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ABSTRACT

‘TEMPLE STATES’ OF PONTUS: COMANA PONTICA AND ZELA

So6kmen, Emine
M.S., Department of Settlement Archaeology

Supervisor  : Asist. Prof. Dr. Deniz Burcu Erciyas

April 2005, 68 pages

Before the Roman rule in Asia Minor, under the Hellenistic &irggall communities
lived independently within areas surrounding temples with local mowdre temple
held together and ruled these communities. Under the Romansctirasaunities were
brought and united to form cities in order to govern them by a tgaineer and to take
advantage of their unified work force. These communities sehee@émple providing
it necessary resources to function and provided themselves protecii@n sacred
power. Some scholars have identified term as “temple statetm originated from the

Sumerian communal structure.

This study examines the validity of the use of the term “tenspdée” in defining
Comana Pontica and Zela in the Black Sea region in Pontic regargtha comparison

with similar examples found in Anatolia. This study also aimprtwide a revision to



the meaning of independently structured temples by observingtthegformation in

time and by examining changes of the properties of their location

Keywords: Temple state, Comana Pontica, Zela, Black Sea, Pulatusnaitis.
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PONTUS BOLGESN N ‘TAPINAK DEVLETLER ’: KOMANA PONTIKA VE
ZELA

Sokmen, Emine
Yuksek Lisans, Yerlem Arkeolojisi Bolumtui

Tez Yoneticisi : Yard. Dog. Dr. Deniz Burcu Erciyas

Nisan 2005, 68 sayfa

Anadolu’da Roma hakimiyetinden 6nce, Hellenistik donemde kicuk toplujukdael
bir guic olarak tan mlayabileceniz tap nak etraf nda bams z olarak yaamaktayd lar.
Bu topluluklar bir araya getiren ve yon veren gig, tap nakbdka deyile rahiplerdi.
Roma doneminde bu topluluklar merkezi bir yonetim altna almak véemiden
faydalanmak amac yla biraraya getirileredhir haline donttaralma lerdir. Bu ilem
Romal lar taraf ndan da sdrddrtlnidr. Kutsal bir yap etraf nda toplanan bu
topluluklar tap naa hizmet verip hem tap na devaml|l n salyorlard hem de
kendilerini bu kutsal gu¢ alt nda glvenceye al yorlard . Litedsiou tlr yap lar icin
baz bilimadamlar Stimer toplum yap s na 6zgu bir terim ofap hak devleti” tan m n
kullanm tr.

Bu cal mada Pontus bdlgesinde bulunan ve *“tap nak devleti” olarak adlandrlan
Comana Pontika ve Zela’n n bu tan ma ne kadar uydu, Anadolu’daki dier benzer

ornekler ve onlar olduran unsurlar alt nda ac¢ klanmaya callm tr. Ayrca bu

Vi



cal ma, ba msz yap daki tap naklarn zamansal ve mekansal ohelerini ortaya

koyarak yeniden anlamland rmay amaclamaktad r.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tap nak devleti, Komana Pontika , Zela, Pprifasadeniz, Ma,

Anaitis.
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

Temple States essentially are economically independentoredigitructures with self-
governing powers. Their independent economies and autonomy diffexetgraple
states and separate them from temples. Besides Comanalanthg two temple states
investigated in detail here, other temples with similancstre have been identified in
Anatolia. In order to emphasize the distinction between tengobelstemple states,
Marinatos divided the types of religious structures into thréegoaes (Marinatos,
1993:230):

1. Urban sanctuariemre frequently located within the city center. The templatbena

on the Acropolis in Athens or the temple of Athena. In Priene am@n@grithe best
examples.

2. Extra urban sanctuariese administered by the city-state but located outsideitye

They were intended to mark or enlarge the territorial authofithe city, and to act as
regional cult centers. Therefore, these types of sanctudneught together rural
populations under a “national” cult. The best example for this is perhaps the santtuar
Apollo at Miletus. It was out of the city yet under the contrbh family of Milesian
priests (Marinatos, 1993:230).

3. Inter-urban sanctuariesven though controlled by cities closest to them, were situated

further from their administrative rulers. They were neyttates therefore, they became

suitable for political communications.

The structure of the sanctuaries at Comana and Zela unfetyyndd not fit in any of
these groups exactly, but the closest group could be the extra-sabatuaries. An

identification of what sort of a system and position these twasames had under the



kingdom of Pontus and Roman rule, and an understanding of the meaning of autonom
in terms of religious organization, resource management and egan@ramong the

major goals of the thesis.

Temple state is a phenomenon that emerged in Mesopotamia. mheneple state was
first suggested by Anton Deimel based on the early Sumeriarvarcbcords (Foster,
1981:226 footnote:2). According to him, temple state was the centi®e akligious
activity for the Sumerians. It organized the population for efficiirrigation and
agricultural activity (Foster, 1981:227). This structure was pigbthe result of the
immediate necessities of the area, water and agriculamdl The Anatolian examples
were surely not identical to the Mesopotamian examples since theicosditat shaped
their development must have been vastly different.

Still, the term temple state for Comana Pontica and Wwakused by numerous scholars
such as D. Magie (1950:146), D.R. Wilson (1960:223), B. Virgilio (1981:B.
McGing (1986:9) and C. Marek (1993:39). One of the purposes of this sutdy i
determine the validity of this term for Anatolia. Another purpisst identify what in
fact these structures that are defined as ‘temple sta&natolia are, if the use of this

term is not appropriate.

In this thesis, individual aspects of temple states in Anaitoliae Roman period will be
investigated. The first section will include a discussionhef structure of the temple
state, the components of it such as sacred slaves, prostiavesues, priest and their

transformation in time.

In the second part, Comana Pontica and Zela will be describedheitielp of ancient
literary sources, inscriptions, remains and coins. Comana and Zelamnwdlas cases for
general comprehension of temple state phenomena in Anatolia nainchte the

relationship to the road system and the economy of the region.



While the thesis is intended to provide a comprehensive coveEma@@mana and Zela,
because of the nature of the evidence it does not claim to fismess to all of the

guestions it raises.



CHAPTER I
DEFINITION OF THE STUDY AREA

2.1 Geography of the Pontic Region

The Pontic Region under the control of the Pontic Kingdom was bordered on the west by
the River Halys, on the east by Cholcis, on the southeastrbgra Minor and on the
southwest by Cappadocia. Indeed, during the Early Imperial pegosimall area to the

east of the river Halys, Phazemonitis (Vezirkbpri) around Phazetmat is, was
excluded from the territory and was added to Paphlagonia (fig.1th@©wroast line,
plains of Gadilonitis (Bafra) and Themiscyra (Terme or @aba) were included in the
Roman territory (Marek, 1993: 11).

The location of Pontus in ancient geography is described blgdS(&trabo, XlI.1.14).
According to him Cappadocia was divided into parts by the Persktiowing the
conquests of Alexander, the area Cappadocia was divided into tvi® a@gain;
Cappadocia ad Tauroand Cappadocia ad PontuéStrabo, Xll.1.14).Cappadocia ad
Pontuswas called Pontus only and it comprised the land between Paplalagyoahi
Cholcis (Strabo, XIl.1.14). In addition, Strabo calls thigitigty Euxenios (Strabo,
VI1.3.6).

The main geographical feature of Pontus is the range of moumégioking from the
hinterland of Themiscyra (Terme) in the west, to Apsaros ireést (Bryer, 1985:2).
River Iris runs to the west of Themiscyra. Themiscyra amlviere mentioned in
Strabo’s account;



Themiskyra is a plain on one side it is washedheydea and is about sixty stadia
distant from the city, and one other side it liethe foot of the mountainous country,
which is well wooded and coursed by the streanat, ive their sources therein. So
one river, called the Thermodon, being suppliedallythese streams, flows out
through the plain; and another river similar testhwhich flows out of Phanaroea, as
it is called the Iris. It has its sources in Pontgslf, and after flowing through the
middle of the city of Comana in Pontus and throl@grimonitis, a fertile plain,
towards the west, then turns towards the north @agtura itself (Strabo, XII1.3.15)

Main rivers in the region are the Kz | rmak, Ylemak, Cekerek, Coruh and Kelkit
rivers. The Yeil rmak is connected with the Cekerek River and it passes through
Samsun, Amasya and Tokat. Yemak is also adjoined with another big river, the
Kelkit. Ye il rmak is discharged at Civa Burnu at Samsun. K z | rmakeR starts
running at Cappadocia and finishes pouring into the Black Sea twtokime north of
Bafra. The Coruh river-basin is made up of three riversuiorarit, Kelkit. The
Coruh starts in Erzurum and it passes through Artvin and Giamé (Strabo 12.3.15).

The chain of mountains in Pontus forms the spine of the Poigk (®o u Karadeniz
Da lar). They line up separating the coast line from the int@meas. The major part of
the chain consists of Upper Cretaceous volcanic rocks, whileeakastern end the
mountains rise to a height of nearly 4000 m. to the south of Riz&ackar.
Communication between the inland and the shore is difficult becaoaatain valleys’
lower parts become gorges, and high passes are blocked with snowfrius year.
Only the paths connect the shore with the inland. A warm and hclimdte and a
fertile flora on shores and impassable forests on slopes and mouailtays prevail.
Caucasus Mountains on the east protect the coast from cold weatidgrons coming
from the north-east. (Marek, 1993:12)

Lines of high mountains separate coasts and interior areas cau&ngty of landscape
and climate. Fertile plains extend over broad areas concenatédularly on the
central part of the Anatolian peninsula in the interior Bl&eka region (Bryer, 1985:3).

The agricultural core of the region must have been Amaseia.plEigs within the



territory of Amaseia, such as Suluova, Merzifon, Gumuid Taova are known to have

been fertile plains in ancient times as well (Strabo, 12.3.39)

2.2. Historical Background of the Study Area

We have scarce information concerning the prehistoric agéitus. The only site
which provides information, the Early Bronze Age sketepe, is located in Samsun
Province near Bafra. Another excavated site isdil&ldyik near Tokat which is the
ancient Tabigga in Hittite documents and this Hittite cityg a&kso a buffer zone between
the Kaska tribes and the Hittite territory (Ozgiig, 1978:2). Thgk&and Pala lived in
the mountains of the Black Sea region. Our knowledge on them unfotyuisdimited

to the Hittite documents and there is no archaeological eviderstgport them (Ertem,
1980:2) According to H.Ertem, the Kaska tribes country was ldrittethe coast line of
Sinop and Bafra and the country of the Pala tribe was located dset@smanc k-
Vezirkopru (Ertem, 1980:4).

A period about which we know a lot more is certainly the Gree&nixdtion period
which begun around "7 B.C. in the Black Sea (Tsetskhladze, 1998:19). Mass
colonization began in the"6century B.C. continuing until the late Archaic period. In
this period, both the Greeks and the western Anatolian citieslisb&d new cities in
coastal Black Sea. The first Milesian colony, Sinope, was prplfabhded in the late
7" century B.C. according to archaeological data. Amisos, CotyGemasus and
Trapezus were the other colony cities. Colonists probably livefisbimg, agriculture
and craft production. Trade was a secondary source of incomskflsetze, 1998:19).
Greek colonies located on the coast of Pontus could not have affeetédnterland
intensively. The geographical division of Pontus into the coast and interiartsedleo a
sharp cultural division between Greek and Iranian/native AnatdMcGing, 1986:9).



The Greek cities of the coast looked regularly towards tagas®l their influence did

not go through the interior. Relationship between colonists and tidoa$ was mainly

in peace until the late Archaic period. After the local kingdahag flourished under

Persian rule, the lives of the Greek cities were moresw fleliant on these kingdoms
(Tsetskhladze, 1998:67).

In the century before the existence of the Pontic Kingdom, thé&sneek population of
the countries along the south coast of the Black Sea were madédagpl tribes which
are overall just names to us now. The third and nineteenth ssti@pDarius controlled
these tribes (Herodotus, 111.93-94). For the period between 6008430 B.C. our
source is Herodotus (Herodotus, I. 74, IV. 92, 94). It seemdhbd®ersians made their
authority felt even in the Black Sea. However, we have noldétaiformation about
the Persian hegemony in Pontus. Another valuable source for théc@llgesiod (5th
century B.C.) is Xenophon. In his Anabasis, he writes about theenadipulations of
Pontus like the Khalybs, Taokhs, Phasis, Skyths and Moskhos (Xenophon;1&).14
After this period, the knowledge on Pontus decreases. In orddmotishathe Persian
hegemony in Asia Minor, Alexander began his expeditions in 334 B.C. This resudted in

large Hellenistic Empire.

At the same time in Pontus, the Persian satrap Mithridateadidvant to leave his
Persian identity. Furthermore, he was not willing to loosertdspendence neither to
Alexander the Great nor to his successor Antigonos Monophtalmos taidisded his
hegemony. The kings, who came after him, shared the same mammeidates Il was
killed by Antigonos in 302 B.C., Mithridates Il of Cius (Mithriéat| Ctistes) took the
control of the kingdom (McGing, 1986:15). Becoming the first king haf Pontic
Kingdom until 266 B.C., when Ariobarzanes came to the throne wedfesdruggles
between Mithridates, Lysimachos and Seleucus. There is ahngstoof at all for the
actions of the reign of Ariobarzanes. However, his son and swrcbtthridates Il
came to the throne and began to fight with the Galatians. I twdeuild political

alliance with the Seleucids, he married with Laodice sibter of Seleucus Il (McGing,



1986:21). His successor Pharnaces | (220-188 B.C.) (Mithridateaddligd Sinope to
the kingdom'’s territory and also its colonies Cotyora and Cerastes adggled to the
kingdom (185 B.C.). From these cities he took the settlers ablesst his new city of
Pharnaceia. Furthermore, he carried the Pontic capital fromséien@o Sinope. The
pursuit of the Crimean peninsula began under Pharnaces (McGing, 1986 feath

of Pharnaces marked the end of an era in Pontic history. Hiessar Mithridates 1V
Philopator Philadelphus followed a smooth policy. He underlined théaReysgins of

the dynasty by minting coins with Perseus’ depiction (McGing, 1986133 depiction

was a brilliant connection between east and west, Persiande@usihim as an
Assyrian and he was absolutely a hero for Greeks (McGing, 1986:88)ndxt king

Mithridates V Euergetes, the greatest rival for a lomget who was the son of
Mithridates IV, was less ambitious but still formed an all@m@gainst the Bithynian
Kingdom. Mithridates V was also allies with the Romans & lkeginning. He helped
them in their struggle with Carthage; however, the issue aheuGalatian territory

disturbed their relationships.

The Pontic Kingdom’s Golden Age is during the reign of Mithridateg€¥pator. The
Bosporan Kingdom was taken under the hegemony and the expansion poliasa
Minor continued. However, the bequest of the Pergamene Kinga&uorhe according
to the will of Attalos Ill and expanding the authority of RomeAsia Minor were big
obstacles for Pontic improvement. Mithridates VI wanted to abdiwh Roman
hegemony in western Asia Minor and Greece just like the policyexfaider the Great,
fighting against the Persian rule in Asia Minor. In his reigellenization accelerated
(McGing, 1986:40).

Mithridates VI was successful in the beginning. Lucullus whas veharged with
suppressing Mithridates VI could not complete his duty successk#lywas removed
from his Asia Minor mission by Rome and the duty was given to Ppnmpé7 B.C.

Mithridates extended the border of his kingdom, however, he finallg ¢uilresist and

first lost western Asia Minor and islands, and then most of the Pontic RegiotedHe f



the north. Pharnaces, the son of Mithridates tried to regailoshéerritory but he was
not successful either. The struggle of the Pontic kings came ¢éadcawith the Battle of
Zela against Caesar in August 1st 47 B.C. Caesar celelateittory with his famous
words “Veni, Vidi, Vici” The Roman rule in the Black Sea area continued for a couple

centuries through the reign of local client- kings.

2.3 Surveys and Excavations in Subject Area

The earliest archaeological work in central Black Sea ragitime survey conducted by
K.Kokten, N. Ozgii¢c and T.Ozgui¢ in Samsun province (Kokten, 1945:361). The first and
extensive survey was initiated by Alk m in 1971, also amSun province. In 1973,
Alk m decided to excavate akiztepe (Alk m 1975a & 1975b). The excavations at
kiztepe were continued by O.Bilgi fromstanbul University. A survey project in
Samsun province has been carried out by M. Ozsait since 1986tudis area also
included Amasya and Tokat (Ozsait, 1988:287). A large amount ofadatpresent in
annual survey reports (Ozsait, 2003:127).

Amphora workshop excavation at Demirci Sinop began in 1993 and is stdj bairied
out by the Sinop Museum and Dominique Kassab-Tezg6r. This excawati@iling
amphora kilns aims to determine Black Sea amphora typologies andhlegwate
scattered through out the trade network (Tatl ¢, 1999:449).

. Donmez carried out surveys in Sinop, Samsun and Amasya in 19989 .
Donmez conducted surveys in Sinop, Samsun and Amasya. He triechltbsbsthe
nature of culture of the central Black Sea region during they Badnze Age Il period.

Pottery and small artifacts were recovered during surfacestigations at Kocagoz



Hoyuk in Sinop, Dindartepe in Samsun, Tekkekdy, Kavak-Kaledorand Samsun,

Sinop, Amasya and Tokat were studied (D6nmez, 1999:237).

One of the new research projects in the area is the BlacH@da Project in Sinop
which began in 1996 by F. Hiebert from University of Pennsylvania Musét is an

inter-disciplinary study of interaction and exchange in Black fdeall periods. The
part survey of this project, The Sinop Regional Survey conducted.dyoOnan is
aimed to document the settlement in Sinop province from the Pdpotintains and the
Kzlrmak and Gok rmak river valleys to the coast (Doonan, 1998:36@htinuing

studies aim to provide production and consumption commodities of indicatasl @nd

to show the relationship between cities and their environments (Bo20d1:142).

Another new study under the supervision of O.Bilgi in Pontus aré i¥Samsun Area
Cultural Development Project”. This study began in 2000 and it &mgocument
the cultural histories of Amisos and its surroundings. In 2000 Kag, kAgarkale,

Akalan, Mart kale, Kaledorw and Tekekoy were investigated (Bilgi, 2002:290).

A study directly related to the subject area is the surveggrtjat began in 2004 under
the supervision of B. Erciyas at Comana Pontica. As welhasiling the history of the
subject area, this survey will also provide information regardhmy settlement at

Comana Pontica (Erciyas, www.comanaproject.org).



CHAPTER Il
DEFINITION OF THE TEMPLE STATES IN ANATOLIA

3.1Temple States

The concept of ‘temple state’ derives from religious strecimrthe Sumerian society in
the third millennium B.C. According to the temple state concefumerians, many or
all-agricultural land was owned by the temple and therefore, ésmgntrolled the
economy of southern Mesopotamia. Political leaders of citiexigndtates based their
authority on their relationships with gods, functioning as ‘theocenmsdnors’ (Foster,
1981:226). The spur of advancement of civilization in Mesopotamia strasigly

associated with the development of temples which resultedeirestablishment of a

temple-centered state (Foster, 1981:226).

Temple states are made up of three components;

1. Religious leader, called the priest,
2. Number of people working for and living around the temple, callded slaves
(hierodoulo),

3. The area around the temple providing revenues for it, called tipéetaaritory.

These three components also are factors separating tewrmele som temples. Temple
states, unlike temple complexes, have self-governing uritsb&st known examples of
Temple States in Anatolia are Comana and Zela in cen@akESea region. Following

is a discussion on components mentioned above.

The temple territories probably included lands of independent natw@munities.

Lands from villages, unions of villages or tribes were adaedhé temple lands.

1C



(Broughton, 1938:641) Temple territories and their inhabitants (sataees} whose
sole purpose was to work for the temple, provided temple statés resources
necessary for their emergence and survival. According to MioRRasff, the territory
and hierarchy of "great, wealthy and influential sanctuarigat had many priests,
impressive architecture and thousands of people who worked to sergesimilar to
that of a state (Rostovtzeff, 1941:505). Virgilio implies tiembple states had developed
complex systems governing religious, political and economiasffirgilio, 1981:49).
He states that at the center of the temple states strustumdigious, political and
economic nature there was the temple which had strong tradatimhstrict connections
with the village, city or state. Strabo's descriptions ofgteat temples of Comana in
Cappadocia, of Comana, Cabeira and Zela in Pontus, Pessinukaim@,G&nasa and
Antiocheia in Pisidia, all coincide with Virgilio's description tie temple states
mentioned above (Dignas, 2002: 227,Virgilio, 1981:49).

Following the development of these structures in chronological @addrwith an

historical perspective will provide us further informationsEgigns of temple states in
Anatolia are seen during the Hittite period. The area knownoasa@a Cappadocia in
the Roman Period was in fact the area named Kummami in thige kheriod (Boffo,

1985:15). Inside this area, there was a temple dedicated to tda Roman Period and
this area was the site of a temple dedicated to Hepheinlittite Period. The religious
center and the most sacred area of the Kingdom of Kizzuwadsaaiso here (Boffo,
1985:17). Temple states in this period were not fully autonomous buthbadotvn

governmental structures. They were under the inspection of the kingudisecured by
the Hittite governors in this period. Priests were not of kikimp nor did they have
political roles. Temple states’ revenues were supplied by areas surrothreliegiple as

will be seen in our examples.
Usual characteristics of a temple state can be detedrbigged on a testimony of Strabo

on Comana of Cappadocia (Broughton, 1938: 641). In his testimony, Stréd thiat

although the inhabitants of the city were mainly subjectbh@flding in a general way,
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they were in fact practically subjects to the priest in nraspects. According to Strabo,
the priest ruled over the temple and the temple servants, ahddheontrol over the
revenues gained from the temple territories (Strabo XI1.3.37@b& indicates that these
territories were of ‘considerable size’ and that the priesithority stretched beyond
these territories which were the estates owned by the 3Jthée priest occupied the
second rank after the King and usually was from the King’'s fa(&itoughton, 1938:
641). However, Strabo does not use the téemple statefor these religious structures.
For places like Comana, Zela or Cabeira, he used théepehsi.

As an example, Cabeira, which is also called ‘village &ityeria’ hosted the temple of
Men of Pharnaces. Cabeira was located on the southern foothitsryadres, and the
place fortified by a citadel, which controlled over the valleyLgptus (Magie, 1950:
180). Cabeira had many temple servants and the revenue froacriésl derritory was
controlled by the priest. A temple to Selene, similar to tluds&lbanians and those in
Phrygia, was situated in Cabeira. Cabeira was used asweabearket, and it gradually
developed into a town of some commercial importance. In hetbyitites Eupator’s
hunting park and a water mill possibly for grinding grain was ptes@abeira was
enlarged into a city by Pompey and was called Diospolis. Aftanpey, Pythodoris
developed the city and changed its name to Sebaste and stared it as a royal
residence (Strabo XII.3.31). Before Pompey however, Cabeira hosemple of

Men Pharnacou, and it was not a city.

Another temple state which was also a great emporiumjnRessvas on the border of
Phrygia and Galatia, and was home to the temple of the GraheM®&essinus formed
an independent principality and was ruled by the priest ofdddegs. At the end of the
first century in Mysia, priest of Zeus Abrettenus ruled shered temple territory with

power no less than a king (Magie, 1950:141).

The term ‘polis’ which is used by Strabo while describing the sites such as Comana

Pontica and Zela can in fact be considered correct for his tinzibe these places were
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turned into cities and even into market places by the Romans. BleéoRoman period

places like these were governed as sacred territories.

Most of the time it is not possible to determine the arearar a temple or its borders
without help from ancient sources. The areas were changed througltbyi various
governmental powers according to their regulations. By adding telapdts to city
territories and by establishing relationships built upon dependence and need, tims Roma
brought under their control the temple territories in interior Adiaor. This was
important because the temple was gaining property by religdsations and
inheritance scattered all around. In this respect, small leogples show similarities
with large theocratic feudalities (Malay, 1990:390). An inceaashe number of temple

areas resulted in the plunder of temple revenues by thminatrators.

3.2 Temple Revenues

Temple revenues are an important topic for our discussion aameiit is possible to
understand the temple revenues, as we know from the ancientssdoroer area by
comparing them to the examples in Mesopotamia. In 600-500 B.C. thepbtamian
cult centers that firmly controlled the economies of cult centgtls vast amount of
territory were based fully on agriculture, pre-determined figagments, textile, and
handicrafts (Boffo, 1985:22). People contributed to the temple revenuenyg in one
tenth of their first products (Boffo, 1985:22). In th8 éentury B.C. the Babylonian
temples were very wealthy, detained large amount of landseg®sd hundreds of
slaves and they dealt with trade (Dandamayev, 1979:589). Thekingportant palace
officials could give different orders to the temple adminigiratFor example, the king
ordered how to use cattle of to the Eanna temple in Uruk (Dandant®/#:591). The
king Nabonidus rented properties of the temple of Eanna namelyk&@@0early 7410
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hectar) of fertile land, 10 talents (30 kg.) of iron, 400 farm&08, oxen and 100 cows to
two people (Dandamayev, 1979:591). The king also decided food ratidsefterple
slaves and divisions of profits from the temple property for ¢ingpte personnel. The
palace economy and temple administrations were attached totbachbut there is no
more information regarding their relationships. On the other haadknow that some
temple officials of high rank had direct relationship to the kihgpugh marriage
(Dandamayev, 1979:589).

In Anatolia, the revenues were gained from the temple tefritWe come across some
examples of this in Strabo’s accounts for Morimene at Cappad®tiabo, XII.2.6). He
states that in Morimene, at Venesa (Avanos), thereantasnple to the Venesian Zeus,
which had a settlement of almost three thousand temple-seasaohta sacred territory
that was very productive, affording the priest yearly revenuifteén talents (Strabo
XIl.2.6). Strabo’s account on Zela also included the violatiorthef revenues and

reduction of the importance of the temples:

The large number of temple-servants and the hoabtlre priests were in the times
of the kings, of the same type as | have startddrbebut at the present time
everything is in the power of Pythodoris. Many p&s had abused and reduced both
the multitude of temple-servants and the rest efrédsources of the temple (Strabo
XI1.3.37).

Large amount of cash reserves of temples were under dixjpeneiture and these rich
temples played an important role in the economic life of ahea during this time
(Magie, 1950:142). The revenue and taxes collected from templestidacritories and
money deposited to these very well protected temples becameesfor loans

commonly used both by communities and individuals (Magie, 1950:142).

In the Hellenistic age, the three kinds of banking, sacredatpriand public, developed
into the forms that remained common during the Roman period, incdlalpitity with
little change in the relationships between them or in theicesr they performed
(Broughton, 1938:888). The temples maintained their ancient functionaasspfor
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deposit of treasure and accumulation of reserves, and tendedydter public or semi-

public control, to perform the services of a reserve bank (Bitong 1938:889).

There were many “temple bank” sanctuaries functioning in aimaiys in Asia Minor.
Temple of Artemis at Ephesos received deposits on accoumtdevimg the % century
B.C. and it had many loans still outstanding at the end of theMitsiridatic war
(Magie, 1950:142). Temple divided the money received from theot#he booty. And
the tithe, which they set apart for Apollo and for Artemistioé Ephesians, was

distributed among the generals, each taking his portion to késdp f&a the gods.

The Artemis Temple in Magnesia on the Meander also posseasextl dand from
which she collected revenues in the second century B.C. (ME@p€:141). The temple
to Hera of Samos collected revenues from her domain on the ndhinldhe plain of
Anaea, and salt-pans near the city were claimed by the tempMdheha at Priene
(Magie, 1950:141). Farms owned by Mylasa and Olymus in Carianeated for cash
and payment of other kind. Land in the Cayster Valley was ouvayethe Ephesian
Artemis even in the reign of Augustus (Magie 1950:141). Apollo keaws in south
western Phrygia possessed a state and owned a village &s ldte second or third
century A.D. (Magie, 1950:141). These examples provide us with cié@mation
about revenues of temples, such as where and how they abltecte

Temple of Apollo at Delos was one of the most important tengegeged as ‘temple
bank’. In the fourth century B.C., the temple of Apollo at Delos igexy large sums to
cities in the Aegean and in the third century, the temple lgaves at regular interest of
10 percent to the city of Delos and to private persons theneldts, 1992:11). This
temple also housed a religious festival for Cyclades and aroues. ¢tor this reason,
Delos provided a market for a large number of goods. It wasaldor these temples to
serve also as banks as well as providing religious senhbeesuse large populations

were in constant circulation (Linders, 1992:11).

1t



3.3 Priesthood

We gain most of our information on the status of the pridisésimost important element
of the temple state structures within temple states’ lukyairom the ancient sources.
From these we can deduct who they were as well as tighits rand power. While
discussing changing political powers in Comana Pontica, Strabe mif@mation on
priests:

| have mentioned Dorylaus the tactician, who was mother’s great grandfather,
and also a second Dorylaus who was the nephew eoffdimer and the son of
Philataerus, saying that, although he had recealedhe greatest honours from
Eupator and in particular the priesthood of Comdmawas caught trying to cause
the kingdom to revolt to the Romans (Strabo XI1I133.3

Here, as well as understanding who the priest of Comanaweaslso learn about his
powers and authority over the public. In another account of Stralsutleession of the
priests at Comana is clearly explained: Now the timdgbhekings the affair of Comana
were administrated in the manner already described, but when Pdogleover the
authority he appointed Archelaos priest and included within his boundariaddition
to the sacred land, a territory of two schoeni in circuit ardkred the inhabitants to
obey his rule. After Archelaos’ death, his son succeededet@ribsthood; and then
later, Lycomedes, to whom was assigned an additional terfioryhundred schoeni;
but now that has been deposed, the office is held by Dytaatnxf Adiatorix, who is
thought to have obtained the honour from Caesar Augustus because dilsnéxc
gualities (Strabo XII.3.34-35). Although we have some information oastsriof

Comana, we do not know anything about priests of Zela.

Priests were responsible for temples’ administration and caoend after the king in
rank. To illustrate, the priest of Ma in Comana Cappadocia wdradem and after the
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king was second in rank in kingdom hierarchy (Strabo Xl1.3.32). Thexefois not

surprising to discover that priesthood was a gift from the king.

The king and landlords were not the owners of the lands. Huge tesimfriand were

also owned by the gods. In the first century B.C., the prin¢graples still held great

areas of land in the kingdom of Pontus and Cappadocia and thetsptiked over these
vast domains as the representatives of the deities and tbeues and resources
supplied from these lands (Magie, 1950:139).

According to an inscription that was recorded by Waddington in Cappad0oiaana,
a priest from Comana is identified as alsoCataonian StrategogWaddington
1883:127).Cataonian Strategosvas one of the testrategiain Cappadocia (Strabo
XIl.1.2). This means that the priest also had a role in gawgrriturthermore, Strabo
writes that the priest belonged to the king’s family anddreecsecond in rank after the
king (Strabo XII 2.3). The priest also was responsible for thheéamr belonging to the
temple and the revenue collected from this land. Six thousand telayds $rom both
genders were subject to the priest and revenues gained fraentpke territories were
used by priests (Strabo Xl 2.3). The priest, however, hadght 1o sell these temple
slaves (Strabo Xl 3.34). It is thought that Orestes, withskser Iphigenia brought
these sacred rites here from the Tauric Scythia, theimitesnor of Artemis Tauropolus
(Strabo Xl 2.3). The priest and the priestess lived in tloeedaterritory (Strabo XII.
8.9).

In the Roman period we see that priests were appointed by hegeponets. Strabo
also states that when Pompey took control over Pontus, he appoicteelabds as the
priest to the temple of Comana Pontica and ordered the inhabdaoibey Archelaos’
rule (Strabo XI1.3.34).

An inscription on the priest’s authority was found in the fieldrrigi@ytktal HOyuk's

north-eastern part (near Yiva at Aksaray), and is now in Aksaray museum (Ayda
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2002:24). In this inscription, which is the priest’s will, it is coended to those set free

by him and to those under his rule that, descendents of the freed be protected and that his
tomb be secured (Ayda 2002:24). From a few inscriptions found at Comana
Cappadocia dated to the first century B.C., we understand thathmoel was firmly
interwoven with governmental authority, as was the caseeirHittite Period (Boffo,
1985:25). Under Augustus’ reign authority over sacred territory betbtq the higher

level governors. However, the priests continued their contret thehierodouloiand

over the revenue collected from territories of the templéesPralso occupied an
important place in local political hierarchy. (Boffo, 1985:25)

3.4 Sacred Slaveshferodouloi)

One of the important components of the temple states was tredsalaves
(hierodouloi) In Strabo, the size and importance of temple states wereiree@len
terms of the number dfierodouloiinhabiting the territory (fig 2). People who lived and
worked in the rural areas can be considered as 'serfs' whalseteadowner with their
labour and produce and in many ways were similar to the saereégssientioned by
Strabo (Dignas, 2002: 233). The best source of information and thedetased record
explaining the status and rights of terodouloiis an inscription by King Antiochos |

of Commagene:

Let nobody, neither king nor dynast nor priest magistrate, be permitted to enslave
to himself these hierodouloi whom | have consecrdtethe gods of my ancestors
according to the will of the gods, nor their chddrnor their descendants, who are
the successors of this group for all time, nor ltenate them anyone else, nor to
maltreat them in any fashion, nor to drag them afvagn this service; but let the
priests take them in their charge and let kinggisteates, and all private individuals
protect them, who will receive the gratitude of tpeds and heroes for their piety
(Dorrie, 1964:85).
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As we see in this document, sacred slaves had inviolability and they enjoyeitcgqnt
and protected status. Therefore, they were doing important workvinybody like
constantly pleasing the gods. Dignas states that the saeresk dlledicated to the
goddess Artemis in Ephesos were part of the free people @ig082:194). Dignas
also suggests that these people had possibly come together anteddtieaselves to
Artemis with their own will hence, calling them slaves could va®ng (Dignas
2002:194). In short, religious service itself determined the s@uoaition of these
people. Although sacred slaves were under the priest’s rujeb#enged to the temple

and the priest had no authority to sell them.

Sacred slaves, appearing as an integrated section of theitysa Greek culture seem
to have survived and expanded after Alexander's conquests. Asasathe Hittite

period, these sacred groups were provided with privileges maitiy exemptions of
taxation (Debord, 1982:88).

3.5 Temple Prostitutes

Young women, hostesses to many, handmaidens
Of attraction in wealthy Corinth,

Who burn the golden tears of fresh frankincense

Often you soar in your thoughts

To Aphrodite in the sky,

The mother of loves. (Pindar, The Odes, 388-9).

It is known that sacred prostitution was performed also ireés¢ where Aphrodite had

very strong presence. We gain an understanding of sacred ysessiity conjecture.
According to Debord, just like in Egypt, daughters of women @eelitto the service of
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gods, serving as temple prostitutes inherited their mother's reaxd continued their
profession (Debord, 1982:97).

On an inscription found in Hierocaesareia in Lydia names of slaves possiblgtdddia

the goddess Anaitis, also known as Artemis Persike in Lydiangagbed. According
to this inscription, during the reign of Tiberius Cladius (41-51 A.Dnder the

governorship of Publius Cornelius Scipio in Asia province, while iKest son of

Artemidoros, and [Bitlon, son of Rhustios, were officershigionom sacred slaves
dedicated to the goddess were listed as follows; 14 yeagid)[d@lympias dedicated by
Aphia, daughter of Agathion; 8 year old (girl) Prepusa by Ter&ugille, daughter of
Gaius; 12 year old (boy) Apollonios by Menandros, son of Papias; 40 ye@)dSlave

woman) Syntyche by Publicia Saturna; 13 year old Synete andat @igeKyklas (girls)

by Octavia Ventusa, daughter of Leukios (Bakir-Barthel, 1986:25).

The people whose names and ages appeared in this inscriptionswergtted to
unconditional service to the goddess and the temple. Dedicatedwgidkl have

probably served as temple-prostitutes later on.

In another account of Strabo we came across some passagesirgjscesyple-

prostitutes:

Now the sacred rites of the Persians, one andagdl,held in honour by both the

Medes and the Armenians; but those of Anaitis afd m exceptional honour by the

Armenians, who have built temples in her honoudifferent places and especially

in Acilisene. Here they dedicate to her serviceenazadd female slaves. This indeed is
not remarkable thing; but the most illustrious nadrthe tribe actually consecrate to
her their daughters while maidens; and it is tretam for these first to be prostituted
in the temple of the goddess for a long time arndrahis to be given in marriage;

and no one disdains to live in wedlock with suclicanan. Something of this kind is

told also by Herodotus in his account of the Lydiomen, who, one and all, he

says, prostitute themselves. And they are so kididposed to their paramours that
they not only entertain them hospitably but alsohaxge presents with them, often
giving more than they receive, inasmuch as thes dibm wealthy homes are

supplied with means. However, they do not admit eaman that comes along, but
preferably those of equal rank with themselvesa®irX1.14.16).
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In this account, the position of the temple prostitutes espeamatgmples dedicated to
Anaitis in Lydia and Armenia are clearly described. In additorthis, Herodotus
records his impressions from Lydia on the same subject mattes finst book, sections
93, 94 and 199. In 199, he mentions a similar structure in Babylon pegafur the

goddess Mylitta (Aphrodite) (Herodotus 1.199).

In Corinth, as well as sacred prostitutes dedicated to Aphrodite Wexe also secular
prostitutes. These secular prostitutes were removed bynBeridor the reason of
corrupting the moral landscape (Salmon, 1984:399). This decisioprolaably taken to
get rid of competition and protect sacred prostitution (Salmon, 1984:B88ander’s
action against secular prostitution was not very successfid secular prostitution later
became abundant (Salmon, 1984:400). The same problem rose in Ptolgypic E
where private brothels were harming the ‘houses of Aphroditem(@&al1984:203).

While describing the city of Comana Pontica, Strabo mentions that

there was a multitude of women who make gain frbairtpersons, most of them are
dedicated to goddess, for in a way the city issade Corinti{Strabo, XI1.3.36).

These women dedicated to the goddess Ma, were probably prestiateording to
Capar, it is interesting for these prostitutes to be indudethe goddess’ cult (Capar,
1985:593). Capar states that this symbolizes a magical cordribatithe motherhood,
the nature of goddess’ basic function of fertility and creat@gpar, 1985: 593).
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CHAPTER IV

TEMPLE STATES OF PONTUS

4.1 COMANA PONTICA

Interior Pontus was isolated by mountains, so the region remainafiected by
Hellenism which was widespread as a result of the colonizatiovement over the
coasts of Black Sea. Before the Romans, the domain-land sy&sntontinuing in
Anatolia where the king or nobles of his choice owned the land (Mag&0:179).
Villages around strongly fortified residences of the king and nokérs the economic
centers. Other than these domain-lands there were la@®e @réand belonging to great
sanctuaries. McGing divided the Pontic territory into three nygas: king's land, city
land and temple land within which serfdom being widespread (McGing, 89&&ople
that worked on these royal or sacred lands had to pay taxae tang or the priest
(Magie, 1950:180). From this, we can deduct that the systeempie states originated

or was at least strongly affected by this ancient system.

The temple state of Comana Pontica which yields details ocotteept of temple state

was a busy market place in interior Pontus. Strabo describesn@@sa

Now Comana is a populus city and is a notable eimporfor the people from
Armenia; and at the times of the exoduses of thadgss people assembles there
from everywhere, from both the cities and the coynnen together with women to
attend the festival. And there are certain othals who in accordance with a vow
are always residing there, performing sacrificehiagmour of the goddess. And the
inhabitants live in luxury, and all their propeityplanted with vines; and there is a
multitude of women who make gain from their persanest of whom are dedicated
to the goddess, for in a way the city is a lessair@h, for there too, on account of
the multitude of courtesans, who were sacred tordglite, outsiders resorted in
great numbers and kept holiday. And the merchanis soldiers who went there
squandered all their money, so that the followingvprb arose in reference to them:
Not for every man is the voyage to Corinth (Strib3.36).
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6000 sacred slavesiérodoulo) were dedicated to the service of Ma by taking oaths
and these were working the fields of the temple territomaf® XI1.3.34).

Comana Pontica currently called Hamamtepe is located reedriviak (Iris) River next
to DSI (State Hydraulic Works) regulator and is a mound coinciditiythe lower part
of Kl ¢l Village (fig.3). According to the survey conducted il 2004, Hamamtepe is
a triangular mound, with its wider side next to the river (B&lers to 150 meters) on
Tokat-Niksar and Tokat-Almus highways and is situated 9 km. nortlea$okat
(fig.3). Details of the survey study can be found at a web miepared by survey
supervisor Dr. Burcu Erciyas (www.comanaproject.org). Thisaais still called
Kumanat by the villagers. Unfortunately, the regulator construdestroyed the bridge
that once crossed the Iris River (fig.4). Hamilton recortéeedRoman Bridge and some
post-Roman buildings in his travels at Comana in tHecEhtury, but these no longer
survive (fig.6) (Hamilton, 1842: 350). During Hogarth and Munro’stwisithe area,
there were no villages around the mound of the temple of Ma, catiesed farms were
located around the area (Hogarth and Munro, 1893:735).

The territory of Comana lay along the Iris, which provided forldueh agricultural area
and her means of communication with Armenia and with other @fié®ontus (fig 4

and 5). Being located at an important place on a dense trade ketwbbeing a very
important religious center, Comana Pontica a large and signifcenter. It owed some

of its significance to being the closest trade center toefia Minor.

The plain of Dazimonitis (Kaz Ova) watered by the headwaters of thex&gkit), or
Artova, was an important area which did not have direct commionsatvith the Iris.
The natural center of the Iris valley was not Comana. Daziatohokat, the village
which gave its name to the plain of Dazimonitis, was betjerpped by nature to be the
city in this region. Dazimon lay at the mouth of a paghéosouth and a fortress typical

of Pontic Mountains was built there. Dazimon’s significance, thouwgas over-
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shadowed by Comana. Dazimon’s importance began to increase and Godentiae
with the coming of Christianity (Wilson, 1960: 232).

Hogarth and Munro suggested that the western part of the plainigadhlly been part
of the temple domain of Comana that was taken away by therdangs of Pontus to
form land around the royal castle of Gaziura, based on an insoriggcording the
attendance of a royal estate of the emperor Maurice imidatis (Kaz Ova). This land
around the royal castle later became to be knowmages publicusand eventually
became imperial area (Hogarth and Munro, 1893:736). Besides the d#rigkswing

it back from Maurice through all the emperors to the RepublicRompey’s settlement
and of calculating from there the temple lands of a century or more before, tHeceas a
difficulty that arises from attributing Dazimonitis to thentple of Comana. If this
district were Comana’s already, what were the lands lostdiy when it resumed its
status as an independent temple under Antony? (Wilson, 1960:232). Welteaaty
seen that the upper Scylax valley was also largely dderetory, it is difficult to see
what could be meant by Strabo’s senteremgiwghde kai h parakeimenh cwra
merisgeisa eiV pleiouV dunasteiaV: “The adjacent territory also was reduced,
having been divided into several domair{Strabo XI1.3.37). There is no valid reason
for supposing that Maurice’s estate had been in imperial possdesiany great length
of time (Wilson, 1960:233).

Pompey kept Comana as an independent temple making it into galitydoecause he
thought of its sanctity and prestige to be too great for agzation. Strabo wrote about
that:

Now the times of the kings the affairs of Comanaen&dministered in the manner
already described but when Pompey took over thiecsity, he appointed Archelaos
(in 64 B.C.) priest and included within his bourday in addition to the sacred land,
a territory of two schoeni ( ) that is, sixty stadia in circuit (Strabo
XI1.3.34).
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The term'schoeni’is explained by Pliny as...Other writers say that it is forty schoeni
in length, making the schoenum to be thirty stad{®liny, V.6.9). More detailed
description of this term can be found in Strabo:

According to Artemidorus, the voyage up the riveitwenty-eight schoeni, that is,
eight hundred and forty stadia, reckoning the soheas thirty stadia. When | made
the voyage, however, they used different measurdsfarent times when they gave
the distances, so that even forty stadia, orrsiilie, was the accepted measure of the
schoenus, according to the place. That the measiutbe schoenus among the
Aegyptians in unstable is made clear by Artemiddrimsself in his next statement;
for from Memphis to Thebai each schoenus, he sayene hundred and twenty
stadia, and from Thebai to Syene sixty, and, assails up from Pelusium to the
same vertex of the Delta, the distance, he saywjesty-five schoeni, that is, seven
hundred and fifty stadia, using the same measurael® XVII1.24).

As we see above, the termlafklo ( ) in Strabo is translated ashoeniWilson in

his thesis translated the terkuklo in Strabo XII.3.34 in the sense of radial
measurement. Magie suggested that the term refers toméerential measurement
(Magie, 1950:371). However, the circumference of 60 stadia givdciameter of 2 1\2
statute miles which is unlikely to be right because of its inggmice of size. Even with

a 60 stadia radius added to existing temple land Comana’®mngrwas minute in
comparison with thecivitates of the province, though as a temple state it was
inconsiderable. Fouschoeniof land was added to Comana’s territory by either Caesar
or Antony (Wilson, 1960:233).

Epigraphic documents of Comana Pontica enlighten the history déthe state. The
Roman Bridge touched the hill, which housed the temple to Ma, lasetrged civic
inscriptions on its feet. Only several courses of one of the dé the bridge is still
visible in the modern construction of the regulator (fig.7). Twaccinscriptions are

clearly visible during times of low water levels (fig.8).
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One of these inscriptions located on the base of the Roman bridgiblp@s reused
material date to 160s A.D.

[ 1 [111] [ C )] [ 1! B
#9$ ] [$%# $.....]$ [H & [ 1$ %
1% | I Y (# 2 (Ramsay, IGR IIl, n0:106).

The inscription was firstly mentioned by Ramsay to indicatendmme of the city as
Hierocaesareia (Ramsay, 1882:153). From this inscription, we understand tigt tfie
Comana had the title “asylum”. Another inscription which is dgsmportant for the

city was found at Gumenek by Wilson in 1958 (Wilson, 1960:233). The mtiscrivas

on three moulded gray marble fragments of an architrave. Treg®ments are now in
Tokat Museum’s garden (Remy, 1990:521). The inscription was recentlishpedblin

S.E.G;

& ) s
, [( & ]
g #0%  #$,% % $ ] "! |
1 $ %# $(SEG XLII:339).

Dedication to Emperor Traian: the son of deified Emperor Caesar NereayaN
Traianus Augustus the conqueror of Germania, Dacia, Parthia, the highest pribst, fat
of a country with 11 Emperors, 6 consuls, in th& 26r 21%year of public councils

authority Comana the sacred and inviolable city (dedicates) (EA 19, 1992:120).

Presumably the inscription belonged to after 116 A.D. becausepitiet of( & 0%
for Traian was used from 21 Febr. 116 A.D (SEG, XLII:339). Tissription indicates
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that the city of Comana had the rights of “sacred and inviolaisl&” $ 7in
the early second century.

“Right of Asylum” was more an indication of the prestige ofaactuary than of the
importance of the city linked with it (Broughton 1938:710). One ofrtiost important
functions of the sanctuaries was to give protection to pdlitefugees (Marinatos,
1993:232).

Extra urban cult centers were perfect for asylia. Some &=mgrke constructed to serve
as asylum and some are ideal to become asylum. Temples surrouitdedide

territories are also ideal for asylia (Marinatos, 1993:232).

Confirmation or recognition of such grants was not a regulartipeator Hellenistic

kings. These grants were part of a panhellenic recognition, hasdecognition was
definitive. The title presented was not decided upon by a skigeand it did not come
from one authority. It was the Greek public opinion that determiaetdif and held as
the highest source of law for deciding upon questions of civic saatintitiements in
the Greek world (Rigsby, 1995:78). Following the Roman conquests thisriyitwas

replaced by the Roman State. Therefore, it is seen that th@seno need for
confirmation of this title by a king or his successors in theelergorld. For Romans
however the title “sacred and inviolable” meant “the rightasylum”, of refuge and
immunity from the law. With an understanding as such they beocasry suspicious
about the title “sacred and inviolable”. Recognitions of the &thd confirmations of
existing titles are idiosyncratic mainly to Roman texts whezdimd evidence of careful

assessment and confirmation of this title (Rigsby, 1995:78).
The great temple of Comana Pontica and Comana Cappadocia dotdttassd this

right, which was possessed as a matter of course by temipld®e omperial cult
(Broughton, 1938:710). A number of cities carried into the empire tineonyeof grants
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from the kings making the whole city an asylum, an evident proteati case of war
(Broughton, 1938:710).

One of the most important temples of the Kingdom of Pontus w@sraana and was
dedicated to the goddess of Ma. The cult of Ma was carriecg@ffom Cappadocian
Comana. The citizens of Comana acquired great wealth fromrtégards and from the
merchants and their customers who came to the city during the gsdindlfevhich took
place twice a year (Magie, 1950:181).

The temple of Ma stood on a low hill overlooking the Iris, a few miles above the plain of
Dazimonitis (fig. 12&13). It was possibly surrounded by the rdgdtesses, and was a
town in which lived the servants of the goddess and the pridstsve can see by
looking at coinage the temple was tetrastyle (fig. 9&10)e Teémple might have
included the eight gray columns that today support the roof Bfcéétury Ali Paa
Camii in Tokat (Wilson, 1960:233).

The name Ma was used as early as the second half df.thellennium B.C. Its many
forms such as MA-GU-LA (-AN-NA), MA-GUR, MA-KUR-RI, MABAN-DA-AN-NA
are found cuneiform scripts discovered in Mesopotamia (Capar, 1995A8x)ugh
the oldest documented form of the name Ma belongs to Mesopataargan not reach

definite conclusions on its origin. Her first appearance in Anathdso unknown.

Due to her warlike characteristics, goddess Ma has beenfie@dnvith Enyo and
Bellona (Capar, 1995:584). Goddess Ma carries the epithet aficible” and “goddess

of victory” in Cappadocian Comana and on various inscriptions. TfBeriptions
recorded by Waddington in Cataonia enlighten us about the epithis Gbddess. To
illustrate; '] $) # I [$ 1 # $'-"

% [$] . (Waddington, 1883:127). The terin .# I [$]
undoubtly represents the goddess Ma (Ruge, 1930:1127). On coinage minted during

Caligula’s, Trajan’ and Septimus Severus’ reigns we setethieaGoddess is depicted
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holding a spear and a shield (fig 11). A mythological occurrericMais warlike

characteristics is represented in a dream of Sulla, whaedatre cult of Ma to Rome.
Ma gives Sulla lightning to destroy his enemies in the dre@apdr, 1985:596). This
myth was probably produced in order to gain advantages over the pe&uaato$ and

to encourage Sulla’s soldiers.

In 204 B.C., the mother goddess of Pessinus was moved to Rome asotter
protector of the city. This cult had a large number of worshippenstuals held in the

name of the goddess, this group ran around unconscious holding double axes and hurting
themselves in the streets of Rome. During this ceremony, dbxeered the goddess’
figurine with blood from their bodies (Capar, 1985:594). The double axbt maye

been an attribute of Ma, indeed she did have warrior chastateras well (Capar,
1985:594). People worshipping goddess Ma in Rome were cHdieaticus bellonea’

(CIL VI, 2232).

Strabo writes about two cult cities dedicated to Ma, one w&smntus and the other was
in Cappadocia (Strabo Xl1.2.3, 3.32). In inscriptions from 1stwgrA.D., Cappadocia
Comana is referred to as Hieropolis*..] # # # %

#"$ %" 0 %[ $ ].!'$ ' (Waddington, IGR..
121). In the 2nd century A.D. it was renamed as Hierocaesareiar(Capa:587)

As | already mentioned, the cult in Comana was derived feorcult in Comana
Cappadocia which is older than the cult in Comana Pontica. Stratybéesthe temple

of Enyo in Comana Cappadocia ak this Antitaurus are deep and narrow valleys, in
which are situated Comana and the temple of Enyo, whom the people thereatall M
(Strabo XI1.2.3). We see Enyo depicted as Ma on coinage belongimpntar@ Pontica

from the Roman Imperial period (LIMC Ill, 1986:746). In Rome, teang Bellona is
named Enyo (Capar 1995:584). In Thebai and Orkhomenos a festival named
“Homoloia” was held dedicated to Zeus, Demeter, Athena and Elajoaf, 1995:584).

29



Goddess Ma was worshipped in Macedonian Edessa and Lydian Hyrcamesl @&s
Pessinus (Capar, 1985:590). In Macedonian Edessa, temple of godaléeriséd the
worship of Meter Theon. There, Ma was possibly identified witheM&heon. She was
at the same time worshipped as Partenos, assimilated heitBytrian goddess (SEG,
1995:187). The name Ma was brought to Asia Minor by the Phrygians (®96:187).
The Macedonians assimilated Ma with Artemis, Demeter, M&teeon, Pasikrata,
En(n)odia and Partenos and spouse of Dionysos, Zeus\Dionysos, and Zeissoblyps
(SEG, 1995:187). The cult of Zeus Olybreus which is also widely knowsia Minor,

is seen in Comana Cappadocia in Roman period and may be indmfaki\gs relation
with Zeus (Nikitin, 1994:110). The inscription found in Comana Cappadscidso a
proof of the worship of the Zeus Olybreus: 1 [] 2% #[ ] (Harper
1969:27). In Rome, a Temple to BELLONAE PULVINENSIS and a VECU
BELLONAE may be an indication of the worship of the Goddess in Harperial
Rome (Capar, 1985:590).

4.2 ZELA

The temple at Zela was dedicated to Anaitis and built probabheitate Achaemenid
period, c. 4th century B.C. (Boyce, 1985:288). The worship of the geddestis was

first introduced to Asia Minor in the 6th century B.C. by the offialad private Persian
power (Corsten, 1991:164). It is possible that the temple wasogedein time by the
Pontic kings. We learn from Strabo that Pontic people came tpldde to take oaths
concerning matters of greatest importance (Strabo XIl1.3.37)k@wledge about what
kind of a temple Zela had is limited to the remains of ar@luan type white marble
piece and Zela's coinage minted during the Roman Imperial pertad coinage also
informs us about the fire cult that existed here until the 3rd centidy®@n this coinage
belonging to the reigns of Septimus Severus (193-211) and Cara2alla?17),
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crenellated courtyard gate with the temple’s pedimenihaizehind it and on others the
pillared portico that belonged to the temple itself represemiestylized fashion with
either four or six pillars are depicted. (fig. 16). As commaseen, from between the
columns in the middle, a flame is pictured rising on a columthascult's symbol.
Flame as cult symbol is similarly represented on coinage fromiptyjpraLydia (Boyce,
1985:288).

Julius Caesar, in his De Bello Alexandrino, wrote:

Zela is a town of Pontus, well fortified, thoughusited in a plain; for a natural
eminence, as if raised by art, sustains the wallslbsides. All around are a great
number of large mountains, intersected by vall@yse highest of these, which is
celebrated for the victory of Mithridates, the defef Triarius, and the destruction of
our army, is not above three miles from Zela, aasd & ridge that almost extends to

the town (Caesar, 72ffig. 14).

Zela’s importance was greatly increased with a road comimg ffavium going to

Comana Pontica and Neocaesaeria which passed through theetatyvas also on the
trade route coming from Amaseia (fig 21). The re-directiorhisf trade route under the
Roman rule, so that it passed through Tokat, resulted in theemente of Gaziura

under the Roman rule (Turhal) which was a medium sized city @d901:53).

On the north-east side of the hill where the temple stood, ktheater was built partly

by stone and wood, and by carving the hill itself and including thé structure. The

only remaining part of the theater to this day is the seats carved on the bedrock@nd som
structures belonging to orchestra. Other remains of the rityde a tomb and some
architectural pieces (Wilson, 1960:215).

Strabo states that in earlier times, kings had ruled Zelasatcity but as a sacred area
to the Persian goddess. A priest ruled over the whole area. This sacred ardartanyse
temple-servants and priests (Strabo XI.8.4). Characters onedti above on
governmental organization of Zela show many similarities t@hb®ts account of

Comana’s organization in Cappadocia.
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Strabo indicated that rituals held in Zela possessed geatetity and that a traditional
festival was organized to be celebrated only once a year. Westartkfrom Strabo at
X1.8.5 that, the Temple in Zela was built to celebratedbfeat of the Sacae by Cyrus.

The story takes part in Strabo’s accounts:

The Sacae, however, made raids like those of Cimamgrand Treres, some into
regions close to their own country, others intoioeg far away. For instance, they
occupied Bactriana, and acquired possession digheland in Armenia, which they
left named after themselves: Sacasene: and theynads as far as the country of the
Cappadocians, particularly those situated cloghddzuxine, who are now called the
Pontici. But when they were holding a general fedtand enjoying their booty, they
were attacked by night by the Persian generals wei@ then in that region and
utterly wiped out. And these generals heaping upoaind of earth over a certain
rock in the plain, completed it in the form of dl,hand erected on it a wall, and
established the temple of Anaitis and the gods, slare her altar —Omanus and

Anadatus (Strabo XI.8.4fig. 15).

A festival was also organized for celebrating the defeat aweas named Sacaea
(Strabo XI. 8.5). Strabo indicates that this festival wasd kf Bacchic festival where
“men dressed in the Scythian garb, pass day and night drinking and playing wantonly
with one another, and also with the women who drink with thétrabo XI. 8.5).

This festival was also celebrated wherever a Temple ofti8naas present. From
Strabo’s statements on the subject, it may be suggested thiddtival was Persian in
origin (Strabo XI.8.5). Also from his statements it might be ipts$o deduce that the

temple of Anaitis was established under rule of the Perfign4.6).

We come across other pieces of information in a couple of wsitifighthenaeus. In
these, he states that in a Babylonian history book written by Berosus, it is radritiah
in Babylon, at the 16th day of the month of Loos a festival lnedd lasting five days
named Sacaea (Athenae®pok XIV. 639c) It is also mentioned that it was the
tradition of the festival that masters were ruled by theesland where one of the slaves
was dressed in clothing similar to that of king’s and acteddleeaf the master of the
household. This slave was callzdganes! In a book named Persian History written by

Ctesias, this festival is claimed to have a Babylonian rorfgithenaeusBook XIV.
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639c).Ctesias’ approach to the origin of the festival also seems reasorfaiene take
into account the two hundred years long Persian rule in Babylon (B2988,;290).
This may suggest that, the festival was of Persian odgised on this, it is also thought

that the unexplained terrmoganes’,is also of Persian origin (Boyce, 1989: 290).

Linking the origin of word “sacaea” to the word “sacas” hasnbeensidered to be
incorrect by researchers (Boyce, 1989:290). In spite of this trd 8 identified in
Hesychios’ Lexicon as a Scythian festival and this helps link&dgiee word to “sacas”
origin (Boyce, 1989:290). The Scythian costumes to be worn duringdtieatdn Zela

mentioned by Strabo is a reason to reconsider (Strabo XI1.8.5).

Strabo also demonstrates the importance of Anaitis, Ma and MBontic social life.
Kings of Pontus proved their loyalties to these three godsniples dedicated to them
(Strabo XI1.3.31). Regardless of the rulers own beliefs, polytheias promoted as a
government policy. The kings made an effort to incorporate sakm@s in the Hellenic
world through worship of Greek deities, Mithridates VI was knownhisrlavish gifts
sent to Delos and his worship of Apollo (Boyce 1989:304). Others most kkek the
worship of Greek gods (Boyce, 1989:304).

We understand with the help of the inscriptions that the worshifinaitis in Asia
Minor spread under the Persian Rule. Although it is necedsamecognize the
significance of worship the goddess at other temples in Asia Mim®rdo not come
across a similar structure at any other temple to Anaitis like at delalySnost are just
temples not far from the cities.

As already mentioned above, according to T. Corsten Anaitis m&sséen in Asia
Minor in the 6th century B.C. by the Persian power (Corst®8,1:164). In Western
Anatolia, among Goddess’ locally worshipped, Anaitis is known asnAsténaitis.

Anaitis was regularly interpreted in Anatolia as Artemiseathan as Aphrodite, that is,

as a fertility goddess, presumably because she was worshippediprantly as a river-
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divinity, hence as a source of productiveness (Boyce, 1989:211)dia,Anaitis was
identified with Cybele whereas she was identified with Aphrodye the Greeks
(Corsten, 1991:165). Artaxerxes Il ordered the official worship ydid. of Ahura
Mazda and Anahita in the mid 4th century B.C. (Corsten, 1991:165). After the end of the
Persian rule, Anahita was identified with Artemis rathemth¢phrodite (Corsten,
1991:165). Based on the epigraphic documents the territory of worship@oddess
can be deduced to be limited to Hermos valley and Kula aceal Imythology and a
number of votive stones indicate that Artemis Anaitis and Manther Anatolian god,
as mother and son (Malay, 1990:390). In this region, cities of ¢tiera
(Hierocaesareia), Sardis and Hypaipa are important centevership for the cult of

Artemis Anaitis.

From the modern village Sar cam at Manisa, came an inserighiat included a letter
written by a monarch, to a city concerning the privilegestotample of the Persian
Goddess. This inscription was from the Hyrcanian plain in Lydid has been known
since 1886. It is now lost (Rigsby, 1995: 77).

The inscription found at Sar cam, was at first thought to haga bddressed to the city
of Hieracome. The city of Hieracome lies across thdddyRiver from Sar gam on the
eastern side of the Hyrcanian Plain. It took the nameokkesareia after A.D. 17.
Hieracome was well known for putting great emphasis on theside Goddess”
Anaitis-Artemis. The first Zoroastrian temple to be builtAsia Minor was probably
here (Boyce, 1989:202). The cult of this goddess was prominent invdge df the
people of Hieracome. Rigsby demonstrates this fact by lisemgral examples from the
city. On an inscription was a dedication of one of the c#tieg to the emperors and
Persian Artemis and the people (Rigsby, 1995:80). The goddegs ials0 dominated
the civic coins. Rigsby also wrote about the prominence of tGkgamisia, games
dedicated for the Goddess, and suggested that the name Hieqaomee the extreme
role the cult of this Goddess played in this city (Rigsby, 1995:80).
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Tacitus also writes about the great importance of the fdemBiana” for the city of
Hierocaesareia. He mentions in his account of the Senatéesvre¥ asylia in A.D. 22
(Tacitus, 111.63)

Hierocaesareia went back to a higher antiquity, spuke of having a Persian Diana,
whose fane was consecrated in the reign of CyrhsyTquoted too the names of
Perperna, Isauricus, and many other generals whocbaceded the same sacred
character not only to the temple but to its presidor two miles (Tacitus Book I,
63).

Actually, the scholars were in dispute about the locatiohefiriscription; whether it
was found in Sar cam or not (Rigsby, 1995:81). Rigsby suggesteththatscription
was not moved there by chance but that it was found at its intended destinatgamSa

site for another ancient city with a name unknown to us today.

The temple for the Persian Goddess was probably not inside thecétsareia proper.
Since a sacred territory of that size would not be allowed by Rermexist in city
territory, the temple of the Persian Goddess should be somewhiein the countryside
(Rigsby, 1995:82). The expansion of the radius of inviolability meatidn the text of
Tacitus is a feature of large inviolable properties commauarad temples not to urbans.
Example of great and important temples existing outside thepmiyer is a common
situation in the Greek world. Eleusinian cult outside of Athand Asclepius outside
Epidaurus are such examples (Rigsby, 1995:82). Sar cam, had beenattenl of the
temple of the Persian Goddess of the Hierocaesareiansnilrsexample is surely
Didyma which was an important cult center where also publiciptsnrs were erected
(Rigsby, 1995:82).

Another city which indicated Persian impact in religious d#gtiwas Hypaipa. The
temple dedicated to Anahita that stood high above the ravine,eamns of a great
colonnaded temple, which would have been visible to all who travékedmuch-
frequented road between Ephesus and Sardis, became famous sit aeemg Greeks
(Boyce 1989: 204). It was presumably because of this that Anahita (sometimégeaie
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as the Persian Artemis) came to be called the ‘godde$molus’ as is attested by a
citation from the little known poet Diogenes (Boyce 1989: 204). Thiple of Anahita

may have helped to make Hypaipa itself widely known.

The other temples to Anahita in Lydia are, at Golmarmarh Rhiladelphia. Both of
these were founded under the Achaemenids (Boyce, 1989:205). Thgdestavere
most likely founded by noble Iranian families of Lydia. They aveompeting with one
another to gain power over the new cult and rivaling to follow reyaimple.These
temples survived and prospered for centuries like the templdsiesacome and
Hypaipa, and they became powerful religious centers for the oisracommunity and

they housed a large number of priests (Boyce, 1989:205).

Philadelphia stood on the further side of the Tmolus range from ipfpand
commanded the valley of the Cogamis. The valley provideangortant route linking
those of the Hermus and Maeander. In Roman times coins oftyhedicated that its
chief divinity was Artemis Anaitis (Boyce, 1989:215). It maydssumed that a temple
to Anahita already existed in this part of the Cogamis valelythat the Hellenes whom
Attalus settled there came to worship the Persian goddesiseachief local divinity
(Boyce, 1989:215). A remarkable number of inscriptions belonging to the rRpeniad
were found, which indicated that there was a temple to the geduaenewhere in this
region. However, no trace of such a sanctuary has yet besmwvdied. The
representation of Anaitis in Philadelphia can be seen on comaded during the reign
of Domitian (81-96 A.D.) (Imhoof-Blumer, 1901:180). We see a goddesaring a
polos seated on a throne, a lion at her feet and touching small lastenaing on her
lap, possibly a stag. Anaitis was represented aseter sitting on a throne and

accompanied with lions (Imhoof-Blumer, 1901:180). (fig. 17)
Another temple to Anahita was to the north of Sardis, near Gilarar Evidence of

Anahita’s worship here is furnished by a marble slab on which v@dan large letters

“Artemis Persike”. Gélmarmara would have been a naturgirgiapost for pilgrims
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taking the shortest way from Sardis to Hieracome. Pilgrariaga part of Zoroastrian
tradition and the Iranians of Lydia may be expected to have visited alldbaitémples
and shrines on the appointed feast days (Boyce, 1989:218). Sardis itself was @sse or |
at the centre of the network of Anahita’s temples. Howetheme are a few remains
from the Hellenistic period and little is known of its religidiie at that time (Boyce
1989:218).

The final example of worship to Anaitis appears at Ortakoythrafr Aksaray, probably
ancient Nitalis. In here, there is an altar dedicated terg Anaitis: ' &
/ ' 30 4 / (" +

$ % $ I % 1% $ | 4 ("
(Harper, 1967:194).

We see in Lydia, god Men accompanying the worship of Anaitis.atac@caumene
(Kula) we come acrosstelai with Artemis Anaitis'’ and Men Tiamou’s names
mentioned together (Diakonoff, 1979:152). A similar occurrence wadioned above

taking place between the goddess Ma and Zeus.

Expansion of Anaitis temples in Lydia where Persian influescevident clearly
demonstrated with the examples given above. There is no doubt tltailttbé Anaitis
entered Anatolia during the Persian rule. This cult continueddiffiirent epithets long
after the Persian rule and was transformed into a local laultydia it is possible to
come across the cult of Anaitis on coinage and inscriptions fhenRoman period as
Artemis Persike, Artemis Anaitisr Meter Anaitis. Containing within properties of
Cybele cult should prove the localization the cult had gone throughl@)gOur main
source of information on temples to Anaitis is comes from ceifmegause of the lack
of architectural evidence. This is also the case in ZEftere is no record on the
establishment of the temple other than a mythical source. EganmpLydia provide the

only example to the worship of Anaitis.
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4.3. The Importance of Comana Pontica and Zela in the Roman Roadketwork

Any definition of self-sufficient temples excluding respects@nections with their
surrounding settlements would yield only an incomplete point of viewadh éxistence
of these temples depended upon their location near or within a traderken other

words they needed to be part of a macro-scale settlement network in order to function.

Understanding the Roman road network in the area serves us hgstiilg out details
of the settlement network in which Comana and Zela were aperivdry hard to define
fully the Roman road web in Pontus. The map prepared by W. Ranmsayligvthe first
studies Roman roads in the area, indicates possible routesggab890: pl. 1). D.
French did the most comprehensive study on Roman roads (French, 1928&pl.3).
His study, which began in the 1980’s, defined possible Roman roads us#stpnes
that have survived to this day.

In this study, SRTM (Shuttle Radar Topography Mission) data wakinssonjunction
with the more traditional ancient road studies. SRTM obtainedti® data on a near-
global scale to generate the most complete high-resolutiomldigographic database
of Earth. SRTM is an international project spearheaded byN#t®nal Geospatial-
Intelligence Agency (NGA) and the National Aeronautics and Spabmainistration
(NASA) (www2.jpl.nasa.gov/srtm). Part of Pontus region is sh@n DEM (Digital
Elevation Model) data produced from SRTM data. Two DEM datamiesregion were
overlapped. Data on top represented earth tones and data on bottosentegre
elevation values. The current road network is shown in black on DEM Tae Roman
road network map is selected from a study by D.H. French and overlappetibdata
represented with red. The overlapped Roman Road network maps praguEeshch
and the STRM data demonstrated that Roman roads’ complied hetlhopography
(figs. 18 & 19 & 20). The aim of this study was to see tlhtimship between the roads
and the topography. The resulting map shows that roads mostly frassedlley beds
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(fig 21). This result in fact, shows that topography playeteading role in the

construction of cities as well.

There were five main trade routes in interior Pontus. The roadng from Amisos to
Zela was probably commercially important. Because, it condetke coast with the
inlands of the country. It was the main road from north to soutRomus (Munro,
1901:53). However, although this road was of great importanceastnet the main
route of communication within the country. This road was mainly useekiernal trade
and communication but its location rendered it less useful for comneation within the
country (Munro, 1901:53). When we follow the road from the coastetontierior, the
next stop Neoclaudiopolis. Neoclaudiopolis lay on the great trunk roadedetw
Nicomedeia in Bithynia to Satala (Wilson, 1960:187). The roaives at Amaseia,
where many routes from north-east, north-west, west, southameseast intersected
(Wilson, 1960:204). It was the gate to sea trade from thdanteontus. Neocaesareia
was located on the important trunk road through the Lycus valley hetiwed=uphrates
and Amnias Valley to the west, and the fertile plain of Pharai@#ilson, 1960:242).
The road seems to have kept to the valley bottom. An easy rdasbighwards to
Comana Pontica which was itself linked directly with Sebasfé/ilson, 1960:242).
Evidence of a road from Amaseia to Comana is presented bysdya(Ramsay,
1890:158). However, there is no evidence of a road from Comana tet&ebanly a
vague identification of Verisa and Bolus (Ramsay, 1890:158). The posiielction
from Comana to Neocaesareia is mentioned by Hogarth and MunmgartHoand
Munro, 1893:734). A short but important road passed across Dazimomgisipper
most terraces. The lIris enters the plain at Comana fronssagea in the hills (Munro,
1901:54). Thus, the best logical eastern entrance is the roalleonotth west of

Amaseia and the south west of Zela.
The intensity of the road network in interior Pontus indicates @anr@lated settlement

structure and that the cities in this location were possibgjaged in a trade relationship

to which the clues can be found in minting policy in the Blgek area.
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In Pontus, coinage begun as early as the 5 century B.C. on the aodsspread to the
interior regions during the reign Mithridates VI (120-63 B.C.) (fasj 2001:158).
Under his rule, all the cities in interior Pontus (Amisosma&eia, Sebasteia,
Neocaesareia, Comana Pontica, Zela, Gazioura, Taulara etar) imegfing coins with
similar iconographies with their names inscribed on the revéisese bronze coins
were circulated within the kingdom only. It has been sugges$tag this was an
indication of economic integration of the region, and Comana Pontica eladwére
also a part of interconnecting settlements since they wegrertant trade centers as well

as religious center (Erciyas, 2001:194).

Even if at first, minting of coinage for Comana Pontica anth Zaight suggest
autonomy, the types indicate royal control on the coinage under Midgsidd. First of
all, the coins are all identical not only in fabric and enskard but in their types, which
mostly have reference to the divine ancestry of the royal htmsecondly, while some
of the mints are Greek cities and important towns of the intesioich might possibly
have enjoyed autonomy, others are merely provincial capitats/al fortresses, such as
Gazioura and Taulara (Jones, 1971: 156). It looks as if Mithridadea philhellene
wished to be considered founder of cities and he therefore issued a serieglofqee

coins in order to create a good impression in the outside worlds(Jo®i&l: 156).

Besides the road system and the trade network, a territtryriah resources may have
required an integrated economic structure that leads to thengeclod goods between
the cities. Since Comana Pontica and Zela were also part oftth@ebwvork and minted
coins of the same types, it would not be wrong to suggest that tdey fade in trade

networks. Ancient sources also support this suggestion (Strabo 36). 3.
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4.4 Reduction of ‘Temple-States’

The strict authority of the temples weakened in time in Pomtdggave the Kings and
the Romans more control over the temple states (Broughton, 1938: 6dbp Bt Book

XII writes that Archaelaus was appointed priest when Pompey wtbbrity and added
to the temple territory and added to the sacred lands, annasege of a 60 stadia. In
these newly added territories, inhabitants were ordered te gbeir new Kings.

Although he was not allowed to sell the temple servants, hetleais new master
(Strabo XI1.3.34).

The resources of the temple and the temple servants were dealndeabused. The
previously united lands became divided and therefore, the adj&eeitory was
reduced. Zela for example, as we are told by Strabo, was gousrrzegriest. It was not
thought of or governed as a city but as a sacred precinicé d?drsian goddess Anaitis.
The priest and his many attendants ruled over the sacred terfiemple servants and
priest who lived in that territory had enormous resources (Broughton, G938:Strabo
implies that Zela was a city that looked like a sanctuary tapelonged for the most part
to the temple-slaves (Strabo XI1.3.37, X1.8.4). The indeperalefthe priest's policies
gave the city the features and characters of a sanctatmgr than the features and
character of a polis. Religious life in these settlemerds condensed in a social
context. Romans saw the power of religion and religious strigctwer the society and

made use of this control element to gain control over the inhabitants

Examples of the reduction of the temples are found also at Pes$iadatia and the
Pisidian Antiocheia. Pessinus was an ally of Romans and inataegical to attack it
directly. Pessinus was also a native temple state aneryaold place of worship
(Broughton 1938: 643). Strabo writes:

Pessinus is the greatest of the emporium in thatybahe world, containing a temple
of the Mother of the Gods, which is an object oéajrveneration. They call her
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Agdistis. The priests were in ancient times potestal might call them, who reaped
the fruits of a great priesthood, but at presest gherogatives of these have been
much reduced, although the emporium still end(®tsabo XII1.5.3).

Pisidian Antioch which was first a Seleucid colony provides nisriation on the
history of the temple territories. The destruction of the otilMen in Antiocheia in
Pisidia is also an example of the reduction of the temglesg the Roman Period
(Broughton 1938: 643). Strabo states that, there was a templernciM&scaeus in
Antioch that had sacred places and temple slaves, and tat idestroyed after the
death of Amyntas by his successors (Strabo XI1.8.14) Amyntas lgyobad claimed
ownership of the temple lands and later Augustus used the lands fdalattian colony.
After the temple lost its political powers, the templevaets and serfs dissolved into the
body of residents (Broughton 1938:643). However, the cult carried on pisrtamce
until the late Roman period. After Romans took control of the samyctiliey appointed
an officer responsible for the financial affairs of the saagt (Dignas 2002: 226).

It is not clear where the temple territories originatedj & lands for this and other
foundations were taken from sacred territory (Broughton 1938: 644). TRetlonl
information about them being is the fact that they were situa¢xt to the old Anatolian
shrines (Broughton 1938: 644). This is seen with the Seleucid andnLyeiiements,
for example, Doidye, Thyateira, Hyrcanis near Hieracomegrddaesareia, Laodiceia
on the Lycus and Antiocheia on the Meander near the temple to Men, Caodiceia
Cataeccaumene near the temple of the Zizimmene Mother,Satediceia on the
Calycadnos near the temple to the Zeus of Olba. FurtheriNgsa, on the Meander, a
synoecism of the villages near Plutonium and Stratoniceia af,Gacluded the lands
both of Zeus Panamarus and Hecate of Lagina. In the land of thled A€thgdom,
Apollonis, like Thyateira near Hieracome and also near the e&englAspordene
Mother, Hierapolis at Plutonium and near Apollo Lairbenus, Dionysopaer the
temple to Apollo Lairbenus had the temple inside the city terri(Brpughton 1938:
644).
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By incorporating temples and their lands into the territoriethe@fcities or by reducing
them into a position where they became dependent, the temygieriesrin most of the
interior of Asia Minor were brought under royal control. In the samay, the great
temples of the Greek cities of the west had already beeoteadf@nd they became
connected to the urban system. By the time Attalids werenitral, few independent
temples were left and these independent temples were kapt tinder the control of
the governors. An example to these rare independent temples uedéttalids is
Apollo Tarsenus (Broughton 1938: 644). According to the text related to Apoll
Tarsenus in 185 B.C.;

The chief priest of Apollo Tarsenus and accompagytabitants of the...delivered
to us a petition making a just request and we lgraated them tax exemption on
their sheep so that they are no longer to pay ithe due from them (Welles
1934:193).

Attalus possessed the authority to grant tax exemption. Trmabffiad authority over

the temple property, and was charged with supervision of thecknaf the temple.

The attachment and assimilation of the temples and their lartile toban system did
not end the peculiar economic lives as individual entities of theplée states. An
example for this is the Artemis of Ephesos (Broughton 1938: 64t)e $he possessors
of the land began to be considered as leaseholders or tenhatshan serfs, it became
easier for the temples to acquire land on mortgages and pledgescoutise of ordinary

business investments (Broughton 1938: 645).

By the Roman period, few independent temples were left. Althaughoist cases the
temples and their villagers, who had then became settletenants remained as
important units, the primitive system of temple territorath their sacred villages of
serfs and political authority over extensive areas were ey the west with the
urban system. For instance, when Pompey made Zela a city heasedr Zela’'s
territorial authority. By doing this, scattered temple landse united and the priest

who was selected by Romans and who had authority to govern #melsetbok under
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his control the temple territory and its inhabitants. Seleucid atadicApolicy gave very
little chance and space for change from the older systeneieast. The change farther
east took place later and was less thorough. The old system in Cappadamatstiled
and flourished almost unimpaired (Broughton 1938: 645). Smaller comnsucétieed
on their existence as they had for centuries and followedi$b iexa less complicated
way. By the second century A.D. this transformation was Heds (Marchese,
1989:108).

This difference between the western and the central or Htereaarts of Anatolia can
be explained through the presence of Greek culture and settl@Dedrard 1982:99). In
the west however, the difference was basically rooted icdhé#ict between urban and
rural societies and not as much in being Greek or not. In other waords$,sectors
remained mostly untouched by reforms and preserved a social srgotular to an
archaic one (Debord 1982:99). The type and kind of a religious demtezver, do not
depend on this. Just as a Hellenipadis could show theocratic features, a temple state
could also be both urbanized and have Greek characteristics. ThexlRomaege very
interested in transforming important cult centers pteissince these centers could be
of great use with their influential sanctuary, quasi-cimiganization and their common
role as a market place and trade center (Dignas 2002:244). Theormzatsbn of a
settlement into a polis did not lessen the power of the previaiens of religious
structure and the administrators of that system (Dignas 2002:2&1)well as
encouraging trade, this method was also designed to collect taresifres previously
held exempt from taxation. Romans supported and strengthened or dmpghter the
priests who suited them, hence gained power all over the laddcantrolled the

inhabitants.
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

The concept of ‘temple state’ was introduced by the scholadlyiag the Sumerians in
order to define temples that possessed all regional authoritg Buimerian society. The
concept of the ‘temple state’ must have evolved slowly. Iretitample states in the
Sumerian society flourished as the main source of an economy bas&dgated

agriculture.

Although this concept was borrowed from the Sumerian system and emasogsly
used to describe Classical temples that controlled ceatamunt of land, in reality it
would be faulty to adopt it to the Anatolian models. The first redsorthis is the
geographical differences that have a direct impact on adnaitastrof land and water
resources. Anatolian landscape is a lot generous in many eeaypared to parts of
Mesopotamia. Secondly, there seems to be a huge differenceeamsysgovernance.
Our study indicated very clearly that, the so called ‘tenspd¢es’ of Comana Pontica
and Zela were not autonomous as with cases in Mesopotamia bitar@ypeen semi-
autonomous as a result of their partial dependence on or respongivirds first the

Pontus kingdom, and then the Roman Empire.

The territories surrounding the temples and the concept of “gogefpiests” are
possibly the factors that resulted in a misinterpretation fortdhaa The definition of
temple territories in our cases is an extremely difficutibfgms, since there are no
records to clarity to whom they belonged. It is often supposedhbderritories were
left to the temples as donations or through inheritance. Theysara@metimes defined
as “autonomous temples” that have temple centered communitie$) probably could

be called ‘sacred villages’. According to this, temple teries are in fact, territories
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used by sacred villages and this is probably a good indication tmatmree and
traditional Anatolian practice.

Our detailed study of the priests revealed that they had adiaiivie powers. The
priest’s administrative power is probably comparable to that wealthy landowner in
the medieval period rather than a priest’'s regional powersetinwithin the temple’s
land. The territory surrounding the temple was under the priessigonsibility. As
mentioned above, the priest was second in rank after the kingfétegrit would not be
correct to speak of a full independence. The priest had respuiiesiliid the king and
was under the supervision of the king or the Roman rule. Soetth®ry was in fact
controlled by the governing power. Consequently, these temples peeteof the
kingdom. It is also known that priests were sometimes chosenamoongst the king’s
family which strongly suggests that the kingdom wanted to contesietbtemples and
their territory as well as the priests themselves. Trahother assumption connecting
these autonomous temples to the kingdom would be to consider that weestsalso

magistratesProving this hypothesis would require further investigation.

Thus, it can be considered that these semi-autonomous temgiirsisuwere in fact
temple centered communities and merely were a stage tratisformational phase into
urbanization. According to Marchese, before hellenization,etltesple centers had
attacheddemesand villages. In Caria, temple centers or ‘sacred vidageere an
ordinary feature of the urban landscape (Marchese, 1989: 73k Hdllenistic period

significant ones were promoted to the status joles.

The Hellenization process included a reorganization of native coities’ and their
development into Greepolis. Unification, governance and transformation continued
under the Romans. The transformation of temples with largeotéstinto cities by the
Romans was an approach dependent upon local situation. The locaitputhBontus
that flourished under the Pontic kingdom diminished when the provinceeaagmnized
first by Pompey in 64 B.C. This reorganization included transforrea@ttiements into

cities, adding territories, combining regions etc. However, diganization differed
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depending on different conditions in different cities and regions. Cofantaca and
Zela demonstrate these different attitudes towards differentgtegqiroviding different

services.

Comana Pontica where the temple and its territory were pegs@ras not transformed
into a city. In fact, the control of the temple was extendét the addition of new
territory. This settlement that was also an important tcateer was giveasyliaand its
autonomy was preserved under the rule of a priest selected Rpthans. Pompey in
his reorganization of Pontus, kept Comana as an independent tenkitey ihanto a
principality, because he thought that its sanctity and prestige too great for
secularization. Zela’'s borders on the other hand, were extenteitwastransformed
into a city by Pompey. Why Zela did not preserve its autonomy henvessa difficult

question.

As well as encouraging trade, the transformation of settiesyar autonomous temples
into cities was also to collect taxes from cities previousgngt from taxation. Romans
supported and strengthened or brought to power the priests who suitedhtérara,

gained power all over the land and controlled the inhabitants.

In this regard, the contribution of autonomous temples to regional meemshould not
be underestimated. It is clear that, huge revenues were @wdnby employing
thousands of slaves in fertile territories. It can also beudgid that, the kingdom used
these revenues as it wished. Furthermore, operating thesaues in a manner similar
to that of a bank, further advanced the wealth of templeshwigie territories. In fact,
the increasing wealth of these temples with enormous amoftimisople in constant
circulation was expected. It was a natural development for taegaes to serve people
and cities as banks. It probably suited the Romans well to keefetnple at Comana
Pontica autonomous, since this was an important market placatjegéarge sums of

income.
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It has been previously mentioned that the Greek influence thrdwgltdionies, on
coastal Pontus, was unable to penetrate into the interior Rehaus local tribes lived.
This phenomenon is also observed in religious activities. A locald€ss, Ma was
worshipped in Comana Pontica. We do not know how this cult came to appear in Pontus,
but it probably is a variation of a cult of the Hittites in Aol@. The local character of
this central sanctuary in Pontus therefore, is significaotZ€la, worship was intended
for Anaitis whose origin is based in Persia. Its origins magrdimed back to the Pontic
kingdom. We know from the historical sources and various studiestit@aPontic
kingdom claimed origins in Persians as well as Greeks (Bosvamth Wheatley,
1998:156). This link, of course, is the result of the presendeedPérsians in Anatolia
for over 150 years. Although, it is in most cases impossible o &rchitectural
evidence to this powerful presence, religious activity mayethat they were involved
in local populations and resulted in multi-ethnicity in areas. Zelarobably the best
example for this. While the Persian rule centered around Sardlsits environs
established Persian cults in those areas, the temple gbrdgkss that the influence was
not limited to that area. Pontus, with the presence of a kingdaiming origins in

Persian dynasty, must have been a good area for such establsshmen

‘Temple state’ concept is a varied concept according to regionpandd. For this
reason, the term ‘temple state’ should be reconceptuallzexte types of settlements
with autonomous structures, like Zela and Comana Pontica in Pontus| beitér be

named as “autonomous temple structures”.

The information on autonomous temples comes from Hellenistic periodesoonainly
from western temples and possibly new archaeological studiesbwilhelpful to
understand their components and their functions in interior Anatadientifying
autonomous structures that maintained their individual structuriesernal areas where
effects of Hellenization were less prominent would serveptovide a different

perspective to the problem of the understanding city-states.
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APPENDICES

Appendix A

Fig. 1 Topographical Map of Northern Turkey (Erciyas, 2001:264).
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Appendix B

Fig.2 Distribution of the Temples and the Sacred Population (Debord, 1982:

79).
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Appendix C

Fig. 3 A North-West View of Hamamtepe
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Appendix D

Fig. 4 Location of Comana Pontica (Anderson, 1903:pl.2).
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Appendix E

Fig. 5 A View of IrisValley (Anderson, 1903:62).

Appendix F

Fig.6 The Roman Bridge existed previously at Comana Ponticaq@ud906:249)
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Appendix G

Fig. 7 Reused civic inscriptions at the base of the Romalg8(Cumont, 1906:250)

Appendix H

Fig. 8 The civic inscription located at the base of the RoBraige
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Appendix |

Fig 9 Comana Pontica coin representing temple of Ma (SNGVA 126).

Appendix J

Fig 10 Comana Pontica coin representing temple of Ma (Amandry,1999:pl.2).

Appendix K

Fig 11 Comana Pontica coin representing goddess Ma (Enyo) (Amandry, 1899:pl
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Appendix L

Fig. 12 Detail from Hamamtepe

Appendix M

Fig. 13 Aerial view of Hamamtepe




Appendix N

Fig. 14 Zela (Cumont, 1906:189).
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Appendix O

Fig 15 The coin representing the altar of Temple of Anait&ett under the reign of
Caracalla 205-6 A.D.(Price and Trell, 1977:174).

Appendix P

Fig 16 The coin representing the temple of Anaitis at Zela uhderign of Caracalla
206-7 A.D.(Price and Trell, 1977: 102).

Appendix Q

Fig. 17 The coin from Philadelphia representing the goddess ofif\aaiCybele
(Imhoof-Blumer, 1901:pl.6).
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Appendix R

Fig. 18 Distribution of the milestones and Roman Roads in thekBbea Region (French,
1988: pl.12).
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Appendix S

Fig.19 Distribution of the milestones and Roman roads in interlackBSea Region
(French, 1988: pl.13).
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Appendix T

Fig. 20 Distribution of the Roman roads in Cappadocia and Armenia Minor (Ramsay, 1890:
pl.1).
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Appendix U
Fig.21 DEM Data representing the Roman roads in Pontus region

Roman Roads
Modern Roads

68



