier coinage. The reverse of the unique 3-assaria coin introduces a new type,
of the two standing figures facing front (fig. 1). It was adopted on later issues of this
denomination, though some issues continued to use the amphora on the reverse. Unfortunately
the coin is considerably worn and certain details are not visible.”®” The figure standing r.
seems to clasp a thyrsos in his hand and must therefore represent Dionysos; the figure

standing beside him on the left cannot be identified, but on later 3-assaria issues it is clear that

he is Apollo. The die used is very similar to one used for issues of this denomination of Group

C but details cannot be compared to ascertain a possible die link.

7% The type appears on issues from the Flavian period, see BMC RE. no. 577 & no. 625. aes of Vespasian, and

hemidrachms of Ceasarea in Cappadocea during the reign of Nero, see RPC /. no. 3646
787 The very worn condition of this coin made it impossible to produce a clear photograph.
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The 1 Y2 assarion issue of this group is known from two coins, struck from two
obverse and two reverse dies (for illustrations, see figs. 2-3). The sphinx on the obverse is
depicted supporting both front paws on the prow of a galley which is an exceptional type for

the 1 %2 assarion, since earlier issues of this denomination show the cantharos symbol in front

of the sphinx.

The assarion issue is recorded with three coins sharing two obverse and two reverse
dies; there are two different types of this denomination. The first obverse type of the assarion
is similar to that of the 11/2-assarion with the sphinx supporting both paws on an object in
front of it, a large bunch of grapes. On the second type it is holding a bunch of grapes with its
left paw and a club with its right one (Pl. XXXV, fig. A).”®® Three coins are known for the
hemiassarion (one coin 1is illustrated, fig. 6) and two coins for the dichalkon (one coin is
illustrated, fig. 7). All coins from these two denominations were struck from the same
common obverse die which copies the type of the 3-assaria and the 11/2-assarion, with prow
of ship in front of the sphinx. The reverses of the hemiassarion and the dichalkon have been
struck from a single die each and bear the traditional types of these denominations
(hemiassarion: cantharos, dichalkon: amphora). The issue for these two denominations must
have been very small. No obol denomination is recorded for this series though it is likely that

such a denomination may have been struck but none of the coins survived.

788 The unique recorded assarion of the second type is known from an illustration by F. Imhoof -Blumer in

Kleinasiatische Mun=cn. Band 1, Vienna 1901, p. 103, Chios, no. 6, 1901, p. 103, PL 1L Only the obverse was

illustrated.
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Group B Pl. XXXIV

Denominations: two chalkoi, hemiassarion, assarion, 1 ' assarion, obol, 3-assaria

3-assaria: [M. 109a]

Obv.: sphinx standing on back paws I. with front paws placed on top of the front of a galley; ACCAPIA from r to I., TPIA in
exergue.

Rev.: two figures standing facing front with small altar between them. The type is worn but the figure on the r. seems to hold
a thyrsos in 1. hand and pours libation from jar with his r. hand over the altar; he is probably Dionysos. The figure on the 1.
holds staff in 1. hand and pours libation with r. hand (on clear types of later 3-assaria issues this figure is identified as
Apollo). The ethnic X-1-Q-N -barely visible- is arranged in two lines to the I. and r. of the figures.

Vienna
K. M.:
no. 17976; 16.12g, 6, fig. 1

1 %2 ASSARION: [M. 109b]

Obv.: sphinx standing on back paws with front paws placed on the prow of a galley: X-I from 1. to r. round the flan, QN in
exergue.

Rev.: two crossed thyrsoi in the centre; E-NAM-IZV-ACCA-P arranged from r. to L. with the ends of the thyrsoi in the
legend breaks; all within vine wreath with a small bunch of grapes hanging inside from the top of the wreath between the
letters P and |

Paris

B. N.:
no. 5126; 4.45g, 6

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 17988, T. : 7.74g, 7: pierced; ill. Maurogordato, 1918, P1. 1. 9. fig. 2

Berlin
M. K.:
1. B. 1928; 10.22¢g, 12

P.O.; 8.29g, 6, fig. 3 .
L.; 7.97¢g, 6 ; pierced: this coin has been published by Maurogordato in Group 108g

ASSARION: [M. 109¢]

Obv.: sphinx standing on its back paws and clasping with both front paws a large bunch of grapes: its I. paw i§ placed on the
grapes and the r. paw on the branch: the ethnic XI-QN arranged from 1. to r. All within dotted circle. A variation of th|§ type
is published by Imhoof-Blumer (only the obverse).”®® 1 have not studied this coin but have included Blumer’s illustration of

the obverse type in Pl XXXV, fig. A .
Rev.: amphora in the centre: ACCA to the r. in a straight line downwards; PION to the I. and downwards. All within dotted

circle

Glasgow

G. U o
11. c.. Chios no. 63 6.64g. 6: the coin is overstruck on a non Chian issue. probably a Roman provincial. fig. 4

Copenhagen

32.

8 1mhoof, 1901, p. 103, Chios, no. 6. and illustrated in pl. 111,
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D.N. M.
no. 1646, Reutze no. 397; 5.65g, 6, fig. 5

Paris

B. N.:
no.3163:4.57g, 6

Berlin

M. K.
Fox 1851; 5.98g, 6

HEMIASSARION: [M. 109d]

Obv: sphinx standing on back paws placing front paws on prow of galley; XI-QN from I. to r. All within dotted circle
Rev.: cantharos in the centre; HM-TACC - APION starting at 12 o’clock and inscribed from r. to I. All within dotted circle

Copenhagen

D.N. M.:
no. 1647, L. 1904; 3.77g, 6, fig 6

Berlin

M. K.
1. B. 1928; 2.94g, 6, ill in Maurogordato, 1918, pl. I, no. 8.

TWO CHALKOI: [M. 109¢]

Obv.: same die as in the hemiassarion issue.
Rev.: amphora in the centre; A-1-X-A-A-K-O-N arranged in two lines on the I. and r. of the amphora. All within dotted
circle.

London

B. M.:
no. 931: 1.77g, 6, fig. 7

Oxford

A.M.:
2.00g, 6

Munich

M. K.:
2.50g, 6

Berlin

M.K.:
82/1872: 2.55g, 6: ill. Maurogordato, 1918. PL. 1. 10.



6. Group C Pl XXXV

The group consists of all known denominations ranging from the 3-assaria down to the
hemiassarion; no dichalkon has been recorded. Different issues are linked by the same type of
sphinx, depicted on most of the known coins as facing left. The group introduces the obverse
type of the standing figure which will become standard for the obol in the following series.
Issues are more common than all other bearing marked denominational values up till now
suggesting that the output of coinage by the Chian mint may have started to increase.

The 1 ' assarion of this group uses two different types that are linked by the use of a
common obverse die. The first copies the type introduced in Series I, and used on all issues of
this denomination that follow, showing a bunch of grapes above the two thyrsoi (fig. 10). The
second type replaces the grapes with a small cantharos (fig. 11). In this coin the letter form @
makes its final appearance in the ethnic (and on any legend) on a Chian coin. On this evidence
Maurogordato classified this issue to an earlier series (type 103b, Series II in this study)
though a comparison of illustrations shows that stylistically this 1 72 assarion is identical to
other issues of Group C of Series Il and shares no similarities with issues of Series II, except

in the use of the identical letter form for the omega.

Issues of Group C are more plentiful than the previous groups in Series III or the
earlier Chian coinage with denominational values. Die studies show that by far the commonest
coin in this issue was the 3-assaria. The six recorded assaria of this group originate from four
obverse and four reverse dies,” probably representing the greatest volume of coinage struck
by Chios thus far in the Roman Imperial period. Unlike the 3-assaria, coins of smaller

denominations originate from single obverse and reverse dies. In the case of the two smallest

% The four obverse dies are illustrated; obv 1: figs 1-2. 5 obv. 2: fig. 3; obv. 3: fig. 4. obv. 4: ﬁg. 4. Note that
the last coin is a variety but has been been produced by the same die engraver. The four reverse dies; rev. 1: figs

1-2: rev. 2: fig. 3, S:rev. 3: fig. d:rev. & fig. 6.
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denominations (hemiassarion-dichalkon) a single obverse die was used for striking both

91

denominations.”' The increased production of the 3-assaria suggests exceptional levels of

expenditure; the dominance of this denomination in later issues shows that it had become the

main denomination issued by Chios.

1 Note that the 1 ¥ assarion was struck from two different reverse dies, fig. 10 & fig. 1.



Group C Pl. XXXV

Denominations: hemiassarion, assarion, 1 ¥ assarion, obol. 3-assaria
3-assaria:

Type A [M 108a]

Obv.: sphinx seated 1. on thin line lifting front paw over prow of galley; TPIAC (in exergue),-C-APIA inscribed fromr. to [;
all within dotted flan. Dotted flan.

Rev.: two male figures, drapped and laureate, standing front on a thin line. The figure on the r. has his 1. hand drapped and
holds a staff or thyrsos; with his r. hand he holds a small amphora. The figure on the I. holds with his I. hand part of his
drappery and a patera in his r. hand. X-I-Q-N arranged in two lines to the |. and r. of the type. Dotted flan.

Oxford

A. M.
11, 14.92¢g. PL XXXV, fig. 1

Aberdeen

The Newham Davis coins in the Wilson coll. of Classical Antiquities, Marshal College, University of Aberdeen
no. 284; 5, 20.33g; same rev. die as coin in London. fig. 2

Paris

B. N.:

G.c.; 6, 16.1g. fig. 3

L. c.; no. 490; 16.23g; the coin is doublestruck . fig. 4
Berlin

M. K.

L. 19066, 23.57g. fig. S

Type B [M. 106]

Obv.: as above types but sphinx seated r.; TPEIAC--C-APIA
Rev.: same as above.

Glasgow

G. U.:
H. c.. Chios no. 56: 6, 23.51g; ill. Macdonald. P1. LIIL.10 . fig. 6

OBOL: [M 108b]

Obv.: same as type A of the 3-assaria; OBOAOC inscribed from I. to r. and starting at nine o’clock and ending at one.; all

within dotted flan.

Rev.: male nude figure with a vine wreath o
arm. The figure is clearly standing on a bas !
likelv. Ethnic X-1-Q-N arranged in two lines to 1 and r of the figure.

n his head standing front with 1. arm drapped and leaning on a staff held in his 1.
e and probably represents a statue; an identification with the hero Oinopion is

London

B.M.:
no. 936. ex Maurogordato coll.: 11.46g. 5, fig. 7

Cambridge

F. M.:
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L.c.: 12.98g. 12. fig. 87
Athens

N. M.:
1903-4 B’ K. d.; 13.67g, 4. This coin is overstruck. fig. 9

Vienna

K. M.:
no. 17988; 16.47g, 6

Munich
M. K.:
no. 28536; 9.24g, 6

11/2-assarion: [Maurogordato classified wrong issues to the denomination of this group ]

Obv.: sphinx seated I. lifting r. paw over club; modius on its head; XI-®N arranged from I. to r. and starting at nine o’clock
and ending at one; all within dotted circle.

Type A: Rev: two crossed thyrsoi; H-MICV-ACC-A-P-ION arranged from r. to I. with the ends of the thyrsoi in the legend
breaks; small bunch of grapes hanging inside from the top of the wreath and within the type between letters H and MIZY; all
enclosed within a vinewreath.

Cambridge

F. M.
L. c.; weight and die axis pending, fig 10

Type B: Rev.: same as a but legend IONH-MICV-ACC-A-P; small cantharos tied at the top and hanging within the wreath,
in place of the bunch of grapes of the above type and between letters A and P of the legend.

Oxford

A.M.:
ex Chr. coll.; 7.09g, 6, fig 11

ASSARION:

Obv.: sphinx seated 1. on a thin line, lifting paw over bunch of grapes; XIQN inscribed fromr. to 1.
Rev.: amphora in the centre; ACCA to the L. of the type in one line and upwards, PION to the r in one line, upwards.

Vienna

I.N.:
no. 7531: 6.55g, 12, fig. 12

Berlin

M. K.:
1. B. : 6.60g. 12. ill. Maurogordato, 1918. PL. 1. 7.

HEMIASSARION:

Obv.: same as type A of the 3-assaria: XI1-Q-N inscribed from I. to r.: all within dotted circle
Rev - cantharos in the centre: HMIA-CCAPI-ON inscribed from r. to |. anticlockwise: all within dotted circle

Lonaon

72 Maurogordato. 1918, p. 32, records the weight of this coin as 8.39g which is wrong,.
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B. M.:
no. 343; 7, fig. 13

Paris

B. N.:
no. 3171; 12, fig. 14

Vienna

K. M.:
12, 3.20. fig. 15

Berlin

M. K.:
I. B. 1928; 2.94¢, 6; ill. Maurogordato, 1918. P1. 1. 8
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7. Group D Pl XXXVI-XXXVIII

Issues of Group D seem to have been struck shortly after Group C since the work of a
common die engraver may be detected in a few issues of both groups. However an obol of this
group was overstruck on an issue of Group C (see Pl. XXXVII, fig. 20) suggesting that there
might have been at least a short interval between the issue of the two groups.

The volume of coinage struck for the 3-assaria in this group must have been far greater
then that of any earlier issues. The number of obverse dies counted for this denomination
amounts to13 which is particularly high for the mint at Chios. The extra coinage may have
been struck exceptionally for expenditure out of the normal. There are a number of different
obverse types for the 3-assaria (see the coin catalogue) but stylistically these are close -
possibly with the exception of Type D- suggesting that a single die engraver prepared the dies.
Nothing is known about Chios during the 2nd century AD and therefore there is no known
event that we can associate with such large expenditure. Issues of the other denominations are
rare and struck from two or a single die each.

This is the earliest group of issues where the mint will settle for standard objects-
symbols located beside the sphinx. The 3-assaria adopts the prow of a galley; the obol a
cantharos, the 1 Y% assarion an amphora, the assarion a bunch of grapes, and the hemiassari