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DEDICATION.

THE Reotor and Fellows of Exeter College, Oxford, will, it is hoped,
find in the following pages a justification of the indulgence and
generosity which they have extended to the writer, and which have at
once impelled him and made it possible for him to devote to the present
work the needful years of study.

The writer also hopes that the research fellowships, instituted by
the enlightened liberality of the college, while held by more dis-
tinguished successors, may perhaps be judged hereafter to be not
ignobly inaugurated by the first holder with this book.
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PROLEGOMENA.

B

Tre following work requires some prefatory notice, to explain the
delay in its appearance, to apologise for its shortcomings, and to
indicate those friends to whose encouragement and help it owes so
much.

The Royal Geographical Society, which had liberally helped the

Asia Minor Exploration Fund, required from me a contribution; and
from the effort to make the lecture worthy of the audience this book has
grown,
In May 1886 the first sketch of it was read before the Society. The
difficulty of the subject, and the distraction caused by other work both
as 8 Professor (first in Oxford and afterwards in Aberdeen), and as a
traveller (I left London for Smyrna the day after reading the paper,
and spent considerable part of the summer of 1886, 1887, and 1888 in
Asia Minor), delayed the completion and publication of the sketch.
In the beginning of April, 1888, I brought the complete MS, with
me to London to hand over to the printer.* I discovered, thirty-six
hours after starting from Aberdeen, that the manuscript was no longer
in the bag where I had placed it, and which had been for most of the
time close to my hand, and I have never found the slightest clue to
the time or manner of its loss (I have no other reason to suspect
myself of somnambulism). At that time the manuscript was about as
long as Part I. of the present work. I have found it impossible to
rewrite the paper in its original form. All notes for it had been
destroyed, and when, after months spent partly in travel and partly
in despair, I began to rewrite it, the task proved impossible. The
literary form, which it had been my ambition to give to my treatment
of the subject, could not be recovered; not merely had I no time and
no heart to go through the work of writing and rewriting, but also I
had lost in residence at home the inspiration that formerly arose from
intimate familiarity with and love of the country and the scenery.
I have therefore worked into Part I. everything that I could recollect
of the lost paper; and I have added in Part II. my collection of
material for the history and antiquities of the country, so far as it has
any bearing on geography and seems to be new.

* It was practically complete in February 1886, when I read considerable extracts
from it before the Aberdeen branch of the Royal Scottish GeograPhical Society.
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The organisers of the Asia Minor Exploration Fund and the
contributors to it, private individuals and corporations like the Royal
Geographical Society, the Society for the Promotion of Hellenic Studies
in England, and the Ottoman Railway Company through their manager,
Mr. E. Purser, have been the real authors of this work. The reward
they wish for lies in the scientific results, and in estimating these, there
must be reckoned not merely the present writer's works (whether those
already published or that history which, if circumstances are propitious,
may hereafter he completed), but also the works of those who have been
trained in ihe first instance through the expeditions made in connection
with the Fund, chief among whom I may reckon Professor J. R. 8.
Sterrett and Mr. D. G. Hogarth. The brilliant explorations of Prof.
Sterrett were inaugurated by four months’ preliminary training with
our Exploration Fund; and I have his own authority for stating that
he would never have thought of Asia Minor exploration, but for the
invitation to join in our expedition of 1883. The credit and honour of
his admirable work are not diminished by giving a share to the English
Fund: indeed, according to the principle laid down by Shelley * his
own share of the glory is only increased by giving away a little of it.

I am specially bound to express my gratitude both to the College
and to the Fund,} for the confidence and generosity which they have
shown in making so little restriction on me, in leaving so much to my
own discretion, and in making me practically complete master of my
own time and work during all the period of my connection with them.

To mention in detail those to whom I am indebted for help, and
information in the preparation of this work would require a separate
chapter. I have utilised everybody I knew in every way possible, and
to such an extent that I cannot now even thank them, but mention one
or two names as specimens. Ex Aws dpxdpeoba: the Camden Professor
of History, Mr. Pelham, has done so much for the Fund that every one
will recognise the propriety of mentioning him before any other.

In one case only I have not availed myself of the best help that I
ocould get, viz., on p. 173. After I had already written my own theory
as to the pragmateutes, Mr. Pelham pointed out to me that actor was
the proper equivalent. But it seemed to me more fair in this case,
a8 Ben Jonson says, “ to put weaker and no doubt less pleasing of mine
own than to defraud so happy a genius of his right by my loathed
usurpation,” and to give Mr. Pelham’s view in the Addenda under his
own name. The change needed in my text is little more than the sub-
stitution of actor for negotiator in two or three cases; all inferences

* Epipsychidion, 174 f1.

+ Directed by a committee consisting of the Provost of Oriel College, the late
Mr. Ferguson, and Mr, H. F. Pelham from the first: in more recent years also of Sir
C. W. Wilson and Mr. Douglas W. Freshfield, with Mr. G. A. Macmillan as Honorary
Secretary.
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follow equally, whichever servile title is used. But in general I have
used the best I could find; Prof. Th. Mommsen has often generously
interrupted his own work to answer my questions; Mr. Bywater was
often a present help; and many friends in Smyrna and other parts of
Asia Minor have given me invaluable help in numberless ways which
I gratefully remember.

‘While the opportunity of carrying out the work up to the present has
been given me by the Travelling Archeaeological Studentship, instituted
by the late Professor M. Bernard, by the Research Fellowship to which
Exeter College elected me, and by the Exploration Fund,* the training
and the incentive are due to Colonel Sir C. W. Wilson, Consul-General in
Anatolia from 1878 to 1882, in whose company and by whose invitation
I made two long journeys in the country in 1881 and 1882. To him
and his subordinate officers, especially Colonel Chermside, Major Bennet,
and the late Colonel Stewart, who was killed on his way back from
Khartum, I am indebted for help in numberless ways.t

The coins at the British Museum, described to me especially by Mr.
Head, or seen by me, have often helped me over a gap: would that the
wonderful collection of M. Waddington were public property, whether
in a descriptive work or in any other way! Without the constant help:
of the “ Historia Numorum,” many trains of reasoning in the present
work would not have suggested themselves; and a slight taste of

_ M. Waddington’s collection in 1882 enables me to realisc how much this.
book loses for want of better knowledge of it.

Throughout the work I have been helped in various ways by my
wife, and numerous slight typographical errors were detected by her in
finally reading the proofs.}

Finally, I am specially indebted to Mr. Hogarth for volunteering to
go over the proofs and to make the Index of ¢Authors Quoted,” for
many salutary criticisms and useful suggestions, and most of all, for that
intelligent sympathy which is able to find human life and history in
earth and atmosphere, and which is unfortunately so much less common
now-a-days in our own country than it was among our older scholars
and is still among foreign scholars, The narrowness which would linit
the study of antiquity to fireside perusal of a few great authors, is so
easy and seductive an error, that few are conscious of its narrowness.

* It is in justice necessary to add that, quite apart from theee sources, and apart also
from our own time and work, my wife and myself have been much the largest con-
tributors to the expense of our explorations in Asia Minor.

t I owe to Colonel Chermside the explanation of the term passus, viz. that passus
does not mean a “a pace,” but a complete motion of the body involving two paces.
A different and far-fetched explanation of the word is given in Zft. f. Latein. Lexico-
graphie, 1889, p. 567.

1 She also compiled the index to Part L, after I had started for Turkey, with even
too great minuteness and patience. It is therefore more complete than the index to
Part IL., see p. 12.



6 THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF ASIA MINOR.

Of the references made to ancient authors in the course of the pre-
sent work, 95 per cent. have been found in my own perusal of the
original documents, undertaken for the purpose and still far from com-
plete. The great majority of them have already been used by some one
or other of the modern authorities, though no single modern writer has
made any tolerable collection of the references; but in a number of
cases I have added the decisive passage, which completes the chain of
evidence. Even those references which have been already used by
modern geographers have not been taken at second hand, nor even
merely verified in the original authorities. My schemne has been (after
several experiences of the difficulties caused by accepting wrong con-
jectures of modern writers) to make an absolutely fresh work founded
on the ancient authorities alone, in which the geographical situation,
the natural surroundings and the commercial advantages of each city,
should be set forth in an account of its history. That scheme is inter-
rupted by the present work, in which topography gets the lion’s share
in Part IIL., while some general reflexions on the effect exercised by
natural situation and surroundings on the history of the population
compose Part I.; but though the greater scheme is interrupted for the
present, yet my belief is, that the vigorous criticism which I should
like to arouse, and the stimulus and precision which I hope may be
given to further exploration of the country, may really facilitate the
completion of the larger work. Had circumstances permitted, my desire
was to complete that undertaking myself; but the current of events,
which at one time, by no choice of my own, prescribed this work for me
and drifted me into a position of unique advantage for it, is now making
it more and more difficult for me to continue. There has, therefore,
been always present in my mind, while writing Part II., the intention
to make it useful for the successors who may carry out the larger
undertaking.* What they can find elsewhere I do not try to give
them.

In order to keep down the size of the book, I have in numberless
cases restricted myself to an obscure hint or a dogmatic statement,
where I might have spent pages in clothing the bare fact with life, and
expressing it in its relations to human history. This rigorous self-
denial was necessary if Part II. was to appear before the public at
present. The ordinary reader will find it a mere mass of dry dust and
lifeless details, but he may be sure that human life is latent in every
detail, and that, whether or no the present writer possesses the art of
expressing that life, it can be so set forth in a larger picture as to
possess the deep interest of real history.

From the arrangement and compression thus imposed on the writer,

] * I cannot resist the temptation to say that an unusual number of the necessary
qualiiies are united in Mr. Hogarth, whose co-operation in the exploration of the country
has been my greatest help in recent years.
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arises much that may be found puzzling in the order of exposition and
in the proportion of the parts. It may almost seem as if the space
. devoted to each name were inversely proportionate to its historical
importance; and it is almost strictly true that the attention given to
any place is in proportion to the difficulty and obscurity of the subject.
It would have been easy to write a hundred pages about Ephesos,
Celaenae, or Smyrna : it was difficult to avoid writing a score about
these and many other great names. The civilising power of the
“ Mother of Sipylos,” in early time, culminating in the Smyrna of the
Roman period with its * Golden Street” extending from her temple
right across the city to the temple of Jupiter, exercises an extraordinary
fascination on all that have come under her influence, and all that is
wanting to make the fascination universal on educated minds is the
literary art; the artist, however, is still to be discovered. In this book,
on the contrary, even the attempt has been precluded by the lex operis;
and if the reader wishes to find what I have to say about the great
cities, he must use the index to Part IL., collect the disiecta membra
from it and from the ordinary authorities, and breathe the life into the
fragments by his own historical genius.

Similarly if the reconstruction of the ancient map and the topo-
graphical discussions which are given in this work, hit the truth, much
light must be thrown on the history of the long warfare between the
Saracens or the Turks on the one hand, and the early or later Byzauntine
rulers on the other hand. The numerous discussions on special points
in these campaigns will show how much use has been made of this
hitherto almost untouched source of topographical information; but,
however delightful a task it would be to write the story of the long
struggle waged by Mohammedanism for the possession of Asia Minor,
that is not the subject of the present work, and the references to it
must be picked out by those who will from the mass of details.

After some preliminary studies published in my earlier papers, I
was in 1883—4 driven to the opinion that the only hope of progress in
the geography of Asia Minor lay in the discovery of new authorities;
and I resolved to read over the Byzantine authors, the Acta Conciliorum,
and the Acta Sanctorum, as well as the ordinary authorities, for the
purpose. I know that there is still a great deal more to be learned
from these documents; but the reader may be assured that 95 per cent.
of my quotations were copied out as I came on them in my reading, and
that most of them have been re-read several times in the original
authorities while the proofs have been going through the press. As to
the remaining 5 per cent,, they had escaped me while making my
original collections, and my attention has been directed to them by
seeing them quoted by modern authorities; but in such cases I have
always gone to the original source, studied each passage in its context,
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and copied it out as I read it.* One or two exceptions, where I had not
access to the original authority, are mentioned as such and quoted on
the authority of the writer from whom I take them. While making
my own independent study of the country, I carefully avoided using
any modern works, except of course the indispensable foundation laid
by Prof. H. Kiepert in his maps; but my intention has been, after
finishing my own first sketch, to peruse afresh all that has been said by
modern authorities with a view to comparison, and to give every one
the credit for everything that he had said rightly. Absolute want of
time, unless the completion of this work was to be delayed for a whole
year, has prevented me from doing this as fully as I intended; and I
take this opportunity of apologising to any writer whose thoughts
I have appropriated either unconsciously through ignorance of his
priority or carelessly through forgetfulness of my debt to him. Every
instance of the kind is regretted deeply by me and is directly contrary
to the plan and intention of my work, which I once hoped would
contain an outline of the history of discovery in Asia Minor. In the
introduction to Part IL. I have spoken more fully about my debt to
modern writers. '

It will be found that I have referred more frequently to the errors
of modern authorities than to their excellencies. This is greatly due
to the above-mentioned failure to complete the plan of the work; and
every one who takes into consideration that more faults are pointed out
in Prof. H. Kiepert's works than in those of any other modern scholar,
and who at the same time is able to appreciate Kiepert's absolute
devotion to truth, his marvellously wide knowledge, and the liberality
with which that knowledge is placed at the service of students, as well
as my own conviction that it is almost an impertinence in me to praise
him, every one who does this will understand that my corrections are
really a homage to the authority and the value of the writers criticised :
I should rarely criticise them were it not necessary to prevent their
deservedly high authority from giving wide currency to their occasional
faults, If I succeed in rousing any one to make a minute and sharp
criticism of this book, I shall be grateful for the salutary medicine he
may administer, provided he teaches me better.

I can truly say that it gives me far greater pleasure to confirm an
identification proposed by previous geographers than to correct one that
seems to me mistaken. The contemplation of human error impresses
one with the vanity of human effort, and the seuse that one’s own turn
to be corrected must soon come. Moreover the correcting of & previous
error has often involved pages of extra argument, which I would gladly
have spared myself and my readers.

* Circumstances prevented me from making a final revision of the references, but I
- hope to do this before the book appears, and add a list of errata. -
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Among the acknowledgment of previous work made in the
beginning of Part II., I observe that too little has been said of the
Ecole Francaise d’Athénes. Besides the statement made on p. 101, that
its journal, the ‘Bulletin de Correspondance,’ has done more than any
other to aid the student of Asia Minor, I feel bound to add that the
first young travellers in the interior of Asia Minor were members of
the le Frangaise. MM. Duchesne and Collignon in 1876, set the
example of planging boldly into the heart of what was then an unknown
land. They had little in the way of proper equipment, and had every-
thing to learn about the method of travel in Mohammedan lands.
Accordingly they have suffered the fate of most originators in research.
Their work has been superseded by other more elaborate and better
equipped investigations, which in their turn must suffer the same fate
at the hand of subsequent workers in the same field. But no account of
exploration in Asia Minor will ever be complete without an honourable
mention of their names.

In the Epilogue to Vol. V. of his great work, ¢ Histoire de I’Art dans
PAntiquits,” p. 899, Monsieur G. Perrot says *ce sera un travail pour
les bibliographes de I'avenir, que de réunir les titres de tous les articles
ot M. Ramsay a éparpillé, dans je ne sais combien des recueils différents,
les précieux renseignements qu'il a recueillis. Que de peine il leur
aurait épargnée en écrivant un livre!”

I can answer only by the question, “ who would publish the book ?”
In the present instance my best thanks are due to the Royal Geographical
Society, through whose liberality this book is able to appear. The text
has been altered and cut about during the printing in a way that has
at once greatly shortened the time of its composition, and increased the
expense of its printing. In many cases, where my reasoning depends
on the balancing of many different arguments drawn from widely
separate sources, the task has been much facilitated by having the
whole of my previous work always before me in a printed yet only
provisional form. The correcting and revising of the proofs took in
many places more time and work than the first composition. I give as
& single example the following. In August 1889, ten ocomplete and
undivided days’ work was devoted to about fourteen pages of print,
which during that time grew into nearly twenty pages.

During great part of the period since the printing began, it has
been in my power to correct freely what was in print; and while I
have fully availed myself of this power, I have been much encouraged
by finding that, although I was continually discovering new matter
and new arguments, and have often been able to cut out the word
¢ perhaps ” from my pages, and to substitute comparative certainty for
probability, I have rarely been obliged after expressing in this book an
opinion about the situation of any city, to alter that opinion, even when
it was formed on grounds that were in my first dranght expressly said
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to give a mere probability. Yet so closely does the whole of Part II.
hang together, that the addition of a sentence or the specification of
another site in the later parts of the work has frequently necessitated
& score or more of slight modifications throughout the proofs. My
views have changed greatly while writing, but the change has been
almost wholly in the way of steady growth. Minor changes have been
innumerable ; some specimens are given at the end of this preface.

On the other hand I have now found it pecessary to alter in this
general and more mature study a number of opinions stated in my
earlier papers, founded on a narrower view of single districts. Few
changes (though many additions) are needed as yet in my “ Antiquities
of Southern Phrygia and the Border Lands,” 1887-8, or in my * Cities
and Bishoprics of Phrygia, Part IL,” 1887.* More are required in
¢ Cities and Bishoprics, Part I.,” 1884,} and still more in earlier papers.
But I can still point to the following identifications, made in consequence
of the experience of 1881 and 1882, and printed years ago, as justifying
confidence in my maturer opinions of 1890: the very names show how
obscure and difficult were the problems that were solved in many of
these cases—Brouzos, Hieropolis and Otrous and Stektorion approxi-
mately, Akroenos, Augustopolis, Aquae Sarvenae, i.e. Basilika Therma
(the widely divergent opinions since expressed by Kiepert and
Hirschfeld prove how difficult it is to attain certainty about them),
Anaboura, Metropolis with Rhotrini or Rhocreni Fontes, Amblada
with various small Pisidian villages, Larissa and Aigai in Aeolis,
Neonteichos, Temnos, Sasima, Nazianzos.

The chronology of the various parts of the book is of some conse-
quence to those who may use it, inasmuch as the arrangement of topics,
which has a rather haphazard appearance, is to a great extent. the order
of discovery, tempered by consideration of the convenience of printing
(a consideration which is, [ fear, not so apparent as to be recognizable
without an express statement).

Part I, Chapters I.-III., and Part II., Chapters L to S and part of T,
were written in the sutumn of 1888, after returning from Asia Minor,
and were printed in the early months of 1889. The work was inter-
rupted by the Aberdeen University Session, during which I find that
no work involving the comparison of many authorities is possible.}

* A complete change is made as regards Temenothyrai, Germa and Eudokias of
Galatia.

t+ Keretapa, Sanaocs, Soa, Tiberiopolis, and the arrangement of part of the com-
parative table, are the chief changes.

1 There is no inconsistency between this statement and the fact that my “ Study of
Phrygian Art, I,” “Laodiceia and Sinethandos,” ¢ Syro-Cappadocian Monuments in
Asia Minor,” “Inecriptions Inédites d’Asie Mineure,” and four papers on “Early
Christian Monuments in Phrygia ” were written during the winter. Such papers,
involving little research at the moment, but merely stating results of previous study,
can be written plccemeal, being taken up in occasional hours of leisure.
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Part II was almost finished, the proofs corrected, and the whole set up
in pages during the five months, May to September, 1889. T had hoped
to finish the work during that time; but two papers for the ¢ Journal
of Hellenic Studies’ took up too much time, and at the end of
September the task was still incomplete. October to December, 1889,
were entirely taken up, partly with college duties, partly with an
engagement rashly entered into with Dr. Westcott to give a lecture in
Cambridge on October 18; during these months Mr. Hogarth and
Mrs. Ramsay helped me by reading the proofs. In the next three
months, the brief Christmas vacation and occasional hours of leisure in
the intervals of college work sufficed only to finish Part II., pp. 407-
451,* to write the Addenda, to prepare the maps and to revise the
whole. Part I., Chapters IV.~VIIIL., together with this preface, were
written in April and May, 1890 : owing to a change of plan in the print-
ing, it became necessary either to alter the entire paging of Part II.
with the index of authors and all the references, or to fill up exactly
pages 1-88. As the least of two evils the latter course was preferred.t

Besides the time indicated in the preceding paragraph, I have been
ocollecting material with the view to a “ Local History of Asia Minor”
since 1883, and most of this material has been equally applicable to the
present work in accordance with my principle of giving everything I
can say about all but the great places, except what has been already
correctly said in the ordinary authorities.

In stating my opinions I have tried to steer between two dangers,
on the one hand merely leaving a choice between alternatives to the
reader, on the other hand stating my own opinion too absolutely, as if
there were no difficulty in the choice. It is easier for one who knows
the country to make the choice, and I have put as clearly as possible
the opinion to which I incline in each case. Of the two dangers it is
preferred to incur the charge of dogmatism and confidence rather than
of helplessness. My principle has been to carry out each train of
reasoning to its extreme consequences and present a definite result: it
is a real step to have a distinct theory to test by subsequent discovery,
even where the proofs are confessedly incomplete.

A series of indexes are required to make such a work as this
thoroughly useful; ard I am ounscious that the two which are given
are not sufficient. But to make a sufficiently minute set of indexes
would have added seriously to the expense and would have postponed
the publication for another year: a new expedition to Asia Minor in
1890 will take up my whole time till the beginning of college duties.
The index of authors will show where most remains undone by the

* Hence the very summary way in which the last provinces, Pamphylia, Caria,
Lycia, are treated : pp. 452460 were added in May, and a footnote, p. 454, in September.

t Miscalculation of my MS. produced some inequalities in the execution; and a con-
cluding chapter has been omitted.
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present writer, that may yield further information. The proper names
for the Index, as far as regards Part IL.,* were all marked by myself,
the transcription and arrangement being performed by the index-maker
of the R.G.8. I have intended to insert in this index all names
and words that were most likely to be useful in helping the student of
history or geography; but modern Turkish names are usually omitted.

In regard to the spelling of ancient names of places, my original
intention was, to transliterate the Greek form in all cases except a few
names like Iconium, which are household words; but when the proofs
came to hand, it was obvious that this principle had not been carried
out completely. It then seemed preferable to leave the variety of forms
than to weary the printer by correcting every ¢ to k and every us to os,
or vice versa. In some cases the variation is intentional: Cilicia
denotes the country, Kilikia the strategia.t

I cannot better conclude this preliminary statement than by quoting
the opening words of the preface to M. de Mas Latrie’s ¢ Trésor de
Chronologie.’ “Je ne présente pas sans quelque appréhension ce livre
au public studieux et an public savant. Non pas que j'ai épargné ni le
temps ni les soins pour le rendre digne d’un bon accuneil ; mais, modifié
dans sa composition premiére, ralenti dans son exécution par suite de
circonstances indépendantes de ma volonté, il peut, au premier abord,
sembler un ceuvre ok manque I'ordre et la cohérence.”

Since Part II. was in type certain additions have come to my know-
ledge, the chief of which, in April and May, 1890, are here appended.

P. 104 (A 3) and 430. M. de Mas Latrie, ‘Trésor de Chronol.
p- 1799, would identify Pyrgi or Birgui as one of the names of Tralleis,
comparing Schebab Eddin, 339, 369; Ibn Batoutah II. 295-810. In
that case Ducas, p. 83, must be guilty of writing Tmolos for Messogis,
when he describes the position of Pyrgion. The Seljuk principality of
Aidin was also called Birgui; but as that principality extended from
Smyrna to Tralleis and included the Kaystros valley, it might naturally
have had a fortress with the family mausoleum of the chiefs in the
Kaystros valley at Pyrgi, where Tchineit was taken and buried.

P.109 (A 15). Herakleia ad Sipylum is fixed by the boundary-stone,
published in my ‘Contributions to the History of Southern Aeolis’ (Journ.
Hell. Stud., 1881). The name disappears in the Byzantine time, and
either it was merged in Archangelos, or else the testimony of Aelius
Dionysius, quoted by Eustathius ad Hom. Iliad. B (I take the reference

* Asregards Part I, see p. 5, note.

t Much variation is due to the attempt to reproduce faithfully the Byzantine
spelling, which often gives a clue to local pronunciation.
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from Wesseling’s note on Steph. Byz., 8.v.) ‘HpdxAew 7 xal Maywyoia,
must be accepted literally, and it must be concluded from this statement
compared with the inscription above mentioned that Magnesia bore the
name Herakleia during at least the third century B.c. But precisely
during that century we have the great inscription, C.I.@., 3137, con-
taining the treaty between Smyrna and Magnesia, concluded about
244 B.c. Perhaps the truth is, that the territory along the north and
west of Sipylos was divided between Magnesia and Herakleia, and the
load-stone found there was called indifferently Mdywvys and ‘HpaxAedrys
Albos, giving rise to the mistaken belief that Magnesia and Herakleia
were names of the same place.

P. 116 (A 37). Titanus is the name given by Pliny, V. 32, to a
city and a river on the Aeolic coast. There can be no dpubt that the
river which he means is the Titnaios, known from coins of Aigai. The
coins with legend TIENAIOE and TIENAION are referred by Imhoof-
Blumer, Monn. Gr., p. 275, to a city Tisna, which is the place meant by
Pliny under the name Titanus; the original form must have been
Titna, whence comes the river name Titnaios. Schuchhardt takes this
view, and understands, like his predecessors, MM. Pottier and Reinach,
that the Pythikos of Agathias is the same river as the Titnaios. He
places Tisna at Uzun-Hassanli, one hour up the river from Myrina: see
Bohn, Altert. von Aegae, p. 61.

I may mention an extraordinary omission in Dr. Schuchhardt’s argu-
ment as to the site of Aigai. He has apparently not looked into
Hierocles with Wesseling’s admirable notes, reprinted in the Bonn
edition, and hence has not noticed the quotation from Galen, Aiyals xai
Hepmepivy, T piv dpdpw Mupivy, 1) 8¢ Mepyduyp (see p. 117). MM. Lechat
and Radet also omit it when discussing the evidence about Aigai in
Bull. Corr. Hell., 1887 ; and I did so myself in 1881. At that time the
reason, though not the excuse, for my omission lay in my isolation from
books, and my consequent ignorance of the Byzantine authorities. The
subsequent writers on the subject, some reaching the wrong and some
the right conclusion, give also an incomplete list of authorities. They
may be presumed to have made an independent collection cf the mate-
rials ; yet, though I have for more than six years been urging that the
Byzantine lists must be the foundation of all topographical study in
Asia Minor, they have not looked into Hierocles or Wesseling’s indis-
pensable commentary on the Synekdemos while stndying Aigai.* )

P. 121 (A 2). Mr. Head, in his ‘Hist. Num.,’ 8.v., interprets a coin
of Sardis with the legend AIOE ONAI as referring to the worship of a
supposed Zeus Gonaios. The legend is complete, and is interpreted by
the type as Auws yovai, the circumstances connected with the birth and
rearing of Zeus.

* The passage is quoted by MM. Pottier and Reinach, ¢ Myrina,’ p. 20,
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In the Talmud the morning meal, taken about six o’clock, is called
* the Meal of the Lydians " (Neubauer, ¢ Géographie de T'almud, p. 316).
The Lydian traffic in sandals and in eunuchs is also alluded to (l.c.).

P. 139 (C 44). Hieropolis of the Glaukos valley is probably meant
on the coins of Synnada, showing Apollo standing and Zeus sitting, with
the legend

ZYNNAAEQN-IEP[AMOAEITTQON-OMONOIA

See Imhoof-Blumer, Monn. Gr., p. 413. Zeus Pandemos represents
Synnada, as is often the case on coins. Apollo often appears on the
coins of the Hieropolitan valley. Probably O should be restored in
place of A in the name on this coin. Mionnet gives a coin with a
similar legend, where O is used, but the word OMONOIA is omitted. I
have in ¢Trois Villee Phrygiennes,’ p. 506, interpreted the coin as
referring to Hieropolis beside Sandykli.

P. 189 (C 46). The people of Synnada placed on their coins the
head of AKAMAZ (see Drexler in ¢ Numism. Zft.,” 1889, p. 177); and
Stephanus mentions that Akamas after the Trojan war wandered into
Phrygia and founded Synnada. This legend was evidently adopted in
the city; and probably Stephanus derives it from Metrophanes of
Eukarpia, who wrote a work in two books on Phrygia, from which
Stephanus quotes the atory of the bunch of Eukarpian grapes which
was 80 large as to break a waggon.

Synnada boasts on its coins to be a city of Dorians and Ionians.
These Greek colonists perhaps looked to the hero Akamas as their
oikist : such myths tended to be developed in the process of hellenisa-
tion of Phrygia. The native Phrygian part of the population looked
to Thynnaros as their hero and ancestor. Dokimion was a Macedonian
military colony (see pp. 125, 126).

P. 143 (C 76), compare 164 (D 29). The baths of Phrygm and its
wines are mentioned in the Talmud as having separated the Ten
Tribes from their brethren (Neubauer, ¢ Géogr. de Talmud,’ p. 315).

(P. 144 (C 78). Kakkabas or Kakkabokome seems to involve the
word Kakkabe, the name of the citadel of Carthage, which is connected
by Ad. Sonny in Philologus, 1889, p. 559, with the Phoenician stem
dqab, in the sense of “hill.” He remarks that the Phoenician letter
ain is represented in the Septuagint sometimes by the spiritus lenis,
sometimes by the spiritus usper, sometimes by kappas, and sometimes by
rho. Hence he explains the initial kappa in KaxxdBy. A similar
phenomenon occurs in Katenneis or Etenneis (see p. 418). On
Pheenician names in Phrygia, see Sonny, l.c.; he connects Kifela
(which Hesychius explains by 3pn) with Hebrew Gebel, and thence
explains KvBé\y a8 Msymp 'Opely, from which ‘Pely is a shortened form
(Crusius, Beitr. z. griech. Mythol,, p. 26, n. 4): the connection will
probably not find general approval.

P. 173 (E 22), 438 and 449. Mr. Pelham also quotes Corp. Gloss.
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Latin., II. 14, Actor wpayparevris, and II. 177, Saltarius épeopvdaf; and
he points out to me in corroboration of the large imperial estate which
I have proved at Tyana that in Justinian’s Nov. XXX. (ed. Zachari®
von Lingenthal, I. p. 163) more than half the territory of Cappadocia
is said to be imperial property. Prof. Sayce also refers me, in
corroboration of my description of the horse-breeding on this estate,
to Proc. Soc. Bibl. Arch., 1881, Nov., p. 14, where Mr. Pinches published
a tablet from Kouyunjik mentioning horses imported into Assyria from
Dana.

P. 176 (E 23). I must retract the opinion that there was at Lagbe
an imperial estate. I now accept the interpretation of mofwris
proposed by the Austrian editors, as more probable in itself; moreover
Lagbe struck coins and therefore cannot have been an estate. The
other points, however, I still maintain, both the restoration I have
proposed for the fragmentary inscription published in such varying
forms by the Austrian editors and by Mr. A. H. Smith, and the
opinion that Lagbe must have been in the conventus of Kibyra and
in the province of Asia. The phrase 6 xaré Témov mofuris may be
compared with 7ob kard 7dmov TnpyTod TOv &yov in an inscription of
Hierapolis (Le Bas, 1680), which seems to denote the officer charged
with the duty of looking after the proper condition of the graves along
the sacra via.

P. 183 (F 25). From a comparison of the list of bishops given by
Le Quien with the principles stated on p. 427, and with the account
given of Basilinopolis, we may reach the probable conclusion that Linoe,
Gordoserba, and Mela or Modrene, were formed into bishoprics by
Justinian ; that previously, although Nikaia had been an autokephalos
bishopric of great dignity owing to the wide extent of territory over
which its influence extended, yet no bishoprics were subject to it, and
it had in vain attempted to establish its claim over the bishopric of
Basilinopolis in A.p. 451, and that Justinian recognised the growing
importance of the territory, which lay south of Nikaia and politically
was included in its territory, by founding Justinianopolis-Mela on his
military road, and also by giving the status of cities and bishoprics
to Linoe and Gordoserba. The elevation of Tataion, Noumerika,
Daphnusia and Maximianai to be bishoprics belongs to a later period,
probably that of Basil in the ninth century. The earliest known
bishop of Mela dates 553, of Gordoserba 680, of Linoe 692, of the others
869 (see Le Quien).

P. 191 and elsewhere. For 65 B.c., the date assigned by Marquardt
for the institution of the province Bithynia-Pontus by Pompey, the
date 64 B.c.is substituted by Niese (Hermes, XIIL, p. 39, and Rhein.
Mus,, XXX VIII., 1883, p. 577).

P. 203 (G 11). In a note added by Kiepert to Humann and

VOL. 1V, B
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Puchstein’s ¢ Reisen in Kleinasien,’ p. 18, Melangeia is identified with
Karadja Sheher, besides Dorylaion: he follows Hammer-Purgstall, who
says that Karadja Hisar, Greek Melangeia, was besieged by Ertogrul
in 1240, and captured by Osman in 1288, My diccussion has probably
established that this identification is erroneous. If any further reason
is needed, it may be found in the fact that the valley of the Tembris
(Porsuk Su, in Humann Pursak) had been long in the undisturbed
possession of the Turks, and that they were in the thirteenth century
fighting for the lands near the Bithynian coast.

P. 205 (G 15). In Humann and Puchstein, ¢ Reisen in Kleinasien,’
p. 11, Dr. Humann remarks that Ine Gol, ¢ Needle Lake,” or Inek Gol,
 Cattle Lake,” is the proper form of the name, and not Aine Gdl,
“ Mirror Lake,” as it is usually given. I have also observed that the
village four hours east-south-east from Philadelphia (Ala Sheher) is
properly named Ine Gl (or Inek Gél, which would be pronounced in
almost the same way) not Aine Gél.

P. 219 (G 23) and p. 444, The same explanation of the name
Gaizatorix has already been given by M. Belley, Mém. de I’Acad. des
Inscript., as quoted in C.I.G., 4039. Another Galatian name involving
the same word is Gaizatodiastos, which occurs in that inscription.

P. 225 (H 8). In Humann and Puchstein’s ¢ Reisen in Kleinasien,’
Gordion is identified with Tchakmak on the Sangarios a little south
from Yiirme. Humann rightly remarks on the want of clear evidence
to connect Germa with the site of Yiirme, but Kiepert in a note still
supposes that the name is a modern form of Germa, and that the name
strictly belongs to the hot springs. I have visited these springs: no
ancient city was situated at them, but they in all probability belonged
to the territory of the city situated at Yiirme,

P. 226 (H9). Gratianopolis cannot be interpreted as an error for
% Kparwaviy wéhis: Philadelphus was bishop of Gratianopolis and
Epiphanius of Krateia at Concil. Ephes., A.p. 431.

P. 251 (K 18). In his ‘Reisen in Kleinasien,’ p. 47, Humann
gives the distances—

Angora to Tchakal Keui . . 27 kilom.
Angora to Binam . . . 383
Binam to Tcheshnir Keupreu* . 53 |,

Sir C. Wilson estimated the horse-road (which would be shorter) as 19
miles to Binam and 31 thence to the bridge. The probability even

* Humann does not give the name from personal observation; but mentions that
old travellers call it Tchasnegir-Koprii. I have noted it as Tcheshnir, where g has
disappeared between vowels according to the common change in modern pronunciation ;
cp. Deirmen, “mill,” for Degirman. He gives the bridge as 735 metres above sea
level ; the village on the east bank as 758 metres.
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suggests itself that Sarmalius of the Itinerary is Malos: the distance,
as given by the Itinerary suits exactly. In that case, Bolegasgus would
be an intermediate station on the road to Ankyra (see pp. 257, 259).

P.277 (N 9). In glancing hastily by the aid of the index at Humann
and Puchstein’s notes on Marash and their report of Kiepert's latest
view on Germanicia, I find no reason to alter any word that I have
said. The frontier that I have assigned to Kommagene is confirmed by
the latest discoveries and maps. The words of Theodoret, who on such
a point is a first-rate authority, that Germanicia was é& pefoply Tis
K\ikov xat Sdpwv [kai*] Karmadoxdv in the province of Euphratesia,
are a complete justification of the at least approximate accuracy of the
position which I assign, and a complete disproof of Kiepert’s view.
The samo inference may be drawn from Theodoret’s expression, Haeret.
Fab,, IV,, 2, Teppavicelas tijs 7@ Tavpy yerovovonys mélews. The frontier
assigned on my map requires only a slight modification, which does no

_violence to the evidence, inasmuch as the boundaries lie among
uninhabited mountains, to make Marash close to the meeting of the
three provinces.

P. 280 (N 16) and p. 287. The variant a Cotena cannot be accepted,
for the name Lacotena occurs in Ammianus, XX., 11, a Cappadocia ipse
per Melitenam, minoris Armeniae oppidum, et Lacotena, et Samosata,
transmisso Euphrate, Edessam venit. (I owe the reference to Surita,
quoted in Wesseling’s edition of the Itineraries as XXI., 11).

P. 295. It is very doubtful whether Suenda, in Cappadocia, which
was captured by Antiochus (Front., Strat., IIL, 2, 9) can be identified
with Soanda. The MSS. vary greatly in the reading.

P. 304. In Humann and Puchstein’s, ‘Reisen,’ p. 402, an in-
scription of Diarbekir (Amida), given by Sterrett, ¢ Wolfe Expedition,’
No. 631, is repeated from a fresh copy:

pampfiov] Aeov (?)

Mapwviov dok-

om(ow?d) dwd Kapm(dv) [in Kappadokien). t
This reference to Kampai is purely conjectural, and cannot rank as an
argument against my view that in Kambe the b stands for ou.

P. 312 (note). Tarkundwerras must be a local pronunciation at
Isaura of the name Tarkondarios, which was a surname of Kastor, king
of the Tektosages from akout 62 to 45. Prof. Sayce has read the name
of Tarkhundara(is) [last symbol doubtful], king of Arzapa, on a tablet
from Tel-el-Amarna (Proc. Soc. Bibl. Arch., 1889, June, p. 336). The
name Rondberras at Corycos confirms my reading Tarkundberras.

P. 317. That the theme of Koloneia was originally part of the

* This word does not occur in the text of the Cambridge edition, Hist. Eccles.,

1L, 25. I owe this and the following reference to Wesseling ad Itin.
t Sterrett reads wwmuilolv more correctly, and KAMT which is probably lees correct.
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Armeniac Theme is also implied by the fact that Kamacha was in the
Armeniac Theme (Theophan. 469, 444, 377).

P. 346 (Q 30). Strabo, p. 587, mentions, as an example of a river
with twenty-seven fords, one that flows from Tyana to Soloi-Pompei-
opolis. The river meant is the one that runs beside the road from
Faustinopolis to Podandos. But it is an error to say that it flows to
Soloi : it really joins the Saros. The error, however, is not Strabo’s,
for Meineke considers the passage to be a gloss.

P. 370 (T 26). The name Bidana or Bidane seems correct, being
defended by Bizana* of Armenia (Procop., de Aedif., ITII. 5). Bidana-
Leontopolis must probably be the modern town Siristat or Tris
Maden, about 13 miles west of Isaura. This situation would explain
why Leontopolis and Isauropolis were under the same bishop. More-
over Leontopolis was clearly a city of importance in later Byzantine
time, and it is a general rulet that the important cities of that time
correspond to Turkish cities. This identification of Leontopolis as
Siristat explains everything known to us, and may be looked on as
pretty certain. Siristat is the seat of government of Boz Kyr Kaimma-
kamlik. Prof. Sterrett in his ¢ Wolfe Expedition,” p. 98, is too severe
on Hamilton, when he says that the latter was “ misled into giving the
place the name of Tris Maden :” Hamilton was no doubt true to the
fact of his time, though the ¢ maden” and the name are now disused.
The distance of Bidana from Isauropolis seems too small, but stadia may
be used in the sense of miles (see pp. 190, 258). I should look for Nea
Isaura here rather than where Sterrett places it. There are inseriptions
at Siristat.

P. 412. The ethnic Maywds or "Ipampds, and the local name Maion or
Imaion corresponding to it, are related to the name Maes (on which see
M. Th. Reinach’s excellent paper in ¢ Rev. des Et. Grecq.,” 1889, p. 270)
a8 Tataion or Tottaion to Tatas or Tottes, and the other instances
quoted on p. 439.

P. 420 (W 14). The interpretation of Eudocias and Jovia as
epithets of Termessos makes intelligible the following signature at the
Council of Chalcedon, Zenodotus Telmessi et Eniadis civitatis Ioniae.
This is obviously corrupted from Termessi civitatis et Eudociadis et
Iobiae. Zenodotus of Telmessos in Lycia is frequently mentioned at
this council ; but no bishop of Termessos occurs in the lists to warrant
the supposition that two successive entries had been mixed up. Most
probably Zenodotus of Telmessos and Zenodotus of Termessos were both
present (Mansi, VI. 575, VIIL. 433). At the Council of 325, Heuresios
of Termessos was present; in 431, Timotheus of Termessos and
Eudokias; in 448, Sabinianus of Termessos, Eudokias and Iobia; in

* Compare Nazianzos or Nadiandos, Podandos and Bozanti; see p. 348.
t Not a universal rule; see p. p. 454.
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692, Constantine of Eudokias; in 787, Callistus of Eudokias. This
list shows the epithet gradually establishing itself and displacing
Termessos, according to the theory advanced in my A.S.P. The two
bishops of 458, Auxentius and Innocentius, are the sole difficulty in the
way of this theory, and I have conjectured that one of the two names
is a corruption or marginal correction, which crept in between
“Termessi” and “ Eudociadis,” and thus caused the single bishop to
become double.

P. 423. The mountain CAABAKOC is mentioned on coins of
Apollonia : Drexler in Num. Zft., 1889, p. 122.

P. 423. Olymos, a place near Mylasa, is mentioned in a series of
inscriptions, Le Bas, 323 to 338, Athen. Mittheil., 1889, p. 367.

P. 426. Strabo often mentions the Solymoi; but the words of
Herodotus, 1., 173, oi 8¢ M\Ya: rore SdAvpot éxakéovro tends to show that
they were even then an extinct people, whom Strabo afterwards
identified with some existing people; such is the suggestion of Sittl,
Berlin. Phil. Wochenschr., 1888, p. 338. He also quotes Cicero’s words
(Verr., 1V., 10, 21) Lycii, Graeci homines, to prove that the grecising
process had progressed very far in Lycia early in the first century s.c.

P. 110 (A 20). On the coins of Ephesos-Theologos and Magnesia-
Manglasia see Mr. Grueber’s description of the find at Ephesos in
Numism. Chron., 1872, p. 120 . M. de Mas Latrie, ¢ Trésor de
Chronol.,” p. 1799, quotes from Schlumberger, ¢ Num. Orient.,’ p. 483,
on the coins of Magnesia, but omits those of Ephesos.

P. 115 (A 33). The Homereion at Smyrna is mentioned in an
inscription, Mous. Smyrn., IV., p. 176, no. ¢.

P. 125 (B 16). M. Waddington assures me that no coins of the
Mosteni known to him give the title Macedones: considering his unique
knowledge, this may be taken as final, and the coins in question may
be rejected as misread.

P. 135 (C 17,8). Ducange on Zonaras (vol. VI, p. 187, ed. Dindorf)
quotes the miracle at Khonai. The published versions (Bonnet, 1890)
are late and topographically absurd, but must be founded on an original
of good character, full of local colour.

P. 136 (C 23). Peltai was a Macedonian colony.

P. 136 (C 24). Eumeneia, as a seat of the worship of Isis, is quoted
by Drexler, in Num. Zft.,, 1889, p. 167. An additional proof is
furnished by the inscription, which may belong either to Peltai or to
Eumeneia, C.I.G., 3886, more correctly in Bull. Corr. Hell.,, 1885.
None of the editors have observed that xai Eloef[8os] must be read in
line 6, if M. Paris has rightly copied the inscription. I have three
times searched in vain for this inscription, about the locality of which
Hamilton and Paris give very different accounts. Eumeneia boasts on
its coins to be a city of Achaeans; the title was assumed by the
Pergamenian colonists in opposition to the Mavedonians of Peltai.

VOL. IV. Cc
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P. 138 (C 35). Another Alia, & mere katoikia, has been proved by
M. S. Reinach to have been situated at or mnear Kirgol, between
Tiberiopolis and Aizanoi: it is mentioned in an inscription found there,
which will soon be published.

P.172. Prof. G. Hirschfeld has recognised in the modern name
Baradis the ancient Aporidos Kome of Livy.

P. 178. Hogarth, in Journ. Hell. Stud., 1890, gives several examples
of the common Lycaonian name Sousou.

P. 187 and p. 352. The line of beacons is also given by Zonaras, II.,
p- 162, ed. Par. His enumeration agrees with Cedrenus, except in the
names Mimas and Kyrizos. Ducange quotes in his notes on Zonaras
also the forms Aigiklos and Augilos as variants in Scylitzes and Theoph.
Contin. He mentions that the hill of Saint Auxentios was about
10 miles from Chalcedon, and was the same as Oxcia (see p. 189, F 65).
Saint Auxentius, who lived under Marcianus and Leo, built a
monastery there. Ducange quotes the Menaea, June 1, 3, 13, and
January 19. Theophanes, p. 436, says that this hill was near Damatry
(see pp. 218, 312; and Ducange, Constant. Christ., 1V., p. 177).

P. 190 (F 76). The passage of Constantine Porphyrogenitus, de
Them., p. 25, where Ilpovoiwds almost certainly denotes Prousa ad
Olympum, may serve to elucidate two passages in Pliny’s Epist. ad Tra.,
58 and 81, where also Prousias is used in a similar way. Mr. Hardy in
his edition, takes a different view, making Prousias an adjective.

P. 242, The road Ancyra 24 Crentius 32 Legna 24 Carus (Garus
v.1.) Vicus 30 Krateia 24 Claudiopolis has been accidentally omitted in
the text. Crentius, a suspicious form, seems to be the modern Girindos,
where I have placed Manegordus.

P. 2905. The description of Ozizala as abounding in gardens,
streams, and groves, should in the parched country of Cappadocia,
make it easy to prove its precise situation (see Greg. Naz., Ep. 26). I
have not travelled along the left bank of the Halys above the situation
where I place Parnassos, but to judge from the appearance of the
district as seon from the road on the right bank, it corresponds to the
above description better than any other part of Cappadocia that I have
seen. \When Ozizala is once placed, the situation of Parnassos and
Nyssa would be still more narrowly defined.

P. 324 (P 6) and p. 448. M. Duchesne follows the lead of the
Bollandists (8o also does Muralt) in saying that Euchaita was renamed
Theodoropolis in A.p. 972, in honour of the great victory gained by
John Tzimisces over the Turks. Cedrenus, IL., p. 411, says that the
emperor rebuilt the church in which the body of Sa‘nt Theodorus luy,
and changed the name of the place from Eukhaneia to Theodoropolis.
The authors whom I am arguing against assume that, because the
biographies of Theodorus say that he was buried at Eukhaita, and
Cedrenus says that the emperor rebuilt the church where Theodorus's



ADDITIONS TO PART IL 21

body lay, therefore the city which is meant by Cedrenus is Eukhaita.
They take Eukhaneia and Eukhaita to be the same place (M. Duchesnc
does not even notice the difference of name) ; but on the following page
Cedrenus speaks of Theophilus, archbishop of Eukhaita, distinguishing
it as a mneuter plural from Eukhaneia as a feminine singular. Did
Cedrenus make a mistake, and distinguish as two different names two
forms of the same name, or do the Bollandists and MM. Muralt and
Duchesne wrongly identify two different places as a single place?
They certainly only follow Zonaras, II., p. 214, ed. Par., who gives
Eukhania and Eukhaita as equivalent forms of the same name. This
can hardly be correct. Notitis II. and X. mention Eukhania and
Eukhaita as separate metropoleis ; and Gelzer shows, “ Jahrb. f. protest.
Theol.,” 1886, p. 540-2, that Eukhaita became a metropolis between
886 and 911 (see Addenda, p. 448), and Eukhania between 1035 and
1054. I therefore refuse to accept Zonaras’s evidence as to the identity
of the names, and believe that he was misled by the resemblance
between them. Because Saint Theodore helped the Byzantine army
against the Russians, a church would naturally be erected to him near
the battle-field, and not in Helenopontus. The singular analogy of the
names, and the coincidence that both Eukhania and Eukhaita were
associated with Theodore, betrayed Zonaras into his error. Thus the
last shred of evidence, on which M. Duchesne relied for the theory that
the name Theodoropolis belonged peculiarly and specially to Eukhaita,
has now disappeared. Eukhaita might be styled the city of Theodore,’
but so equally might any city in which a church was dedicated to him.
This long disproof of M. Duchesne’s interpretation of the inscription of
Safaramboli (see p. 320) may secm unnecessary, as the case is so clear;
but my experience in the case of Koloe, Themissonion, Eriza, &c., shows
me how I may go on for years reiterating in vain the disproof of errors,
suggested without any evidence and accepted implicitly by the world.
The nature of Theodorus the Soldier, as a saint worshipped in Pontus
and Paphlagonia, about whom there grew up purely legendary accounts
without a trace of historical truth or verisimilitude, has been thoroughly
illustrated in our discussion.

P. 364 (T 7). I had thought that the exact site of Olba might be
at the remarkable ruins seen by Mr. Hogarth when travelling from
Maghra to Seleukeia in 1887. About three hours before reaching
Seleukeia he saw these ruins at no very great distance to the east, but
divided from him by a ravine. He was assured by various informants
at Maghra that Mr. Sterrett had visited these ruins, and therefore did
not go to them, as his companion was ill, and they were hurrying to
the coast for a steamer. But in the utter uncertainty as to the mapping
of this district and even of Said Pasha’s new road from Seleukeia to
Maghra (see p. 361), nothing but a loose approximation to the site is
possible.

c2
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This identification was arrived at in the early winter of 1888-9, and
was printed in the appeal issued by the Asia Minor Exploration Fund
in December, 1889, for funds to carry out a new expedition into the
eastern part of Asia Minor. The programme of the route proposed was
there printed, part of which was to examine this site, perhaps that of
Olba.

More recently I heard from Mr. Bent that he has found Olba south
of Maghra at a site some miles north-east of the one seen by Mr. Hogarth,
which also has been examined by Mr. Bent. The name Oura, which is
still attached to the site of Olba, shows that I was right in maintaining
that Ourba (i.e. Ourwa, for beta denotes the sound of w, cp. footnote
on p. 312) was the native form of the name, and Olba a grecism to
suggest a connection with 6ABos.* With Ourba compare Ouerbe in
Pisidia (Pamphylia Secunda). Mr. Bent's discoveries confirm the
general course of my arguments, and will add greatly to the further
development of them. }

o b:. Seleuceia also was originally named Olbia, and may have been in the country of
1

1 I add a note after visiting Olba, Mr. Bent's discovery. It is rightly placed in my
map: but the map attached to Mr. Bent’s paper in Proceed. R. G. 8., Aug. 1890, is far
from accurate. Uzunja Burdj should be placed much further south, about lat. 36° 37';
Oura should really be east by north from it, instead of south. Maghra should be
much farther south. Euren Keui, which we did not visit, is more nearly correct.
We cstimate the height of Uzunja Burdj 2000 feet lower than Mr. Bent. In the
¢ Athengum,’ July 19, p. 105, Mr. Bent discards Kastabala of Cappadocia cntirely, and
infers from Strabo that Tyana and Kybistra were in Cilicia near Kastabala. I adhere
to all that I have written: my opinions were in print months beforc Mr. Bent
travclled, and I consider them confirmed entirely by his brilliant discoveries.
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HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF ASIA MINOR.

Parr I. GENERAL PRINCIPLES.

I. HELLENISM AND ORIENTALISM.

PLaNTED like a bridge between Asia and Europe, the peninsula of Asia
Minor has been from the beginning of history a battlefield between the
East and tho West. Across this bridge the religion, art, and civilisation
of the East found their way into Greece ; and the civilisation of Greece,
under the guidance of Alexander the Macedonian, passed back again
across the same bridge to conquer the East and revolutionise Asia as far
as the heart of India. Persians, Arabs, Mongols, Turks, have all
followed the same route in the many attempts that Asia has made to
subdue the West.

The very character of the country has marked it out as a battle-
ground between the Oriental and the European spirit. The great mass
of Asia Minor consists of a plateau, 3000 to 5000 feet above sea-level,
around which there is a fringe of low-lying coast-land. The plateau
is like a continuation of Central Asia, vast, immobile, monotonous.
The western coasts on the Aegean sea are full of variety, with a very
broken coast-line and long arms of the sea alternating with pro-
minent capes.

In the scenery also, the plateau presents an equally strong contrast
to the western coast. The plateau from the Anti-Taurus westwards con-
gists chiefly of great gently undulating plains. The scenery, as a rule,
is monotonous and subdued ; even the mountains of Phrygia seem not to
have the spirit of freedom about them. The tone everywhere is melan-
choly, but not devoid of a certain charm, which, after a time, takes an
even stronger hold of the mind than the bright and varied scenery of
the Greek world. Strong contrasts of climate between the long severe
winter and the short but hot summer, a fertile soil dependent entirely on
the chances of an uncertain rainfall, impressed on the mind of the
inhabitants the insignificance of man and his dependence on the power
of nature. The tone can be traced throughout the legends and the
religion of the platcau. The legends are always sad—Litycrses slain
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by the sickles of the reapers in the field,* Marsyas flayed by the god
Apollo, Hylas drowned in the fountain—all end in death during the
prime of life and the pride of art. But the scenery of the Agean coast-
lands is as bright and varied as that of Greece itself. There is not a
trace of monotony or melancholy in the constant alternation of sea and
promontory, of sharp rugged mountains and deep fertile valleys. The
sense of life and vigour is wonderfully quickened in the clear atmo-
sphere and the bright light, where cape after cape stretches far out to
the west as if trying to bridge over the “ estranging sea ” to the islands,
and where the water of the inlets, offering an easier road than the land
itself, provokes the navigating instinct. The thought of death is never
present where the incitements to life and action are so great.

Thus the plateau is in every way characterised as a border-land
between East and West, and a battlefield between the Oriental and the
European spirit. The idea of this great struggle was a formative
principle which moulded the gradual development of the Iliad, and gave
the tone to Herodotus’s epic history. We can trace its main features
from that time onwards. Greece and Persia were the representative
antagonists for two centuries. Then the conquests of Alexander,
organised and consolidated later by the genius of Rome, made the
European spirit apparently victorious for many centuries.

But the conquest was not real. Romans governed Asia Minor
because, with their marvellous governing talent, they knew how toadapt
their administration to the people of the plateau. It is true that the great
cities put on a western appearance, and took Latin or Greek names :
Latin and Greek were the languages of government, of the educated
classes, and of polite society. Only this superficial aspect is attested in
literature and in ordinary history, and when I began to travel the
thought had never occurred to me that there was any other. The
conviction has gradually forced itself on me that the real state of the
country was very different. Greek was not the popular language of the
plateau even in the third century after Christ: the mass of the people
spoke Lycaonian, and Galatian, and Phrygian, although those who
wrote books wrote Greek, and those who governed spoke Latin. The
people continued to believe in their own religion: their gods were
identified by educated persons with the gods of Greece and Rome, and
called by Greek names; but they had none of the Greek or Roman
character, they were Asiatic deities. Christianity conquered the land,
and sucoeeded in doing what Greece and Rome had never done: it
imposed its language on the people. But the Christianity of Phrygia
was never like the Christianity of Europe: sects of enthusiasts who

* The tale is commonly given in the form that Lityerses slew all strangers and hid
their bodies in the sheaves, and that he was himself slain by Herakles and lamented by
the reapers in the Lityerscs S8ong: but he must ultimately be an impersonation of the
life of nature cut down in the harvest, and celcbrated in harveet songs.
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perpetuated the old type in the new religion always flourished there,
and the orthodox writers frequently inveigh against the numerous
Anatolian heresies. It is a suggestive fact that the old names of many
cities which had been replaced by Greek or Latin names often survived
and returned into use. There was a city of Isauria named Diocaesareia :
it is often mentioned in the first seven centuries after Christ. In the
later Byzantine writers Prakana, a name unknown in earlier writers,
is regularly used ; but the identity of Diocaesareia and Prakana would
be unknown, where it not for a casual phrase in the proceedings of a
Christian Council (Concil. Nicaen. IL) of the eighth century, which
shows that at that time the popular name Prakana was forcing itself
into the official registers alongside of the official name Diocaesareia.

The foundation of Constantinople was a sign that the West had not
reaily conquered Asia Minor. The immense power of governmental
organisation which Roman genius constructed maintained itself for
many centuries. But the Oriental character grew stronger century by
century in the Byzantine government ; one dynasty overturned another
dynasty, and each was less “ Western” than the preceding one.
Phrygians, Isaurians, Cappadocians, and Armenians, ruled under the
style of Roman Emperors, till at length a purely Oriental dynasty of
Osmanlis eliminated even the superficial forms of the West. The
change was not in all respects so great as we are apt to suppose. The
language and the religion and the government of Anatolia reached at
last the Oriental goal to which the genius of the land tended. There
is no more interesting process in history than this which was completed
by the conquest of Constantinople in 1453.

At the present day, after the East hasruled for centuries undisturbed
in Anatolia, the old struggle has recommenced. The Greek element is
gradually supplanting the Oriental on the Aegean coast. That strength
and vitality which the Greek race seems to possess under every govern-
ment except its own,* is gradually placing the coast valleys in its hands.
The Oriental element does not retreat, it is not driven back by open war:
it dies out on the coast by a slow yet sure decay. But the interior is
still wholly Oriental, and if the same peaceful development continues I
believe that the Turks, as soldiers, and the Greeks, as traders, will,
united, make a happier country than either race could by itself.
English railways are gradually pushing their way into the country from
Smyrna, which is the metropolis of the western element; and western
commerce i8 trying to reorganise the lines of trade. The same trade
routes across Asia Minor now lead to Marseilles and to Liverpool, which
once led to Rome, and the railways are reopening the roads of ancient
times. There are two competing routes. One follows the line of the

* I must confess that the development of Greece during the last few years is
disproving the innuendo in this sentence, which was written four years ago.
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great Eastern highway of Grmco-Roman time: it passes through
Ephesos, the Graco-Roman capital, which has now lost its harbour and
sunk into complete decay ; and from Ephesos onwards it follows, and
must continue to follow step by step, the Roman road. The other is
opening up the old line of the “ Royal Road’’: its engineers have
surveyed both the original route and the modified course that it followed
in the Roman period, and the prophecy is not a dangerous one that the
latter will finally be adopted.

These movements of armies and peoples and civilisations have taken
vlace along a few lines of road, some of which have been more important
at one time, some at another. To trace in outline the history of these
roads, to show how they are marked out by nature, and how the
variation in their comparative importance, produced by historical
reasons, has reacted on the distribution of the chief centres of population,
is the subject of this essay.

The road-system of Anatolia is at present in a transition state.
Since steam navigation was introduced the great land-routes, starting
from Constantinople and leading to the various provinces of the empire,
have fallen into disuse and disrepair. Previously the necessities of
government required the maintenance in tolerable repair of roads and a
postal service. This Turkish road-system was practically the same as
the Byzantine system, which was gradually introduced after the
foundation of Constantinople as the capital of the eastern world. That
event soon produced a total revolution in the road-system, which
previously had been arranged for commercial and military purposes
with a view to easy communication with Rome. We must therefore go
back to an older road-system, of which Rome was the centre. According
to that system all roads led to Rome: all the products of the provinces
of Asia Minor, from the huge monolithic columns of Phrygian marble
to the red Cappadocian earth (uiAros) for making pencils, were carried
to the harbour of Ephesos, and thence shipped to the West; from
Rome came all the governors and officials, and to Rome they returned;
along the same roads all alike travelled, merchants, officials, tourists,
every one who was attracted towards the great centre of life. The
same road-system, on the whole, existed under the Greek kings, except
that it was unorganised and only inchoate. The only road whose
existence is expressly attested under the Greek kings, and whose course
is described, coincides with the great Roman highway from Caesareia
to Ephesos. But before the conquest of Alexander we find a different
set of roads, whose course testifies to a wholly different system of
communication, and opens a glimpse into another period in the history
of the country.
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IT. TuE “RovaL Roan.”

Herodotus describes the great road of the Persian period from
Ephesos by the Cilician Gates to Susa. It was called the “Royal
Road,” because the service of the Great King passed along it; and it
was, therefore, the direct path of communication for all government
business. This road crossed the Halys by a bridge, which Herodotus
had heard of, probably from the narrative of merchants at Sinope,
among whom a bridge over such a great river as the Halys was
certainly considered a wonderful work of engineering. Now the centre
of Asia Minor is occupied by a great salt lake and a salt desert, and
there are really only two routes across the plateau from east to west, one
south and the other north of the desert. If the “Royal Road” had
passed south of the desert, it could not have crossed the Halys; it must,
therefore, have taken the northern route.

The southern route is the great highway of the Greco-Roman period.
The history of Asia Minor for six or seven centuries depends mainly on
it. It is a far shorter way from Ephesos to the Cilician Gates than
the northern route, which involves an immense détour. It is also
by far the easier. It follows the one easy path that nature has
made between the Aegean coast and the high grounds of the plateau,
while the northern route has a very difficult path for a hundred miles
in the western part of its course. What was the reason why the Persian
road preferred the difficult and circuitous to the direct and easy
route? The only reason can be, that the Persians simply kept up a
road which had developed in an older period, when the situation of the
governing centre made it the natural road. It is an accepted fact that
in several other cases roads of the Persian Empire were used by the
Assyrian kings long befure the Persian time, and, in particular, that
the eastern part of the ‘Royal Road,” from Cilicia to Susa, is much
older than the beginning of the Persian power.

A similar phenomenon presents itself in the eastern part of Asia
Minor. At the present time the harbour for Cappadocia is either Samsun
.on the north coast or Mersina on the south. In the time of Strabo, the
harbour on the north coast was the same, and he describes the great
trade-route from Central Asia by Komana Pontica to Amisos (Samsun),
which obviously coincides with the modern route, Sivas-Tokat-Samsun
{(8ee below, p. 262.) But if we go back to an older time, we find that
not Amisos, but Sinope, was the harbour on the north for the products
of Cappadocia and Central Asia. In the time of Strabo, Sinope was a
city whose greatness lay in the past. Its situation, as the natural
harbour of a coast district, and one of the three chief seats of the tunny
fishery, gave it a certain importance, and even at the present day Sinub,
a8 it is still called, is a harbour where the Turkish steamers call. But
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this is not sufficient to account for its great importance in older history.
It could not have been such a centre of historical legend as it is, except
as the port of the eastern trade. Curtius has recognised the secret of
the early greatness of Sinope* as lying in the fact that it was the
terminus of a caravan-route, along which the products of the East were
brought to the Greek cities. To Sinope converged the routes from the
Euphrates, by Mazaka (Cmsareia in later times) and from the Cilician
Gates by Tyana. But before the first century B.c. Sinope had lost this
advantage. The trade of the East was borne, chiefly to Ephesos by
the great Greeco-Roman highway from the Euphrates and Caesareia-
Mazaka, partly also to Amisos by Sebasteia, Komana, and Laodiceia.

One trace of this early importance of Sinope as the harbour of the
Cappadocian trade is preserved by Strabo (p. 540). The red earth
( pirtos) which was found in Cappadocia was much used in Greece and
Italy. During the last centuries B.c. it was carried along the great
eastern highway of Grmco-Roman time to Ephesos, and there shipped
to the West ; but before that commercial route had been organised, the
red earth had found its way to Greece by Sinope, and was known to
the Greeks only as Sinopic Earth.

Now the natural road, the easiest and shortest, from Cappodocia in
general to the Black Sea, goes to Amisos. Sinope is cut off from the
interior by broad and lofty mountains, most difficult to traverse.t We
have here a second case, where the earlier road prefers the longer and
more difficult route to the shorter and easier, and the reason must be
the same: the road must have come into existence at a time when the
centre of power made it the natural one.

These two roads, from Ephesos to the Cilician Gates over the Halys,
and from Central Cappadocia to Sinope, meet in the parts of Galatia
east of the Halys. Precisely in this quarter lie the most remarkable
remains of early Anatolian history.

At Boghaz Keui are situated the ruins of by far the most extensive
ancient city in Asia Minor. Its wall, whose remains show that it was
of great thickness and height, embraces a circuit of four or five miles.{
The remains of a palace (or possibly temple) in it are unique in Asia
Minor for size and style. The rock-sculptures beside it show it to have
been an important religious centre. Here we have the only city in Asia
Minor which is marked by its remains as a ruling city of the Oriental
type, unaffected by, and earlier than, Greek influence. Its sitmation
explains all the difficulties presented by the early roads. It communi-
cated naturally with Sinope, and the road from it to Ephesos crosses

* Griech. Gesch., ed. 5, vol. L. p. 408. )
t I have never crossed this road, but, according to Sir C. Wilson, its difficulty was
described by Col. (then Lieutenant) Kitchener in the very strongest terms.

3 I speak from eyesight only; but Dr. Humann, who has surveyed the whole site,
tells me that the estimate is not exaggerated.
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the Halys. We are thus led back to an early state of Asia Minor, when
a great capital at Boghaz Keui communicated on the one hand with the
East through the Cilician Gates, on the other hand with Ephesos. The
road from the Gates to the capital passed through Cappadocia, and the
products of Cappadocia were carried along it, and then on to Sinope.
The name Pteria, which its discoverer Texier saw to be right,
has been accepted by every traveller. History has recorded onmly one
fact about it. When Creesus made war against the Persian conqueror
of the Median Empire, he marched on Pteria.* He crossed the Halys
by a bridge, obviously the bridge on the Royal Road, along which there-
fore his march was directed from Sardis to Pteria. A bridge implies a
road, and in this passage we have a clear proof that the “Royal Road”
was already in use before the Persians had entered Asia Minor.

Other considerations show that this road is older than the Persian
period. Herodotus represents it as known to Aristagoras, and there-
fore, existing during the sixth century, B.c., and the Persians had had
no time to organise a great road like this before 500; they only used
the previously existing road. Moreover, the Lydian kings seem to have
paid some attention to their roads, and perhaps even to have measured
them, as we may gather from Herodotus's account of the roads in the
Lycus valley, and of the boundary pillar erected by Crewsus at Kydrara.t

The exact route which this “ Royal Road ” followed between Pteria
and Bardis cannot be determined with certainty, but in all probability
it went by Pessinus and the city of unknown name which lies above the
Tomb of Midas. Sculptures, similar to those of Pteria, are found at
intervals along this route. - The style of art is similar, and they are
generally accompanied Ly hieroglyphics of the same type. Whereas
the cities on the southern route, the great Grmco-Roman highway,
bear names which belong to the Greek or the early Imperial period:
Cmeareia, Archelais, Laodiceia Combusta, Philomelion, Julia, Lysias,
Apameia, Laodiceia ad Lycum, Antiocheia, Nysa;{ the names of the
cities on the northern route are of an older stamp: Tavium, Ankyra,
Gordion, Pessinus, Orkistos, Akmonia, Satala, Sardeis.§ Yet some of
these cities were, at ome time, great religious and commercial

* Herod. I. 76. He declares his own opinion that Creesus crossed by the bridge, but
mentions the common Greek story that Thales had enabled the army to cross by
dividing the river. Herodotus, who had heard at Sinope of the Halys bridge, saw that
Craesus must have crossed by it, but the fact is inferred, and not taken from written
authority, nor even from popular tradition,

t Herod. VIL 80.—¥vfa orfiAn xarawexnyvia, orabeica 3¢ oxd Kpoloov, karaunrie
8ix ypauudror Tobs obpous,

3 Beveral, perhaps all, of these cities had an earlier existence and name, but the
refoundation under a new name was generally on & new site, chosen for commercial
convenience,

§ Trajanopolis is the only exception: Ankyra was called also Sebaste, but the name
never acquired popular currency. Trajanopolis is balanced by Hadrianopolis on the
southern road.
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centres,* and they could not have become so unless they were on an
important track of communication ; moreover, they were greater in the
earlier period, as is shown by their place in legend, while in the Roman
period they are either ordinary provincial cities like Pessinus, or mere
villages like Gordion.

Greek historical legend always localises the old Phrygian kings, not
in southern Phrygia on the later route, but in the broad Sangarios
valley traversed by this older route. .

The following are the points where I think that traces of this old
road exist. Between Ephesos and Sardis it crossed the pass of Kara
Bel, in which are the two monuments of Syro-Cappadocian art, one of
which has long been known as the ¢ Sesostris.” Near Sardis it probably
joined another road of this earlier period, coming from Phokaia and
Kyme by the north side of Mount Sipylos, past the famous * Niobe,”
another monument of Syro-Cappadocian art, really a cult-statue of the
Ureat Goddess Meter Kybele.t From Sardis its first stage cannot be
doubtful; it went nearly due east, not far from the course of the
Meander, passing through Satala,} the seat of a cultus of a goddess
Artemis-Anaitis-Leto, which appears to have been the chief religion of
the Katakekaumene. I think that there is a large tumulus about the
place where it probably issued from the mountains on to the plain
of Ushak (Temenothyrai and Grimenothyrai).§ It must bave passed
through Keramon Agora (Islam Keui), for there is no other possible
road. A little south-west of Islam Keui, close to the natural line
of the road, is a large tumulus. It must then have ascended the
Hamam Su, and climbed the slope of the ridge in which that river
rises. On the highest point of this ridge, close to the line of the
road, is another large tumulus. At this point alternative routes are
open : the road might either turn to the south-east through Prymnessos
and Amorion to Pessinus, or keep on towards the north-east. The road
probably followed the latter route, traversed hilly country and issued
on to the plain of Altyntash at Besh Karish Eyuk, * Five Span Mound,”
a village which derives its name from the large tumulus beside it. It

* Gordium haud magnum quidem oppidum, sed plus quam mediterraneum celebre et
frequens emporium.—Liv. 38, 18. Meoolvovs duxdpioy T@v Tabry uéyiaror ol &' fepeis Td
waAady utv dvvdorar Tives foav.—Strab., p. 567.

+ Herodotus's statement — 860 Timot &v wérppo: éyxexohauuévor Tovrov Tob &»dpds
(i.e. Besostris) 7/f e éx Tiis "Egeains s ddxaiav ¥pxovrai, kal Tfi ¢k Zapdlwy és Zudprmy,
—which is, strictly understood, utterly incorrect, is perhaps a confused account founded
in a report or description of these two monuments, one on the road Phocaea to Sardis,
the other on the road Ephesos to Sardis. (See Chapter IV., p. 60.)

t The name Satala also occursin Armenia ; it retains its name as Sandal near Koula.
—Cf. ‘Journ. Hell. Stnd.’ 1887, p. 519. From Satala there are two alternativcs,
through Kudoi and Bel Ova, or through Trajanopolis and Keramon Agora ; they mect
at Five Span Mound (Besh Karish Eyuk).

§ I speak from recollection of my first journey in May 1881. It is not mentioned in
my notes.
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crosses the plain nearly due east, and enters the hills again beside Bey
Keui. In the pass by which it enters the hills is a large tumulus, out
of which I have dug a block of stone, of a trachytic species, on which is
an inscription in Syro-Cappadocian hieroglyphics. It then crossed the
hills to Bakshish, Yapuldak, and the city over the Tomb of Midas,
where there is at least one monument of Syro-Cappadocian art. It then
went nearly due east to Orkistos, crossed the Sangarios to Pessinus,
traversed the hills to Gordion,* and then, passing the Sangarios a
second time, ascended the Hamam Su to its source beside the Syro-
Cappadocian monuments of Giaour Kalesi. Up to this point the possible
routes are so few, that when we assume that Pessinus and the Midas
city were on the road, its course is nearly certain. Natural conditions
leave no choice. But east of Giaour Kalessi it is very difficult to
determine the exact path, partly because the country is so little
known, partly because there are more alternatives open. It probably
passed actually through Ankyra, which appears to have been an im-
portant city before the Gauls entered the country.

Such a road as this implies a considerable amount of regular inter-
course and a fairly settled and peaceful state of the country, and
may be considered to prove that there was, long before the Persian
conquest, a well-developed civilisation along the north side of the plateau
of Asia Minor, that there was regular and frequent communication from
Sardis to the countries beyoud the Halys, and that peaceful and settled
government maintained and encouraged this communication by a well-
constructed road with at least one bridge. It is a striking fact that.
sufficient civilisation and engineering skill to build a bridge over a deep
and rapid river like the Halys already prevailed in the highlands of
Asia Minor before the middle of the sixth century B.c. It may very
safely be affirmed that after the Persian conquest the skill to make such
a bridge did not exist until we come down to the time of the Romans.
We may gather from the language of Herodotus that this bridge
was famous as a wonder among the Greeks of Sinope, none of whom
had ever seen it, but who knew it by report. All the other great
rivers on the Royal Road are crossed by boats; the Halys alone has a
bridge.

Whether there was a regularly consolidated empire in Asia with a
capital at Pteria, or whether this state of peace and commercial inter-
course was due to a homogeneous civilisation and religion over the
country, must remain doubtful. But the evidence seems clear that such
a homogeneous religion and social organisation did exist over the whole
country, characterised by the worship of a Mother-Goddess, Kybele or
Leto. In this connection I shall refer to one point which has some
geographical bearing. The sacredness of the pig as a purificatory sacri-

* On the site of Gordion at the village Yiirme, sce p. 225. Germa is usually

placed, in defiance of epigraphic evidence, at Yiirme; but Humann, who has seen the
place, agrees with me in doubting the identification (see p. 16).
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fice is a remarkable feature in the religion of Greece. It is not a feature
which is original to the Hellenio tribes, as is proved by various
arguments—(1) The pig as a purificatory sacrifice is not found in those
religions which seem to be most purely Hellenic, whereas it is found in
those which on other grounds are generally believed to be borrowed.
(2) The ritual of purification for murder, which involved the sacrifice
of a pig, was identical in Greece and in Lydia, as Herodotus mentions * :
Lydia certainly did not learn religion from Greece, but Greece probably
did from Lydia (Pausan. VL, 22, 1).

East of the Halys we find that the Semitic horror of the pig prevails;
this is not the case west of the Halys. At Komana Pontica the presence
of a pig, even in the city, much more in the sacred precinct, was for-
bidden.t But in Lycia we see a pig under the seat of the deified dead
on the Harpy Tomb. In Lydia the pig was a purificatory sacrifice.
I bought a small image of & pig in Egyptian porcelain, which I believe
to have been found in a tumulus at the Bin Tepe near Sardis; and the
late Mr. James Whittall, of Smyrna, possessed a small archaic terra-cotta
pig, which he believed to have been found there also. In Phrygia the
custom of sacrificing the pig is proved to have existed by the curious
story which Strabo (p. 576) tells of Cleon, the Phrygian robber-chief,
who was raised by Augustus to the high-priesthood of Komana Pontica,
and who shocked the priests there by sacrificing pigs: it is clear that
he was simply carrying out his national habit of sacrifice. The Semitic
borror of this animal which prevailed east of the Halys was probably
due to the conquest of that part of Asia Minor by the Assyrians, who
never actually penetrated west of the Halys. The detestation of the pig
is natural to the hotter countries of the south, where its flesh is an
unhealthy and hardly eatable food. A northern nation does not natu-
rally share this horror.

The boundary between the pig-eaters and the pig-haters was not
exactly at the Halys. In Pessinus,according to Pausanias, VII., 17, 10,
the rule of abstinence from the flesh of the pig existed, and this
abstinence may be taken to imply general horror of the animal, and
the belief that it caused impurity to every thing and person that
touched it. But the influence of the eastern religion on the west may
have spread the Semitic idea beyond the actual bounds of Semitic rule;
and history shows a continuous process of religious influence from
east to west.

Whatever be its origin, the difference between western Asia Minor
and Greece on the one hand, and eastern Asia Minor, beginning from
Pessinus on the other hand, is most striking. In the west the pig is
used in the holiest ceremonies ; its image accompanies the dead to their
graves to purify them, and the living wash with their own hands (in
Greece at least) tho pig which is to be their sacrifice. In the east the

* Herod. I. 35.—¥or: 8% xapaxAnoly % xdfapois Toiot Avdoiat xal Toias "EAARTL
t Strab., p. 575.



II. THE “ ROYAL ROAD.” 33

very presence of a pig in the holy city is a profanation and an impurity.
My theory of explanation is that the religion which prevailed through-
out Asia Minor in early time was the religion of a northern race which
had no horror of the pig, and that Semitic influence subsequently
introduced that horror into the eastern parts of the country.

I have unhesitatingly assumed the truth of the identification of
Boghaz Keui with Pteria ; but this is not universally accepted,* and it
may therefore be advisable to discuss the evidence. In the first place
the ruins at Boghaz Keui are those of the greatest city of Asia Minor in
early times, and are on such a scale as to leave no doubt in the mind of
any trained observer that they must belong to the metropolis of a great
empire. In the next place the description of the roads which has just
been given, proves that the capital of a great empire in early time must
have been situated somewhere in the country where Boghaz Keui is
situated. In the third place, when we are informed that Crcesus
declared war against the Medes and marched on Pteria, the natural
inference is that Pteria was the Anatolian metropolis of the Median
empire: this of course is an assumption, bnt no one who makes that
assumption and has seen Boghaz Keui can doubt the identification.
The ounly other hypothesis that is open, is that Pteria was not the
metropolis, but merely a fortress of the Median empire. In that case
Pteria loses all interest for us, and we must be content to be ignorant
of the name of the metropolis. But, in the fourth place, Pteria was
probably situated on a road that led from Sinope direct south across
the peninsula to the Cilician coast, and Boghaz Keui is situated on
that road. If the former assertion can be proved, then the identity of
Pteria and Boghaz Keui may be regarded as proved, so far as proof can
. be expected in ancient topography without actual epigraphic evidence
discovered on the spot. The proof of this statement, that Pteria was
situated on a road from Sinope to Cilicia, lies in Herodotus, 1. 76.
Herodotus considers that the north coast is a line extending east and
west, and that Pteria was situated on a line at right angles to this,}
extending from Sinope southwards. This line was, as I believe, the
road from Sinope by Boghaz Keui and Tyana to the Cilician Gates. It
is obvious that Herodotus had no knowledge of the interior of the
country except what he gathered from the report of traders at Sinope,
who told him about the road to the south, about Pteria, and about- the
Halys bridge (1. 75).

‘We naturally ask about the date of this ancient empire. I think it
is possible to indicate approximately the time of its downfall in western

* All travellers who have seen the place, I think, accept the identification;
buil I have added this paragraph on account of the scepticism of a foreign friend,
whose opinion is of value in all matters connected with Asin Minor. I am now glad to
see that the identification of Pteria is also accepted by Humann-Puchstein, “ Reisen in
Kleinasien.”

t % Nreply, xatd Swdryy . . . pdAiord xn Keérn.
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Asia Minor. In the wide plains of the Sangarios it gave place to
another race, the Phrygians, whose half-mythical, half-historical kings
are familiar in history. Our Greek authorities unanimously assert that
the Phrygians are a European race, some of whom found their way across
the Hellespont into Asia, while others continued to exist under the name
Briges in Macedonia. I have found myself gradually forced by archeeo-
logical evidence to the same conclusion. I believe that the Phrygians
penetrated across the Troad; that the Troy whose power and whose
downfall supply a slight historical basis for the Iliad was probably their
earliest foundation in Asia; that they were originally a people of the
coast, and that they were forced up into the interior by later migrations
of barbarous Thracian tribes into Asia Minor. The Greek chronologists
mention that in early times the Phrygian ships ruled the Aegean Sea
(911-900), and the time when they were forced up into the Sangarios
valley may be approximately fixed in the earlier half of the ninth century
before Christ. The statement in Iliad, III. 185, that Priam of Troy had
assisted the Phrygians in their wars against the Amazons on the banks
of the Sangarios, probably contains a reminiscence of the actual wars
between the people of Pteria and the Phrygians.

About 900 B.c, therefore, the ancient empire, whose capital was
Pteria, began to decay. On the west it gave place to the Phrygians; on
. the east and south-east the peoples of Syria and Assyria pressed on it.
Pteria, however, long continued to be the great city of Cappadocia and
the seat of foreign governors : changes and the growth of new cities are
slow in an Oriental empire, but at last Pteria did give place to cities on
the direct routes of later times.

The hypothesis which identifies the people of Pteria with the
Hittites of north Syria has found numerous adherents; but it appears
to me to require considerable modification before it can be accepted.
That hypothesis, in the form in which it is usually put, necessitates a
capital far to the south in Syria, and leaves the old road and the situation
of Pteria quite unintelligible. Pteria must at one time have becn the
capital of an empire, for it lies so far out of the direct lines of communi-
cation with the capitals of Assyrian or Persian power that its origin
under these later empires is impossible. But the close relationship, I
might almost say the identity, of art and hieroglyphic writing which
prevails between the early monuments of Asia Minor and the Hittite
monuments of northern Syria seems to me a fact which must be the
starting-point of all hypotheses. Thisclose relationship has to be explained
in some way or other, but the analogy of Seljuk* Turkish art, which is

* The Scljuk monuments, almost unknown to Europeans, are the most beautiful
ruins in Asia Minor. They abound in the cities from Konia eastward. Strictly, as
Sir C. Wilson writcs, the style of art in the Seljuk remains is Persian; the Seljuks of
Roum or Asia Minor shared in the art of the Seljuk Grand Sultan’s court, where Arabic
was the language.
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purely Arabio in style and language, shows that identity of art does not
necessarily prove identity of race. The Hittite monuments in Syria are
clearly more developed in style and later in date than those of Asia
Minor, with the exception of the rock-sculpture at Ibriz, which is later
in character.

An important road probably existed, connecting Pteria with Assyria
by the Anti-Taurus region, traversing Taurus by the important pass

"/ between Al-Bostan and Marash (or in ancient times between Arabissos

and Germaniceia). It probably passed through Komana and Mazaka,
Professor Kiepert* long ago observed the difficulty of understanding why
the “ Royal Road ” should cross the Halys instead of taking the shorter
southern route. His explanation, that the *“ Royal Road ” went north in
order to join the trade-route from the Euphrates to Sinope, is, however,
not sufficient. He gives no explanation of the equally difficult fact
that Sinope was the old harbour for the Asiatic trade. But he has
seen that the explanation of the Persian road lies in the existence of
an older line of road, and I have merely carried this principle a little
further.

III. BgecINNING OF THE TRADE-ROUTE.

‘When Asia Minor was only a province of an empire whose governing
centre was in Mesopotamia or Persia, the natural road from the ZAgean
coast to the capital wus the southern route, and this road gradually came
into use during the Persian period. The earliest direct proof of the
existence of this trade-route is the quotation given by Btrabo (p. 623)
from Artemidorus (about B.c. 100). But the foundation of such cities
a8 Laodiceia (twice), Apameia, and Antiocheia, shows that the route
was important as early as the third century before Christ. These cities
were founded as centres of Greek influence, and their. situations were
selected on the most important line of communication. It is an interest-
ing and suggestive detail that the gate of Laodiceia ad Lycum, through
which this road issued, was called the * Syrian Gate.” The custom of
naming city-gates according to the chief object of the road which issued
through them is well known.t The importance of the route as early as
301 B.c. is proved by the campaign which ended in the battle of Ipsos.
Seleucus coming from Cappadocia, and Lysimachus coming from
Heracleia, succeeded in effecting a junction, and the decisive battle
was fought at Ipsos. Now Ipsos, the later Julia, is a city on the
direct line of the road, while Synnada is only a little way to the north
of the road, and indeed it was a frequent custom to take Synnada on
the line of road by a slight détour. The events show the critical
importance of this part of the road, and therefore imply the existence
of the whole road. It is probable that the design of Antigonus was to

* ¢ Berl. Monataber.’ 1857, p. 126 f.

t Magnesian Gate at Ephesos, Ephgshn Gate at Smyrna, &o.
D 2
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prevent the junction of his enemies’ forces by intercepting Seleucus
during his march from the east; but the allied kings eluded him
either by concentrating along the northern route in the north of
Phrygia, and then advancing towards Synnada to give him battle, or
by concentrating along the southern route about Ipsos before Antigonus
expected them.

Even during the fifth century we can trace the southern route.
When Alcibiades was on his way, in 404 B.c., to the court of Artaxerxes,
he was assassinated at Melissa, a village on the road between Synnada
and Moetropolis, where Hadrian afterwards erected a statue to his
memory (Athen, p. 574).* He was therefore travelling along the
southern route towards the Persian court, and the incident proves that
the southern route was already in use for communication with the east
as early as the latter part of the fifth century. It may be traced more
doubtfully at an even earlier period. In the spring of B.c. 480, Xerxes,
after his army had mustered in Cappadocia at Kritala, crossed the Halys,
according to Herodotus, VII. 26, and therefore took the northern route,
but instead of attempting the difficult passage of the mountains by Satala,
he crossed Phrygia from north to south, and came along the easy
southern route by Celene and Colossee. Such a circuitous march seems
so improbable as to suggest that Herodotus mentions the Halys in this
case only because he knew that the Halys separated Cappadocia from
Phrygia,} and therefore concluded that Xerxes must have crossed it on
his march from Cappadocia across Phrygia. The question may be asked
whether such an error is in accordance with Herodotus’s knowledge of
the geography of Asia Minor.

* Melissa was probably situated at Baljik Hisar, two hours south of Synnada, where
there are ancient remains with what the natives called a kale on the summit of a little
hill, round which the road winds upward. Bal in Turkish means Aoney, and jik is the
diminutive termination, hence there may be a connection between the ancient name
Melissa and the modern name. I know no other point on the road where Melissa could
possibly be placed, and have little hesitation in placing it here, although the following
epigram on a stele built into a foundation by the roadside near the village might
at first sight seem inconsistent ;:—

'Apxiepels 'Aclns Anufirpios olros éxeivos,
 wxdrrw(v) pwval pact xoAvorépavoy,
Quwvapldas 8¥oTnoay &v elkdvi Sbypati xowd
BovAdjs xal Sfhuov xAewdy &yarua xdrpns.
The Thynnaridai are the people of Synnada, as descendants of Thynnaros, a local hero
mentioned on coins of the city, as Drexler has observed in * Numism. Zft." 1889, p. 177.
But Melissa must certainly have been a village of the territory of some city, probably of
Synnada, for it was not a self-governing city; and its inhabitants would therefore be
Synnadeis or Thynnaridai. Drexler describes the coin in question as follows: obv.,
bearded head to right, @YNNAPOC; rev., Isis standing to left, in r. sistrum, in 1.
situla. Perhaps Thynnaros was a hero of native Phrygian legend, while Akamas, who
appears on coins and who is mentioned by Stephanus as founder of the city, was a
hero of the Dorian and Ionian colonists, who were seitled in the city when the Greek
foundation was made. See p. 14.
+ Compare I. 72.
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With one exception, all references which he makes to the geography
of the plateau are vague notices which he has gained either from the
traders of Sinope or from those of Miletos. From the former he learned
that the breadth of Asia Minor in the narrowest place, i.e. from Tarsos
through the Cilician Gates direct north, was five days’ journey for an
active man (I. 72), and that Pteria was over against Sinope, i.e. it lay
on a road which led direct south from Sinope. He also heard from them
the description of the great bridge over the Halys, and of the pre-
cautions and guards upon it.

From the latter he heard of the road mp the Mmander valley to
Coloss® and Celen®, and of the natural wonders of both places. The
existence of communication and trade between Miletos and Phrygia is
attested as early as the sixth century by Hipponax, who mentions the
bad Greek spoken by the Phrygian traders at Miletos; * and the only
possible road from Miletos to Phrygia goes up the Mmander to Celene-
Apameia.

The only passage in which Herodotus gives any thoroughly trust-
worthy information about the roads of Central Anatolia is the descrip-
tion of the ‘“Royal Road,” which has generally been recognised as
founded on an official document. He certainly believed that the Halys
separated Phrygia and Cappadocia (I. 72), and it is therefore not out
of keeping with his method or with the amount of knowledge which he
shows of the interior that he should have made the error which has been
suggested above.

If we could assume that Herodotus had no express evidence that
the march of Xerxes crossed the Halys, and that the statement is merely
due to the vague geographical ideas of his time, we should have in the
march of Xerxes from Cappadocia vid Celwnm, a distinct proof that
the advantages of the southern route had become known as early as
481 B.c. Such evidence, which explains away a direct statement, is not
of course in itself trustworthy, and it will be proved in a subsequent
paragraph that Herodotus is right. But we are not dependent on this
passage alone for evidence. An early monument of the Cappadocian
art and hieroglyphics exist on the direct line of the road from Celenem
to the Cilician Gates, viz. at Tyriaion, which seems at one time to have
been a great city, though it was in later years overshadowed by
Laodiceia Combusta and Philomelion. This monument, taken in con-
junction with the traces of a city, now almost wholly buried, is a proof
that a certain amount of intercourse existed along the line of this road
at an early time. .

The view then, which is most probable, is that the southern rou

* Kal Tobs coholxovs, v AdBwoi, xepraciy
®plyas piv s MirnTor EApiTeloorras.—* Hipponax,’ frag. 86 (30).
The story of Tottes and Onnes, the Phrygians who introduced their {epa to Assessos, also
vouches for this intercourse.
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from the Cilician Gates direct to the west through Lykaonia and
southern Phrygia was gradually developed at a later period than the
northern route from Pteria to Sardis. In the case of the northern route,
a doubt has been expressed above * whether it was formed to connect
two chief centres of a single great empire, or grew up owing to
commercial intercourse, accompanying the spread of a homogeneous
civilisation and religion from the monarchy in the north-east, of which
Pteria was the capital. But in the case of the sonthern route no such
doubt can exist; it was certainly formed by the gradual penetration of
commerce and intercourse, pushing on the onme hand west from the
Cilician Gates, on the other hand east from the Maander and the Lycus
valley. In the first place it was in process of formation at a period so
recent that there can be no question of the existence of an empire
in Asia Minor. In the second place its character and the obvious
preference of ease to straightness in several sections, mark it as a
caravan route. It is only in highly developed commerce that rapidity
of transmission becomes really important; the caravans and the mule-
teers of more primitive trade jog along the traditional route that is
most advantageous to their animals, without any wish to gain a few
hours by any bold path. Moreover, we can perhaps trace certain
tentative routes from the side, both of the east and of the west, which
proved unsuitable and were disused in favour of the route that is
described by Strabo, p. 623. These tentatives will be described in the
following paragraphs; but first the contrast in all these respects
between the northern and the southern routes suggests itself. The
existence of the northern route has been traced back to a period earlier
than the Assyrian domination in Cappadocia, and probably earlier than
900 B.c. 8o far as we can trace its character it prefers the direct path
to the easy one, and aims at rapidity of communication ; it has not the
character of a trade and caravan route, but of a military and administra-
tive road. So far therefore as the evidence from this side goes, it tells
in favour of the hypothesis already suggested by Orientalists, that there
was at one period an empire embracing some considerable part of Asia
Minor, and that this empire was already in process of decay before
900 B.c. But whereas some Orientalists place the governing centre of
that empire in Northern Syria, the evidence that has been stated above
neocessitates its position at Pteria, and makes the Syrian parts of the
empire mere dependencies, which apparently acquired independence and
strength at a later period, when Pteria lost its imperial character.
Hence the monuments of Northern Syria belong to a later period than
those of Pteria, and hence they show a certain difference of type, which
I have described as Assyrian, in contrast to the Egyptian character of
Pterian art. This difference of character has misled Prof. G. Hirsch-

* See p. 81.
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feld * to deny all connection between the two groups of monuments.
The differences which he has pointed out certainly exist, and have been
acknowledged more or less distinctly by almost all observers; but his
denial of all community of character is as great an error on the one side
as the denial of any difference of character and period would be on the
other. There is every probability that Cilicia shared in this later
development of Syro-Cappadocian art, and that from Cilicia that art,
with the accompanying civilisation and religion, spread through the
Cilician Gates towards the west. As they spread westwards, the path
of commerce was opened up, and thus the great trade route between the
Aegean coast and the east gradually came into use. Whether all the
monuments that mark the early stages of the trade route are to be
attributed to this later period, or whether any belong to the older
Pterian imperial period, is uncertain. Tyana or Dana{ must probably
have been important in both periods, but especially so in the later
period: the same may have been the case with other places. The
hieroglyphic inscriptions of Tyana and of Tyriaion belong to the later
period, as does also the rock monument of Ibriz beside Kybistra-
Herakleia. But the clay tablets with cuneiform inscriptions, which
probably come from Tyana,} though I bought them at Caesareia-
Mazaka (Kaisari), are considered by Orientalists to be comparatively
early; and the monument of Fassiller (Dalisandos) appears to me to
show more analogy with Pterian art than with that of a later period,§
though such an inference from a single monument of a peculiar and
unusual type is naturally very uncertain.

As communication pushed westwards from the Cilician Gates, it
first attempted the path along the northern skirts of Mount Taurus, by
Kybistra-Herakleia, Dalisandos, and perhaps Parlais.|] There the
Pisidian mountains barred its further progress to the west. It turned
northwards up the east shore of Lake Karalis, and also began to seek a
direct path on a more northerly line through Iconium and Vasada., This
stage is marked by the monument of Iflatun Bunar (Plato’s Spring 9).

* 1 state frankly and bluntly my own opinion. The gradual progress of discovery
will show which view is right. In the meantime the method which is most likely to
assist progress is that each person should state clearly his own opinion, and carry it out
to its logical conclusions, acknowledging that, as yet, certainty is not attainable, owing
to the scantiness of evidence. t Sce p. 449.

1 See pp. 449 and 346-8. In 1890 we could find no evidence that these tablets have
been found at Tyana: perhaps they originate from Komana or even Mazaka itself.

§ Bee my paper on “Syro-Cappadocian Monuments in Asia Minor,” in ‘ Athen.
Mittheil.,’ 1889.

|| See p. 890, ff. The remarkable types on coins of Parlais suggest that remains of a
pre-Roman religious centre ought to be discovered there.

9 The curious name dates from the Seljuk period, and is a proof of the interest in
Greek philosophy (through Arabic translations probably) that characterised the Seljuk
court at Konia. Another Iflatun Bunar exists on the palace hill at Konia. Popular
pronnnciation uses also the forms Elfatun and Elflatun Bunar.
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Finally the long inscription at Kgli-tolu, near Tyriaion,* marks the
line which was ultimately adopted through Laodiceia Combusta and
Thymbrion-Hadrianopolis.

On the west similar tentative routes may be traced, as the line of
trade between Miletos and Celaenae, which was in existence in the time
of Hipponax, six centuries before Christ, pushed towards the inmer
country. At first a connection with the *“ Royal Road ” was probably _
- catablished through Hieropolis (near Sandykli) and the northern
Metropolis of Phrygia (at Ayaz Inn). This connection has left no
monument; but is rendered probable by the tumuli on the route and
by the existence of an old religious centre at Hieropolis: round this
centre are gathered reminiscences of the old Phrygian heroes and
religion, Mygdon,t Otreus (the Phrygian form of Atreus), and
Aeneas.}

A better connection was established through the southern Metropolis, _
Synnada, and Dokimion as early as the fourth century; this is to be
inferred from the foundation of a Macedonian colony at Dokimion, bear-
ing the name of Dokimos, who in B.c. 302 surrendered Synnada to
Lysimachus, and from the foundation of Synnada itself. Such colonies
were always founded as military stations and centres of Greek
civilisation and government on important roads. Now the only roads
that can come into account as determining the situation of Dokimion
are the route from Celaenae to Dorylaion and Bithynia, and that from
Celacnae towards Galatia or rather north-eastern Phrygia, ie. the
connection with the ¢ Royal Road.” But, of these two routes, the
former would naturally take the far shorter and easier path by
the northern Metropolis and Hieropolis, which was already in existence ;
and moreover it is highly improbable that the Bithynian connection was
important at that time; whereas the connection with Pessinus and
Ankyra was certainly important. The foundation of a Greek colony
at Dokimion, compared with the foundation of Synnada,§ probably
about the same time, marks the importance of the route Apameia-
Synnada-Dokimion-Pessinus in the period 350-300, and may therefore
be taken as a proof both that the connection between east and west was

* «Syro-Cappadocian Monuments” in ¢ Athen. Mittheil., 1889,

+ Pausanias, X. 27, 1. On the whole subject see my “ Trois Villes Phrygiennes,”
in ¢ Bull. Corr. Hell.,’ 1882; and below, p. 139.

1 I sce no reason, with Imhoof-Blumer, ¢ Monn. Gr.,’ p. 412 (see also Head, ¢ Hist.
Num.,’ 567, 569), to doubt that Aeneas is meant on the coins of the two cities, Otrous
and Stektorion, three miles distant from each other, which are described by Mionnet and
himself. I hope that the analogies quoted in my “Trois Villes Phryg.,” and the
explanation of the name Brouzos for Broughios = ®poiyios (sece CB, § xviii.) establish
this. The legends have taken a Greek form, as was always the case in Lydia and
Phrygia, a8 Groek literature became known, but the names of the heroes are rooted in
the district.

§ Smaller native settlements of older date on or near the site are of course not
excluded by the term *foundation.”
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seeking the best route by way of Celaenae-Apameia, and that it had
not so early as 300 B.c. settled down to the one route that was finally
adopted. When, however, Synnada was founded, no long time could
elapse before the route by Lysias, Philomelion, and Tyriaion established
itself in preference to any other.

The answer to the doubt expressed on the preceding page about the
description that is given by Herodotus of the route of Xerxes is now
obvious. Herodotus is quite right ; and the very difficulty of reconciling
his account with the character of the country and the routes known in
subsequent centuries, adds additional evidence to corroborate the his-
tory of the roads as here stated. According to the account of Herodo-
tus, VII. 26, Xerxes, after mustering his army in Cappadocia at Kritala,
which may probably be placed in the plain of Tyana (pp. 346-8), crossed
the Halys and traversed Phrygia, i.e., marched along the “ Royal Road.”
He reached Celaenae, and must therefore have taken one or other of the
routes just described, passing either by Synnada or by Hieropolis.
Circuitous as the march seems, the record is clear, and when other
considerations have led us to the view that such a road was at the time
in use, it seems imperatively necessary to accept the authority of
Herodotus. Nearly eighty years later Alcibiades, when proceeding to
the Persian court, also took the route through Melissa and Synnada.

I must here refer for a moment to a great expedition which is con-
nected with this road—the Anabasis of Cyrus and Xenophon in 401 B.c.
Cyrus started from Sardis, passed by the spot where Laodiceia was
afterwards founded, and advanced to Apameia-Celene. Here he
turned off the road and made a wide détour to the north. This strange
détour has always been a puzzle. Perhaps the explanation is that if he
advanced straight to the east, he feared lest the object of his march
might become evident to the Greeks, and he was as yet very doubtful
whether he could trust them. He therefore turned right away back
towards the north-west, and after a long circuit, ventured to lead the
army eastwards; when his object became apparent, he found great
difficulty in inducing the Greek mercenaries to accompany him.*

Hamilton first determined with general accuracy the line of Cyrus’
march ; his only serious error is in the position of Keramon Agora.
From Celen® Cyrus marched down the Mmander to Pelte (see
p. 136); he then turned straight north to Keramon Agora, beside
the modern Islam Keui. This is an exceedingly important point on the
modern road system, lying at the entrance of the valley which divides
two lofty and impassable ranges of mountains. Roads to the north,
north-east, and east all pass through the same valley, that of the little
river Hamam Su. Keramon Agora, the Potters’ Market, is never
mentioned except in this one passage of Xenophon; it did not rank as

* Xenophon mentions that they only began to suspect the object of the march after
they reached Tarsos,
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an independent city, it was only a great market, lying in the open plain
and incapable of defence, a commercial not a military centre, included in
the territory of the great neighbouring fortress Akmonia, which is only
a few miles distant. From this point the march of Cyrus ooincided for
a short distance up the Hamam Su with the route which has been
deacribed above as the “ Royal Road,” but soon he diverged along the
great open valley of Phrygia Paroreios to Tyriaion. In this part
Hamilton has correctly described his march, except that Thymbrion
appears to be the older name of Hadrianopolis on the Karmeios, the
river which flows by Doghan Hisar and Arkut Khan. See CB, LL

Botween Tyriaion and the Gates Cyrus marched through Iconium
and Dana. His march diverged near the site of Laodiceia Combusta
from the later trade-route, and took a more southerly path. From
Iconium he went to Dana or Tyana, the important city at the northern
entrance to the chief pass through the Cilician Gates, on the line of the
¢ Royal Road.”

The line of this march certainly gives no reason to think that the
trade-route was yet established. But it is not safe to draw any infer-
ence from it, except that, on the supposition thbat the regular road to
the Persian capital still went either by Synnada and Pteria or else by
Satala and Pteria, Cyrus’s route was excellently calculated to prevent
the army from suspecting his design till they reached the Cilician
Gates; whereas if the trade-route were in regular and common use, it
would be more difficult to understand how the army was solong kept
in ignorance of his design. The route agrees perfectly with the view
stated above, but could hardly be used as an argument for it.

The objection may here be urged that the “Royal Route” from
Sardis to Susa, so far as the evidence now stated goes, must have passed
through Apameia, Melissa, and Syunada, not through Satala and
Keramon Agora, as I have described it. My reply is that, in the first
place, the inference with regard to the primitive importance of Pteria as
the metropolis of an empire remains untouched, for it becomes still more
difficult than before to understand how a road from Celaenae-Apameia
to the Cilician Gates should cross the Halys: the only reason for such
an extraordinary détour would lie in the previous existence of a regular
road to the metropolis Pteria. The objection therefore only strengthens
my main purpose. In the second place the only reason for the road
from Ephesos to Susa passing through Sardis* would be to take the
way through Satala. Thirdly the distances given by Herodotus are :—

Sardis to the Halys, 94} parasangs,

Halys to Cilician Gates, 104 parasangs.
These distances are utterly irreconcilable with a route through Celaenae
to the Halys, which would be much longer than that from the Halys to

* Herodotus, V. 56, expressly says that the Road began from Ephesos and passed
through Sardis; but the way from Ephesos to Celaenae is by the Maeander valley.
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the Gates; but the shortest route from Sardis to the Halys through
Satala, is a little shorter than that from the Halys through Pteria to
the Gates,” and reckoning the parasang at 2} miles, the measurements
are approximately correct. Finally the reasons already advanced seem
sufficient to prove the existence of communication and higher civilisation
along the north side of the plateau, i.e., along the line we have assigned
to the “ Royal Road.”

The history therefore of the roads of Asia Minor before the Roman
period is the slow and gradual substitution of a mnatural and easy
system for a difficult system, which was established originally to
suit the convenience of administration during a special condition of
the country.

The great trade-route was in regular and exclusive use at least as
early as the first century before Christ (Strabo, pp. 540 and 663). The
earliest indication of its rising importance is the battle of Ipsos in 301 ;
but the foundation of Dokimion and Synnada show that about that time
the older route was still in more common use. It must be remembered
that Synnada, though near the trade-route, was not actually situated on
it, but was on a northern road which diverges from the trade-route at
Metropolis or at Dinia-Chelidonia. It was sufficiently near the trade-
route to retain its importance after that route became the great artery of
communication across the country. See pp. 139, 142, 171,

IV. THE EAsTERN TRADE-ROUTE.

In the preceding chapter it has been shown that this road came into
use between 800 and 100 B.c. 'We have now to trace its development,
so far as the scanty indications permit.

Under the Persian empire the main purpose of the “Royal Road”
was administrative : that road was maintained with a postal service and
regular stations and khans, for the service of the Great King. During
the two centuries that followed the conquest of Alexander the Great,

- the set of intercourse varied at different periods according to the seat
_of the dominant power for the time being. No dynasty gained complete
mastery of the entire peninsula, and the transference of power from one
centre to another took place so frequently that no uniform and single
system of communication had time to grow up. While the Seleucid
kings exercised dominant authority over great part of Asia Minor, the:

. direct southern route from the Cilician Gates to the Aegean coast must

,  bave been much used. It is marked by such foundations as Laodiceia,
, .. »Apameia, Antiocheia, Nysa, Seleuceia, whose names show the intention
that they should be seats of Seleucid power. These foundations belong

* 1should hardly expect the difference to be so great as stated by Herodotus, the
distances seem nearly equal. Probably the road passed by Mazaka, where it joined
_the route from Pteria to Kommagene.
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chiefly to the line of the great Eastern highway,* and to the country
south of it towards Taurus, implying a supplementary route leading
eastwards through Seleuceia of Pisidia and Antioch of Pisidia. The
Macedonian colonies of Asia Minor may also be assigned as a general
rule to the Seleucid rule, though some of them, e.g., Dokimion, are
probably earlier. Of the Greek colonies that belong to the century
after Alexander, few lie north of the great highway except Synnada
and Dokimion (both pre-Seleucid), and Peltai and Blaundos which
imply a supplementary route from Thyatira and Sardis to Apameia.}
But the names of Tralleis-Seleuceia-Antiocheia, Nysa, Antiocheia on the
Mewander, Laodiceia ad Lycum, Apameia, Laodiceia Combusta, suffi-
ciently attest the importance of the great highway, which is only
confirmed by the supplementary routes.

When Pergamenian power took the place of Seleucid, the roads
leading to Pergamos were the most important. But on the whole the
set of intercourse is much on the same lines, though in opposite
directions, under Seleucid and under Pergamenian rule. Pergamos had
no direct line of communication with the upper plateau, and the chief
road from the east to Pergamos comes by way of Apameia, Laodiceia
on the Lycus, Philadelpheia, and Thyatira. During the wars of the
Attalid and Seleucid dynasties, this road was of central importance,
and rival foundations, on or near it, can be traced in opposition to
each other. As Pergamenian foundations I may mention Apollonia,
Apollonis, Philadelpheia, Attaleia, Eumeneia, Dionysopolis, and pro-
bably Lysias and Philomelion; while after the power of Pergamos was
established, several Seleucid foundations lost their Seleucid name, which
perhaps marks a remodelling of their constitution by the Attalid
kings.}

The kingdoms of Bithynia and Pontus created a certain divergent
tendency towards other centres during the Greek period; but this was
never so important, and we cannot prove that there was any great
amount of communication along any road leading from the upper
Plateau to a Bithynian or Pontic centre at this time. On the whole
the kingdom of Bithynia remained isolated from the general develop-
ment of Asia Minor, and concentrated on its internal improvement by
such great foundations as Nikomedia, Apameia, and the various cities
named Prousias. In Pontus, the foundation of Iiaodiceia on the route

* Even Seleuceia occurs on the line of this highway, as being the temporary name
of Tralleis, soon disused in favour of Antiocheia, which also proved only temporary.

t On the Beleucid Macedonian Colonies, see an admirable paper by Schuchhardt, in
¢ Athen. Mittheil.’ 1888, p. 1.

1 The Pergamenian foundations are often planted over against Seleucid colonies, e.g.,
Apollonia answers to Nakrasa, Attaleia to Thyatira, Dionysopolis to Blaundos, Eumeneia
to Peltai, Apollonia of Pisidia to Seleuceia; while Apollonis was perhaps actually
planted on the site of Doidye, and Tralleis-Seleuceisc-Antiocheia resumed its pre-
Seleucid name.
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to the harbour of Amisos, belongs to this period. Finally the wars
between the two kingdoms, and afterwards the wars between the
Romans, who used Bithynia as their base, and Mithradates, king of
Pontus, gave temporary importance to the chief route that connects
Pontus and Bithynia, viz., the road that leads from Nikomedeia and
Nikaia by Boli (Claudiopolis), Keredi (Krateia), Tash Keupreu
(Pompeiopolis), the valley of the Amnias, and Vezir Keupreu, to
Amaseia. This route, however, was forced into temporary consequence
during an exceptional state of the peninsula, and had no importance
excopt where Pontus and Bithynia are concerned. Except in the
Mithradatic wars, we hear little of it; and it almost eludes our notice,
except through the important foundations of Bithynion-Claudiopolis,
Krateia-Flaviopolis, Pompeiopolis, and perhaps Hadrianopolis, until the
later Byzantine period.*

That system of routes, lying east and west, which had been growing
during the previous two or three centuries, was on the whole developed
without essential alteration during the Roman rule. In the Roman
period the main object was to connect the provinces with Rome, and
therefore the set of communication still lay along lines stretching east
and west. The southern route between Ephesos and Cappadocia still
continued to be the great eastern highway, though a line corresponding
to the old *“Royal Road,” yet not exactly coinciding with it, rose to
importance as connecting Galatia and Northern Phrygia with the
Aegean Sea at Smyrna, and with the seat of Government at Ephesos.
‘We are therefore justified in saying that the Greeco-Roman road-system
had on the whole a uniform character during the last three centuries
before Christ, and the first three centuries after Christ. The Roman
government completed a system which began to grow up before any
Roman set foot in Asia Minor. I shall therefore describe the system in
its completed form, and we may safely say that the Roman roads were
as a rule already coming into use under the Greek kings. For example,
the road from Laranda across Taurus down the Kalykadnos was pro-
bably in use when Seleuciat was founded at the mouth of the river.
Again, the important decree found near Eriza} may be taken as a

* It is quite a mistake, due to following the Peutinger Table, to say, as e.g., Mr.
Hardy in his exocellent edition of ¢ Pliny’s Letters to Trajan’ does, that the main road
from Nikomedeia to Amaseia passed through Gangra; such a road did exist, but never
had the importance of the other.

t Seleuceia was formerly called Olbia (Stephanus s.v.); i.e. Olbia was an earlier
city, situated a few miles north of Seleuceia on the road to Olba. Its remains are
distinct, and it was evidently depopulated to make the new city.

1 Bee MM. Holleaux and Paris, in ‘Bull. Cor. Hell.,’ 1885, p. 824; 1889, p. 528.
The editors, with a perverseness that is almost inconceivable to one who knows the
country, the distance, and the lofty intervening mountain pass, all of which can be seen
by a glance at any map, suppose the inscription to have been carried from Laodiceia to
Dodurga (which they call Durdurkar). MM. Cousin and Diehl on the other hand
suppose it to have been carried from Kara Eyuk Bazar, which they identify, in apparent
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proof that the road from Laodiceia to Kibyra, Isinda, and the Pamphylian
coast, was already becoming important before 200 B.c.; and the same
inference may be drawn from the account of the raid of the Roman
general Gneius Manlius Vulso as far as Termessos in 189 B.c. .

In the Grsco-Roman road system we are not dependent on a few
chance references in ancient writers. We have two documents which
profess to give an account of the roads, the Peutinger Table and the
Antonine Itinerary, besides several useful works by which to check
them. But the documents are so incomplete and so full of blunders that
the student frequently is obliged to give them up in despair, and to
resign himself to the hope that some fortunate discovery in the country
may clear up the insoluble difficulties and contradictions of tho docu-
ments.* Systematic exploration will in time show the exact course of
every Roman road. Actual remains of the roadway indeed are very
rarely found, and it is probable that the roads of the Anatolian province
were never constructed with the same elaborate foundations as the great
roads of Italy. If we may judge from the scarcity of the remains, even
bridges were very scarce. The only traces of Roman roads in the
country that I have seen are: (1) numerous milestones, (2) a few
remains of bridges, (3) a pavement near Gorbeous, which is much
broader as well as better than the pavement of the early Turkish roads,
and is therefore probably part of the Roman road Ankyra-Parnassos,t
(4) rock-cuttings or levels in the hills between Synnada and Apameia.
The natural features of the country are of course of the greatest import-
ance, but all published maps are so inadequate and inaccurate that it is
rarely safe to affirm anything about the course of a road unless it has
actually been traversed by some competent observer with a view to
studying the road-system.}

Asia Minor was, in general, a peaceful country, and the roads were
on the whole determined mainly by commercial considerations, with the
view of easy transit to Italy. But there are several exceptions to this
rule. In Eastern Cappadociaand Lesser Armenia the roads were planned
with a view to the defence of the frontier. Melitene was the great
military station; the roads led to Melitene, and the distances engraved
on the milestones were measured to Melitene. Along the southern edge

ignorance or defiance of Waddington, Kiepert, and myself, with Eriza (see ¢ Bull. Corr.
Hell.,’ 1889, p. 339.) The inscription probably belongs to Ishkian Bazar (Eriza: see
pp- 101, 135, 136).

* The above sentence was printed before Part II. of this work was written. In the
following Chapter VL., I have given a statement of the principles which 1 have been
driven to in using the Peutinger Table, Ptolemy and the other authorities. These
principles are much more sceptical than those of modern geographers.

+ The remains are like those described by Von Diest ( Von Pergamon zum Pontus,’
p. 57) as discovered by Prince Carolath near Mudurlu, «sorgfaltiges Quaderpflaster in
einer Breite von 12 Schritt.”

1 Great progrees is made in Kiepert's maps published since the above was written.
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also of the plateanu another series of roads was constructed for the
defence of the plains against the unruly mountaineers of Isauria and
Pisidia. These roads were planned in the time of Augustus, who built
a series of Roman colonies and fortresses along the skirts of Taurus, and
conneoted them all with the central colony, Antioch of Pisidia. This
system of roads may be safely assumed as a necessary part of Augustus’s
scheme for the defence of the empire: a Roman colony and fortress
necessarily implies the existence of a military road. But actual evidence
is almost entirely wanting. Neither of the documents which treat of
the Anatolian rgads mentions this series of roads, and no writer
refers to them. Absolutely the only piece of external evidence known
to me is a milestone, which I found two years ago on the site of a
hitherto unknown colony: it gives the date, 6 B.c., the name of the
Emperor Augustus, the name of his lieutenant-governor, and a number
which can only be explained as the distance from the military centre,
Antioch of Pisida. The stone, therefore, proves the existence of a road
made to connect this colony with Antioch in the very year that Augustus
founded his Pisidian colonies, and a similar road may be safely assumed
in the case of the other colonies. The reason why this series of roads
has remained so obecure is that the Pisidian mountaineers were conquered
and incorporated in the empire within the next century, and that the
Isaurians also ceased to be a terror. The colonies, therefore, soon lost
their military value, the system of military roads sank into decay,
and the roads of the district were merged in the gemeral Anatolian
system.

The usual aim of the Anatolian roads was to connect the provinces
with Rome. In general, therefore, their course was guided by conveni-
ence, and they followed the natural lines. In a few cases, however,
historical reasons caused a violation of this rule. I shall mention one
example. About the year 129 B.c. the Proconsul Manius Aquilius laid
down the roads throughout the province which the Romans named Asia.
The salt lake Ascania, now called Buldur Lake, formed the boundary
between Asia and Pisidia, and at that time Pisidia was an independent
country. The road which Manius Aquilius constructed was, therefore,
forced to keep the Asian side of the lake ; and the milestones prove that
the road kept to this ocourse for quite four hundred years. But the
Pisidian side of the lake is the natural course for the road ; on this side
is the great city of modern time, in a wide open fertile plain. Yet the
Roman road on the Asian shores maintained for a long time the importance
of the town on that side, although there is merely a narrow strip of
ground between the mountainsand the lake. Many years before Manius
Aquilius constructed his road, the Roman general Manlius led his army
along the natural path by the Pisidian shore of the Lake; but for five
centuries the influence of a Roman road defied the course of nature, and
kept the chief city on the barren northern shore,
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Before discussing the Roman roads which crossed the plateau, a fow
preliminary remarks are necessary. The sum of distances, stage by
stage, along a road as given in the Itineraries is greater than the total
distance as given by a milestone from end to end of the road. This
I have proved in one special case, Ephesos-Apameia-Takina,* and
frequent examples will be met with below. It arises from the fact
that cities were, in many cases, a little apart from the necessary line of
the direct road. Besides this there are, of course, frequent corruptions
of numbers, as well as of names on the roads.

The proper understanding of the Peutinger Table,is much impeded
by its superficial appearance. It has been made in the Byzantine
period by a person who was accustomed to the Byzantine systems of
roads radiating from Constantinople across Asia Minor, and who tried
to represent the roads on this idea, yet it is ultimately founded on a
map of the Roman empire and the Roman roads. Hence we find that
the roads radiate from Constantinople and are fairly complete so long
as we follow the tracks from Constantinople. For example, we have
a complete road from the Asiatic shore of the Bosphorusalong the Black
Sea coast, and another vid Nicomedia to Gangra and Amasia; another
goes by sea to Prainetos and Nicea, and thence direct to Ankyra, Tavium,
&c. ; another by sea to Pylae and thence to Prusias, Pergamon, &c.
But no road which leads across country from the Aegean coast is repre-
sented with any approach to completeness: the roads in this direction
are given in fragments with frequent gaps.

The same remark applies to the Antonine Itinerary : the compiler is
interested chiefly in the roads to Constantinople, and represents with
that prepossession the roads of the Roman period, even adding some
Byzantine roads. The evidence of milestones, where it exists, is,
therefore, our only sure and certain guide, beyond the few roads which
are certified by Strabo.

One of the most fruitful causes of difficulty and error is the assumption,
tacitly made in almost every case, that the roads given in the Itineraries
are direct roads between the two extreme points. In a number of cases
the road goes along two sides of a triangle. Prof. Kiepert has argued
that this is 8o in one case (* Gegenbemerkungen zu Prof. G. Hirschfeld,”
¢ Berl. Sitzungsber.,’ 1884, pp. 52 ff.); and though I do not agree with
his view in interpretation of the particular case, yet the general prin-
ciple is most important. When we consider how badly the ancient maps
represented the face of the country, it is quite natural that in many
cases a road which was really circuitous should have been represented
as fairly direct, and a direct road as circuitous.

Some examples occur of a remarkable error. A station is in-
truded from another road between two adjoining stations, which are

* Sce ASP, A, ix.
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quite correctly given. The following certain cases may be given as
specimens :—

Comana Ptanadaris Cocusos. Anton. Itin.

Arabissos Ptanadaris Cocusos. Anton. Itin.

Ceesareia Sinispora Arasaxa. Peut. Tab.
but it occurs to a greater degree than has been suspected even in the
Antonine Itinerary, which is the best authority we have. In the eastern
parts of Asia Minor the Peutinger Table carries this transference of
stations to an extraordinary degree.

One certain case occurs in the Peutinger Table, where the stations
are put in the reverse order, viz. between Ancyra and Archelais.

It may be of use to give one typical example of the way in which an
important road is represented in our authorities. The backbone of the
Roman road system is the great road from Ephesus to the east. It is
given in a fragmentary way in the Peutinger Table, but not as a direct
continuous road. I give a list of the stations, bracketing those which
are not mentioned in the Table. Several stations mentioned in the
Table are given on other roads: these I write in Greek character.

' "E¢eoos, Magnesia, TpdM\ess, [Nysa], [Mastaura], Antiocheia, Carours,
[Attoudda], Laodiceia, [Colossa], [Sanaos], Apameia, [Metropolis]*
Euphorbium, [Lysias], Julia, Philomelion, [Tyriaion], Laodiceia Kata-
kekaumene, 3avarpa, [Koropassos), 'Apxe\als, [Soandos], [Sakasena],
Cmsareia, Arasaxa, [Erpa, Coduzabala, Ptanadaris, Arabissos], "Apya,
Melerijvy. .

At important points this road was joined by cross roads from north
and south. Such roads came down the Marsyas from Alabanda and
western Caria and Lycia, down the Harpasos from Tabs, down the
Morsynos from Aphrodisias and Heracleia ad Salbacum and Apollonia
and Sebastopolis. But the first really important knot was at Laodiceia.
Here roads from all sides crossed. From the south came the road from
the Pamphylian towns Attaleia, Perga, &c., by Isinda, Lagoe or
Lagbe, Kibyra, Themissonion. From the north came a road Brouzos-
Eumeneia-Peltee-Lounda, another Sardis-Philadelpheia-Tripolis-Hiera-
polis, and perhaps another from Dionysopolis, Mossyna, and the Hyrgaleis.

Apameia was the next knot. Here came in a road from the valley
of Baris and Seleuceia Sidera, joined by another from the district of
Lake Ascania, a road Antiocheia-Apollonia-Apameia, a road Amorion-
Dokimion-Prymnessos-Synnada-Metropolis-Apameia, another Dorylaion-
Nakoleia-Meros-Konne-Kidyessos-Brouzos-Hieropolis-Eukarpia-Apameia,
and another from Seiblia and Eumeneia. ’

At Laodiceia Katakekaumene roads came in from Iconium on the
south, aud from Dorylaion-Amorion on the north.

*® Two routcs exist here : one Metropolis-Synnada-Julia, the other Metropolis-Euphor-
binm-Julia. The Table confuses the two, and gives Apameia-Euphorbium-Synnada
Julia.

VOL. IV, E
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At Archelais Colonia roads from Tyana-Sasima-Nazianzos, from
Tavium-Mokissos, from Ankyra-Parnassos, and from Pessinus-Pitnisos-
Perta came in.

At Cmsareia roads from Sebastem, from Pontus, from Tavium,
and from Cilicia, converged.

Each of these knots represents a centre of provincial life and govern-

ment, and it is worthy of note that they are all refounded and renamed
either by the Greek kings or by the early emperors. They forined seats
of Greeco-Roman civilisation, which spread thence through the country
round. The history of great part of Asia Minor for many centuries de-
pends on this road. I will here quote one slight example, viz. the arrange-
ment of the Roman provincial administration during the first century B.c.
From 80 to 50 B.c. the Upper Maander valley and the whole of southern
:and eastern Phrygia were disjoined from the province of Asia, to which
they belonged before and after that time, and placed under the juris-
diction of the Governor of Cilicia. This arrangement, which is at first
sight so unintelligible, was due to the fact that the Governor of Cilicia
in proceeding to or from his province avoided the sea voyage along the
-south coast of Asia Minor, on account of the pirates, who were masters
of the sea. The governors were forced to land at Ephesus, and go by
land along the eastern highway to Cilicia. On their march it was easy
for them to hold the assizes and arrange the affairs of the districts which
they traversed. But after Pompey destroyed the pirates and reopened
the sea, the pax Romana was restored, and the governors of Cilicia soon
began to prefer the voyage to the long and fatiguing land journey.

In the Peutinger Table the line of this road is frequently broken.
There is no connection between Magnesia and Ephesos: Tralleis is
transposed to another road; the connection between Laodiceia and
Apameia is made through the intervention of a different road; from
Apameia the road turns sharp back to Synnada, and then again equally
sharply back to Julia and Philomelion. The alternative routes by Synnada
and by Euphorbium are united in one road; between Laodiceia Kata-
kekaumene and Savatra, & station, Kaballa, is interpolated from a dif-
ferent road ; there is no connection between Savatra and Archelais, but
Laodiceia-Savatra-Pyrgos-Iconium is given as a straight road ; there is
no connection between Archelais and Cmsareia-Mazaka. If this most
important of the roads is so disfigured and cut up in the Table that it
has been recognised only from the description quoted by Strabo (p. 663)
from Artemidorus, we may expect to find similar errors elsewhere.

The description of the roads is necessarily founded in many cases,
where the evidenoce of milestones and other traces of the actual roadway
fails, on the identification of the cities which were situated on them.
In the case of Phrygia and western Pisidia, I have already elsewhere
discussed the whole of the cities and given a complete scheme of the
accient topography. In these provinces, then, the roads are entirely
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fixed, and I need do little more than refer to my previous papers.* But
in the case of Galatia, Pontus, Lycaonia, eastern Pisidia, and Cappadocia,
the ancient topography is quite unsettled. Only about one in six of the
ancient cities have been correctly placed on the map. T have therefore
inserted a discussion in the briefest possible form of these provinoes,
which makes an outline of the Roman topography of the half of Asia
Minor. For the sake of convenience I recapitulate a small number of
separate identifications in these provinces which I have published in
scattered papers, chiefly in foreign journals.

V. THE RoMaN Roaps 1IN Asia MINoR.

The *discussion in the briefest possible form,” mentioned in the
preceding paragraph, has grown in the lapse of a year into the 370
pages of the second part of this book. I have however left the para-
graph unaltered to show the original intention of the work, and the
way in which it has grown upon my hands. The authorities on the
Roman road-system are so defeotive and so inaccurate,f that a minute
examination of the topography was required to justify the results which
are given in the accompanying map. This grew to sach a size that it
had to be relegated to a separate part of the work. ,

While Part I. carries, as I hope, its own justification in a way that
is obvious, I perhaps owe the reader an explanation of the length and
complicacy of Part II., in which (as my friend the Camden Professor of"
Ancient History, to whom most of the credit or the blame for this book
must be given, remarks, with a certain heightening of the effect), nearly
400 pages are spent in discussing a set of names, none of which anybody
has ever heard of before.

Topography is the foundation of history. No one who has.
familiarised himself with Attic history in books and has afterwards:
ascended Pentelicus and seen that history spread forth before him in
the valleys and mountains and sea that have moulded it, will ever
disbelieve in the value of topography as an aid to history. What idea
of Attic history could be got, if we were uncertain whether Athens was
situated in the plain of the Kephissos or a few miles further east beyond
Hymettus! I bad often wondered why the plain of Marathon was so
long connected with Chalcis and separated from Attica. The wonder
ceased when from Pentelicus I saw it connected with Chalcis by the
quiet landlocked sea that tempted navigation, and separated from Attica
by the rugged and difficult mountains. Yet few that study Greek
history, and play the part of examiner or examinee in it, realise what
we owe to the greatest of modern topographers, Leake. Who, that goes
through the usual course of highest honours in ancient history and

* The papers whose results I assume are “ The Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia,” in
¢ Journal of Hellenic Studies,’ part I. 1883, II. 1887 ; * Antiquities of Southern Phrygia
and the Border Lands,” in ¢ American Journal of Archaology,’ Part I. 1887, IL.-1V. 1888,

t On this point see Chapter VI. 9
E
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literature ever hears the fame of Leake, or knows that he has done
more to make a real understanding of Greek life possible than any
other Englishman of this century? We all know Curtius’ * History of
Greece:’ how many of us know a finer and greater work, Curtius’
‘Peloponmnesos’? Some of us are even so narrow as to imagine that
the reading of some modern books, supplemented by a little study of
Thucydides, Herodotus and Xenophon (a few reach Polybius—how very
few go deeper!), will enable us to understand ancient history. If we
want to understand the ancients, and especially the Grecks, we must
breathe the same air that they did, and saturate ourselves with the same
scenery and the same nature that wrought upon them. For this end
correct topography is a necessary, though a humble, servant.

The justification of Part II. then is that if we are ever to understand
the history of Asia Minor, we must know the places in which that
history was transacted. The scholar, already steeped in Homer, who
will spend months in the Troad and Aeolis, and who will learn to know
the land until at last he understands it and sympathises with it,—that
scholar will place the Homeric question on a new plane. But while
an uncertainty of ten or a hundred* miles exists as to the situation
of any place, we cantot even set about mastering its history.

In Part II. brevity has been my aim, and repetition of anything that
has been sufficiently well said in ordinary books has been avoided.
Hence I have, as a rule, less to say on the more important cities, each
of which needs a monograph to itself;} whereas to some names that
are not even mentioned by ordinary geographers, I have devoted
several pages. I mention one typical example. Eukhaita, a Pontic
archbishopric, was not, so far as I was then aware, mentioned by any
modern geographer before I wrote a paragragh, printed on p. 318, in
which I stated in twenty lines the evidence, and placed the city at
Tchorum. The evidence appeared to me clear, and I did not wish to
spend time in explaining its precise force. While the first proof was in
my hands, a number of the Bulletin de Correspondance Hellénique, con-
taining a paper on the subject by M. Doublet and the Abbé Duchesne,
reached me. Here the latter quoted almost the whole evidence that I
had used, and yet, in order to support a possible but unnecessary and
forced interpretation of an inscription, came to tho conclusion that
Eukhaita was situated at Safaramboli, 100 miles further west. The
same evidence, therefore, which seemed to me to point conclusively to
a site east of the Halys and probably to Tchorum,} appeared to such a

* This is literally true; see Saravene, Eukhaita, &c.

t+ These would compose great part of that local history of the country, which is
the second stage in the work I had once marked out for myself.

$ The description of the modern town, with its mosques and its fanaticism, by
Humann and Puchstein, farnishes an incidental confirmation. The permanence of re-
ligious feeling under new forms is one of the most striking features in the history of the
country ; and Eukhaita was certainly distinguished as a centre of religious enthusiasm.
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high authority as the Abbé Duchesne, to be consistent with a situation
west of the Halys, 100 miles from Tchorum. I felt compelled, in -
courtesy to the upholders of the other view, to examine the evidence
fully and show its bearing. This necessitated an addition of four
pages. After this was printed, I observed in the ‘ Acta Sanctorum’ two
quotations made by the editors from unpublished sources, which, with
a slight correction of the text,.took the whole matter out of the range
of controversy. Had I known them sooner, my readers would have
been spared four pages; but if they escaped such a master of hagio-
logical literature as M. Duchesne, I may find pardon for not sooner
observing them. Thus was produced the apparently disproportionate
space that I have devoted to Eukhaita, and in the case of many other
cities the few lines which I have occupied in a brief statement of the
evidence, sometimes by mere reference to the original authorities, might
be expanded to several pages, if I tried to show its precise import and
strength.

The order of exposition must appear so disorderly that a word of
explanation is needed. The order is that of discovery: each point as it
was settled formed a support for further advance. In numerous cases
the arguments in favour of particular views seemed to myself at the time
I first stated them to be weak, and yet in the gradual progress of my
own knowledge these views were confirmed, partly by the fitting in
of other parts of the puzzle, and partly by the discovery of striking
analogies ; the discussion of Pinara, Sidyma, Rhodiapolis, &c., in Lyocia,
gives an example of such a subsequently discovered analogy.

The Roman road-system will be best understood from the accom-
panying maps. Mere description of the general principles would not be
intelligible without keeping the eye on the map; but the study of the
map will be facilitated by a statement of the plan on which the roads
were laid out. But in the first place I must make a general explanation
in regard to all the mgps, that in drawing them and indicating the
boundaries of provinces dor the precise situation of towns, it has often
been necessary to assume an appearance of certainty which I do not
really feel. In these cases the text will show what evidence exists, and
in the map the lines must be understood as mere approximations. If
the towns or boundaries are indicated at all, they must be indicated in
some definite position. The text of Part II. must therefore be constantly
used as an anxiliary to the maps.

The plan of the Greco-Roman road-system may be briefly described
as consisting of

1. The great trade-route and the supplementary roads that connect
side-lying districts with it. This set of roads can be gathered from
the map and from the description already given in chapter IV. One
illustration of the manner in which trade followed this route may be

"given. The marble of Dokimion was conveyed to the ses, not by the
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apparently much more direct route by Keramon Agora (Islam Keui)
and Philadelpheia, but by Synnada and the great trade-route. This
may be inferred from the name Synnadic, which is usually given to
this marble. Dokimion was a self-governing municipality, and the
marble would not have been known to the world as Synnadic, unless it
had in some way come into connection with Synnada.* In fact this
marble, when exported, never actually passed through Dokimion, which
is about two or three miles from the quarries. It was carried direct
to Synnada, where in all probability was situated the chief office of
administration, to which the orders for marble were sent; and thence
passed along the trade-route. It is moreover very doubtful whether
the road between Klannoudda and Philadelpheia was ever made
passable for monolithioc columns ; though there can be no doubt in the
mind of one who has seen the bold engineering by which the road
is carried over the mountains between Synnada and Metropolis that the
Romans were quite able to make the road to Philadelpheia passable even
for the largest columns.t

2. A road connecting northern Phrygia and Galatia with Sardis and
the Aegean coast at Smyrna. The Peutinger Table preserves in an
unusually complete and accurate form § the part of this road which led
from Dorylaion and Kotiaion by Apia, Hierokharax, Akmonia, Aloudda,
Klannoudda, and Philadelpheia. Besides this I incline to the belief
that another branch came from Pessinus by Orkistos and joined the
former road at Hierokharax (see pp. 168, 230). But I can find no
evidence that the important modern trade-route from Afiom Kara Hisar
(Akroenos, near Prymnessos) by Hierokharax to Philadelpheia was in
use during the Roman period, for the trade of Prymnessos and Dokimion
must have gone by way of Synnada and Apameia. This set of roads
fulfilled the functions of the *“ Royal Road,” though they do not exactly
coincide with it. The map shows the great importance of the pass in
which lies Hierokharax. The valley of the little stream Hamam Su,
which is probably to be identified with the ancient Senaros,§ is the only

* See my paper “Inscriptions Inédites de Marbres Phrygiens,” in ¢ Mélanges d’Arch.
et d’Hist,’ 1882.

+ The route Philadelpheia-Klannoudda-Akmonia is not nearly so difficult as that
which, according to my view, was followed by the “ Royal Road;” but it was not,
I think, brought into use till the period of the Diadochi. It must be remembered that
the way from Synnada to Metropolis was not strictly part of the trade-route, which went
from Metropolis to Kinnaborion and Lysias, and that Manlius did not cross the
mountains that bound the Synnada valley on the south (see p. 170).

$ The only omission is the insignificant Hierokharax; the chief fault is Cocleo for
Cotieo, i.e. Cotiaion ; see p. 168.

§ The name Senaros occurs on coins of Sebaste, see Head, Hist. Num., s.v. It may
indicate perhaps the fine fountains, now called Bunar Bashi, near Sebaste, or more
probably the neighbouring river Banaz Tchai. The Hamam Su is more naturally
reckoned the manin stream; but the name Banaz Tchai is now applied to another
branch coming from the village Banagz, north-west of Islam Keui.
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route of communication from a great part of western Phrygia towards
the north-east and east; for the path by Akmonia and Dioklea or
Dokela towards the Hieropolitan valley can penetrate further to the east
only by a footpath across very rugged mountains. At the entrance to
the pass up the Hamam Su lay Keramon Agora, in the territory subject
to Akmonia.

3. The military roads guarding the eastern frontier towards the
Euphrates. These have as their centre Melitene, where was the
standing camp (stativa) of Legio XII. Fulminata ; and they are partly
mixed up with the eastern part of the great trade-route through Erpa
and Melitene to the crossing of the Euphrates at Tomisa. The
military roads consist of a road from Batala, the station of Legio XV.
Apollinaris, along the right bank of the Euphrates through Arauraci
or Arauraka (see p. 275) and Daskousa, the station of Ala II. Ulpia
Auriana,* to Melitene, and thence, still along the Euphrates, to
Samosata in the province Syria. From Melitene a road ran along the
northern side of Taurus by Arabissos, an important military centre at
the entrance to the main pass over Taurus (pp. 276-280, 311), to
Kokussos. From Kokussos a road ran north to Komana, Ariarathia
and Sebasteia, and thence east along the Halys, through Nikopolis and
Colonia to Satala. This completes the outer circle of roads, in addition
to which there were also direct roads from Arabissos to Sebasteia, from
Melitene to Sebasteia, and from Karsaga to Nikopolis. Two passes
across Taurus into Kommagene were traversed by the roads from
Melitene through Perre to Samosata, and from Arabissos to Ger-
maniceia : the last inust have been in all ages, and is still, a very
important road. The pass from Kokussos to- Germaniceia, which is
still very little used though not exceedingly difficult, cannot be
proved to have been in use until the ninth century (p. 276). The
Anti-Taurus passes are more numerous than those across Taurus.
Reckoning from south to north, Major Bennet has told me that the
following passes lead across the Anti-Taurust mountains, counting
from south to north; but probably only two were traversed by Roman
roads, .
. Gez Bel, approached from Keuseli.

Dede Bel, » » Seuagen.

Geuk Bel, 11 ” ”

Kuru Bel’ ” ”» »

Kuru Tchai, traversed by the great trade-route.

. Kabak Tepe, not important.

. Yedi Oluk, traversed by the military road to Ariarathia.

* 8e¢e O. I. L., II1., Supplem., No. 6743; where Mommsen refers to Arrian éxral.,
p- 80, 6, and Notit. Dignit. Orient., 38, 22; Pliny, V. 24, 84, VL 9, 27; Orosius, I. 2, 28.

t The mountains on the west side of the Saros in the upper part of its course

especially bear this name, But the Bimboa Dagh on the east side may also be called
Auti-Taurus.

No ok w o
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Some of these military roads are described in Part IL., pp. 270-280.
The rest are indicated in the map of eastern Cappadocia and Armenia
Minor; where it has been necessary to select the probable line of
several roads, and the probable situation for several towns. The
following hypotheses are adopted, in addition to the remarks made in
Part II. The broken road which is given in the Peutinger Table as:—

Nikopolis 21 Ole Oberda 15 Caleorsissa 24,
which Kiepert connects with Analibla (Analiba), is corrected in
accordance with Ptolemy to Nikopolis-Seleoberroia-Kaltiorissa, and
connected with Karsaga. It is also assumed that the indirect road
(Anton. Itin., p. 215), ‘
Nikopolis 24 Olotoedariza 24 Carsat 24 Arauracos 24 Suissa 26
Satala,
has been corrupted through the analogy of the direct road Nikopolis
24 Olotoedariza 26 Dracontes 24 Haza 26 Satala. The indirect road
falls at Carsat (Karsaga) into the frontier road along the Euphrates,
and is really identical with the road of the Peutinger Table when
properly interpreted. The name Klotoidariza or Olotoidariza has been
substituted for the two stations of the Peutinger Table, Kaltiorissa and
Seleoberroia (corrupted to Caleorsissa and Ole Oberda). The situation
of Klotoidariza or Olotoidariza suggests a connection with Basgoidariza,
which is mentioned by Strabo, p. 555, together with Hydara and
Sinoria, as one of the forts built by Mithridates in the country towards
Armenia (by which he seems to mean Ptolemy’s Pontus Polemoniacus,
for Saunaria in that district must be Strabo’s Sinoria). Basgoidariza in
Polemoniacus was therefore probably not far from Klotoidariza in
Armenia Minor. The form of the latter name is very doubtful. The
initial guttural is given in some of the authorities; but Olotoidariza *
has the support of most of the MSS., and is defended and confirmed by
Procopius, de Aedif., iii. 4, p. 253, who mentions in this very district
Lytararizon. If the Bonn edition made any attempt to comply with
the conditions of a scholarly work, we perhaps should find that variants
existed which justified such a restoration as Lytadarizon or Alytada-
rizon.t The ending -{wv became usual in Byzantine time in certain
Armenian names, and is doubtless equivalent to the earlier rendering
-{a. The name Kitharizon (see p. 325) probably shows that 8api{{wv and
fapi{wv were equivalent terminations.
In the Byzantine, but not in the Roman period, we find allusions to

* The vaviants Clotoedariza, Clotedariza, occur in p. 207; but amid ten variants
in p. 183, none have the initial consonant and many have the ending -lariza instead of
-dariza. In p. 215 the variants are fewer, but none have the initial consonant.

t+ In the form Klotoidariza probably the K arises from the confusion with Kaltio-
rissa. In the name as given by Procopius the loss of an initial vowel would be quite in
accordance with analogy, and therefore the balance of probebility is in favour of the
forms Olotoidariza, Alytalarizon, Lytalarizon, where L has taken the place of original
D. In Procupius the L has been modified in its turn to R.
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a route Sebasteia-Tephrike-Kamacha. Thisroute is implied in a passago
of Michael Attaliota (see below, p. 267), while the connection as far as
Tephrike (Divrigi) is implied in all the campaigns against the Paulicians,
whose chief stronghold was Tephrike, for the campaigns against themn
are conducted along the route by Basilika Therma, Sibora, Agrane, and
Sebasteia. This road is mot proved to have existed in Roman times.
The identification of Kamacha with Theodosiopolis is justified by the
comparative table given on p. 282 and by the remarks on p. 447.
There were several cities named Theodosiopolis in the eastern parts of
the Byzantine empire : this one is perhaps mentioned by Procopius, de
Aedif., iii. 4, p. 253, and another occurs in the same work, p. 255, and in
Bell. Pers., p. 82, where it is said to be 42 stadia south of a mountain
in which rise both the Euphrates and theTigris.

Koloneia or Kolonia was evidently the chief fortress in the northern
district of the frontier in the later wars, and the central city of the
Theme Koloneia. The great fortresses of the Byzantine period were
as a rule situated on lofty precipitous rocks, and Procopius, de Aedif.,
iii. 4, p. 253, mentions that Koloneia occupied such a position (&
dxpovuxig Aédov xaraxpijpvov). Cities which, like Koloneia, are of great
importance in later Byzantine time retain as a rule this importance under
Turkish rule. In this district the important city of Shaban Kara Hisar
complies with all these conditions; and its military importance is such
that it must be a leading fortress in the Byzantine wars. I have there-
fore, p. 267, identified it with Koloneia. The Armentans still call this
city Nikopoli; Kiepert has rightly seen that this is a mistake, but he
has not explained the origin of the error, which certainly must lie in
the gradual desertion of Nikopolis and the union of the two bishoprics,
Koloneia and Nikopolis: in the combined title Nikopolis must have
held the first place, and the second must have fallen into disuse.

4. The military roads laid out about 6 B.c. or earlier for the defence
of the province Galatia and the coercion of the mountain tribes of
Pisidia and Isauria. The military centre was Antioch of Pisidia. The
stations, all Roman colonies, are enumerated on p. 398. The military
necesgity for these roads soon disappeared as the mountaineers were
incorporated in the empire ; and the road system cannot be understood
until more early milestones are discovered. The little that is known is
mentioned on pp. 358, 391, 398-9. In the supplement to Vol. IIL of
the ¢Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum,” No. 6974, I have stated the
opinion that the distance CXXII from Antiocheia to Colonia Comama
was measured by Apollonia and the ancient city beside Elyes or Elles on
Lake Askania (perhaps Okoklia). This view is unsatisfactory, as imply-
ing that a military road of the Province Galatia ran through a part of
the Province Asia; but I am still unable to see any other way in
which the measurement can be explained. Milestones of the second
or third century found in this country cannot be taken as sure
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evidence of Augustus's roads; they belong to the time when the
military roads were merged in the general system of the country and
perhaps modified.

5. The tendency of commerce during the Greaco-Roman period was
chiefly along the routes from east to west. But besides this there were
seaports on the Black Sea and the Mediterranean, which were employed
in a less degree for the purpose of direct trade with the west. Tarsos was
the port for Cilicia, Seleuceia for Cilicia Tracheia (which in later Roman
and Byzantine time was called Isauria), Side and Attaleia for Pamphylia,
Telmessos, &o. for Lycia ; and on the north Cyzicos, Amisos, and several
other harbours, still retained considerable importance. To each of these
points roads converged, and they were points of departure for a coasting
traffic, great part of which ultimately found its way to Rome. It would
be a useful study to collect the references to this coasting trade,* and
try to determine its character and importance. But a serious work on
the trade of the Roman empire is still a desideratum ; and the foundation
for a history of trade in Asia Minor must rest on a “ Local History” of
the country, which ought to complete the present work. It is mot
probable that Attaleia was used as a shipping port for any produce
except that of the coast-land of Pamphylia, or Selenceia except for the
Kalykadnos and other valleys that lead down to the Isaurian sea. The
mountain wall of Taurus prevented all heavy traffic from crossing
the short lines between the plateau and the southern see, and turned it
along the road that led to the Aegean. The same remark (mutatis
mutandis) applies to Sinope; and even Tarsos was probably not used
as a port for any country except the Cilician plain, for Strabo, p. 540,
seems to make it clear that the Cappadocian trade went to Ephesos by
land. The easiest path from Cappodocia to Tarsos was through the
Cilician Gates, and it is said that the rocky walls which form the Gates
approached so close that, until Ibrahim Pasha blasted a road for his
artillery, a loaded camel could just pass between them. Similarly it
may be doubted whether Amisos was a harbour for more than the trade
of the Pontic plains and the trade-route from Armenia by way of
Sebasteia and Komana Pontica.

This coasting trade lies apart from my proper subject, which is
completed when I have enumerated the points round the coast where
lines of road converge. I have as yet hardly touched on the western
harbours to which the roads that cross Asia Minor from east to west
conveyed the produce of the country. In the early Greek period
Miletos appears, so far as the evidence goes, to have been the seaport
for the trade with Celaenae and the Upper Maeander. The evidence
lies partly in the early coinage as indicating commercial importance,
partly in Hipponax’s reference to the Phrygians, who came down to

* For example, in the legend of Aberkios (Act. Sanct., Oct. 21), the saint went to
Attaleia and thence took ship to Rome.
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Miletos. Ephesos, however, was really a more convenient harbour than
Miletos for a cousiderable part of the Maeander valley; though the
commercial energy (in other words, the thoroughly Greek character) of
Miletos seems to; have given it much greater importance as a trading
centre in the earlier period; whereas in Ephesos the Greek spirit had
not so complete mastery as in Miletos.* But the energy of Miletos
disappeared under the Persian rule, and the natural suitability of
Ephesos as the nearest harbour for a road coming down the Maeander
valley made it the terminus of the great trade-route. The harbour also
of Miletos was silted up, and it is now miles distant from the sea.
Ephesos retained its commercial importance throughout the Roman
Period ; but its harbour also has now long ceased to exist, the town is
absolutely deserted,} and the whole trade along the ancient eastern high-
way now passes across the quay of Smyrna. Before the Ottoman Railway
was opened, connecting Smyrna with the Maeander valley, the harbour
of Scalanova took the place of Ephesos, and maintained a feeble com-
petition with Smyrna for the trade of the Maeander valley : but with the
advantage of railway communication Smyrna is beyond competition.

The railways that radiate from Smyrna have taken the place of the
old roads. One of them goes by the Hermos valley to Philadelpheia,
and corresponds therefore to the “Royal Road.” The other connects
Smyrna with Ephesos, the Macander valley, and Apameia-Celaenae: it
corresponds to the eastern trade-route. The latter, which was first
built, cut out Scalanova and gave Smyrna the entire command of the
trade of the Maeander valley. To take one example, the liquorice root
of the Maeander valley, in which a great trade has sprung up during
the last forty years, was formerly shipped from Scalanova: now it all
goes to Smyrna. '

One phase in the recent history of the great trade-route furnishes
an interesting commentary on the period when the road from Pergamos
by Philadelpheia to Laodiceia and the east was the great route. After
the Hermos Valley Railway was completed to Philadelpheia, it was
easier to carry the eastern trade from the Lykos valley across the
short mountain pass to Philadelpheia, than down the Maeander valley
to the terminus of the other railway at Tralleis (now Aidin). The
trade was thus for a time diverted through special circumstances away
from the natural line, and did not return to it till the Aidin railway
was carried on to the Lykos valley.

* These two phrases “the Greek spirit,” and * the commercial energy,” are merely
two different ways of expressing the same idea. One of them cannot be taken as a reason
for the other. To give a reason for the difference between Miletos and Ephesos is diffi-
cult; it does not lie in some phrase such as that the Greek element was stronger in
Miletos, the native element in Ephesos. The Greek spirit is not the property of some
single tribe; it is imparted by tho air, the sea, and the mountain barriers to that varying
amalgam of many different tribes and stocks which constituted the Greek peoples.

t Ayasaluk, the modern village, is about a mile from the nearest part of Ephesos.
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A similar competition seems at an early time to have been maintaincd
between Phokaia, Smyrna, and Ephesos, for the trade with the Hermos
valley and the inner country along the “ Royal Road.” Herodotus, v.
54, names Ephesos as the sea-end of that road; but the probable ex-
planation of his problematic language in ii. 106 (compared with v. 54),
is that he is stating in a confused and inaccurate way an account that
he had not fully understood of the three roads, Sardis-Phokaia, Sardis-
Smyrna, and Sardis-Ephesvs. A few words on this famous passage and
on the value of Herodotus’s testimony with regard to Asia Minor may
not be out of place here. The text is, elow 8¢ xai wepl "Twviny dvo Timar év
mwérpypoe éyxexoappévo Tovrov Tob dvdpos T Te éx Tis 'Edeains és Pixaay
épxovrat, xal Ty éx Sapdiwv és Zpdpyyr.

After reading various attempts to explain Herodotus's road from
Ephesos to Phokaia, I feel only more strongly that, as I have already said
in ¢ Journal of Hellenic Studies,” 1881, p. 53, either his account is bad
or his text corrupt. The very idea of defining a road as leading from
Ephesos to Phokaia is as absurd as it would be to say that a monument
was on the railway that leads from Scarborough to Lincoln. Moreover
the natural way from Ephesos to Phokaia would be through Smyrna,
and no one could possibly understand from Herodotus’s words a
road through the pass of Kara Bel, which involves a journey of quite
double the distance. To say that Herodotus’s words, éx 7is "E¢eoins,
mean a road that led not from Ephesos itself, but from some part of the
territory of Ephesos which communicated with Phokaia by a different
road, does mot help us: in the first place it is geographically false,
in the second place it is, in my opinion, contrary to the habits and
thought and expression of the Greek time. My view is still that, as
there is no reason to believe that any serious fault exists in the text,
Herodotus’s words can be understood only by hypothetically restoring
the account which he heard. This was to the effect that three great
roads led to Sardis from the coast, one from Phokaia, one from the
Ephesian territory, and one in the middle from Smyrna. Two of
these roads were marked by monuments erected by the Egyptian
conqueror Sesostris. Herodotns represents these monuments as of
the same type; but I incline to think that in this also he is in-
accurate. One of the monuments must be the so-called * Sesostris”
in Kara Bel pass; the other must be the “Niobe.” On this view
the passage of Herodotus becomes a very simple and also a most
natural one.

With regard to Herodotus's accounts of Asia Minor, the opinion is
irresistibly borne in on every one that knows the country,* that in
every case where he speaks about scenery or phenomena of the interior
he speaks from hearsay, and not from personal knowledge. There is

* E.g., Prof. G. Hirachfeld, in his account of Apameia-Celaenae, says that Herodotus
“spricht offenbar nicht als Augenzeuge.”
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not a sentence in his work that gives the slightest ground for thinking
he had ever gone into Asia Minor more than a few miles from the
coast. He was a Greek above all in his love for the sea and his hatred
of the inner country. Where he could go in a ship, e.g., up the Nile or
to Sinope, he was glad to go; but I feel that except as a slave or a
prisoner or an ambassador, he never would have gone to Babylon.* In
regard to the inner parts of Asia Minor, even points so near the coast
as Apameia, Kolossai, Kara Bel, and Magnesia ad Sipylum with its
“ Niobe,” his language shows that he had not seen them. No one who
is intimately acquainted with a place can mistake a hearsay account for
the account of an eye-witness; the mistakes of an eye-witness are of one
kind (with which I have become familiar as made both by myself and
by others), the mistakes made in reporting in one’s own words an
account heard from an eye-witness are of quite a different kind. Close
and minute study of what Herodotus says about Asia Minor, pondered
over for years and looked at from many points of view, produces in
me the belief (1) that he was not an eye-witness, (2) that he did not
carefully reproduce verbatim the accounts which he heard, but rewrote
them, probably in many cases from memory. The scenery and character
of the coast-lands which he knew personally were so familiar to him
that he did not think of describing them; it was the strange and the
novel things that he had heard about and not seen which he describes
most carefully: in the case of Egypt it is precisely those things
which struck him as unlike his ordinary experience that he brings
most prominently into his work.

In speaking of the pass of Kara Bel, the high authority of Prof. G.
Hirschfeld is likely to give wide currency to a strange error that he
makes in his ¢ Felsenreliefs in Kleinasien und das Volk der Hittiter,”
p- 10.t He says that the name Kara Bel means Black Stone,’ and
denotes the * Sesostris ” monument. The name means * Black Pass,” {
and denotes the mountain pass in which the monument is situated.

At first the geographical situation of Smyrna must have given it a
decided advantage in the competition for the trade of the Hermos valley,
but it developed such a strong Greek spirit, and it was so dangerously
close to the Lydian capital, that it was destroyed as a rival to Sardis by
the rising military power of Lydia. So long as the pass from the little
valley of Smyrna across the ridge by Kavakli Dere to the east was in
the hands of a Greek state, that state was a perpetual menace to the
Lydians of the Hermos valley, which it commands by means of the

* In regard to this point I have no knowledge to justify any opinion as to whether
or not he actually saw Babylon : every reader is as able to form an opinion as I am, and I
shall not insult him by expressing mine.

t ¢ Abhandl. Berl.|Akad.,’ 1887.

$ Kara means *Black,’ or rather ‘Terrible:’ the term is often applied in a moral
sense to dangerous or powerful or impressive looking objects or persons. Bel means
literally “neck,” and is regularly applied to high open passes.
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strong fortress that overhangs the pass* in the same way that Sardis
itself does. Hence arose the long conflict between Smyrna and Sardis,
which is sung by Mimnermos, and which ended in the downfall of
Smyrna and its obliteration from the number of ancient cities.t

When Smyrna was destroyed, the trade of the Hermos valley was
probably monopolised by Phokaia, and after the spirit and power of
Phokaia were broken by the Persians, Ephesos succeeded to its place.
The period when Phokaia commanded this trade is marked by its rich
coinage, about 600-560: the coinage of Ephesos begins to be important
at a later date. The question then suggests itself whether the prosperity
of Smyrna was not accompanied also by coinage. It is usually assumed
that the destruction of Smyrna took place before it began to coin money.
But it was destroyed by Alyattes, who in the beginning of his reign had
on his hands a six years’ doubtful war. against the powerful Miletos,
and afterwards a war against Media; the probability is that he did not
succeed in breaking the power of Smyrna till after the conclusion
of the Median War in 585. We should certainly expect that a great
Greek commerocial state in the sixth century would coin money: and
I should attribute to Smyrna some of the early electrum or gold coins
usually classed to Sardis. The lion type is equally suitable to both
cities. : . :

VI. THE VALUE OF THE PEUTINGER TABLE, PTOLEMY, AND THE
ITINERARIES AS GEOGRAPHICAL AUTHORITIES,

I cannot pretend to discuss this difficult subject thoroughly ; but in
as much as I have been led to assign far less value to these authorities
in comparison with Strabo and the Byzantine lists than modern geo-
graphers usually do, I am bound to offer a few remarks in defence and
explanation of my opinion.

The ordinary method of using the Peutinger Table is carried to its
logical conclusion (and to a reductio ad absurdum) by Dr. Konrad Miller
in his work, ¢ Die Weltkarte des Castorius, genannt die Peutingersche
Tafel, which is dated in the year 1888, though amid many acute and
useful observations there are some opinions in it which might suggest
a date in the seventeenth century. To judge from his whole tone
(e.g. pp. 79-80, 121) Dr. Miller thinks that the Table is a document of
very high authority, that many of the faults charged against it by
modern writers are proofs merely of their ignorance, that the progress
of research is justifying and will continue more and more to justify

* T have described this fortress and its military importance in the ‘Journal of
Hellenic Studies,” 1880, in a paper on “ Newly Discovered Sites near Smymna.”

+ It must not be thought that Bmyrna ceased to exist: it was organised on the
native Anatolian village system, not as a Greek xdAss, but it is mentioned by Pindar in
the fifth century, and in an inscription of the beginning of the fourth century. Grote
and Curtius saw this, and the inscription has confirmed their opinion.
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the accuracy of the Table, and that one must be very careful of one’s
ground before accusing either the copyist of a fault in the copy or the
original author of ignorance in any detail : the obvious inferences are
that the Table must be our fundamental authority, that the presumption
is in favour of all its statements, and that these ought to be accepted
where they ecannot be proved to be wrong. Every one of these
inferences I consider to be absolutely false and diametrically contrary
to the true principles. I suppose that the most recent geographers
would consider Dr. Miller rather to over-estimate the authority of the
Table; but they would probably consider my view to be as great an
error in the opposite direction, and in practice they really assume his
conclusions in numerous cases where, because two known and fixed
cities occur as the termini of a road in the Table, they place the
intermediate names of the Table at corresponding intervals along the
road in their map. My rule is that this must never be done unless
independent evidence is brought forward to justify the position assigned
to these intermediate stations. I would go even further and maintain
-that the agreement of Ptolemy and the Peutinger Table is far from a
.strong argument, and needs external corroboration. I consider that
the principle which is here being criticised is one of the chief reasons
that have retarded the progress of topography in Asia Minor. The
foundation of topographical study (given knowledge of the country)
must lie in fixing from epigraphic evidence as many points as possible,
and thereafter working from the Byzantine lists, comparing them with
Strabo and the campaigns that took place in the country. The Table
and Ptolemy may be used as corroborative evidence or to supply gaps,
but where they are at variance with the above authorities, their value
is naught,

The absolute contradiction between Dr. Miller’s results and mine may
be gathered from the fact that in collecting on pp. 118-120 the material
which may be used for the elucidation and criticism of the Table, he
does not even allude to those authorities which in my opinion are
fundamental.*

The proof of the principles which I have laid down is to be found
in the second part of this book, in which may be found numerous
examples of roads that are utterly misrepresented in the Table: the
Itineraries are better authorities than the Table, but Part II., Chapter
N, which discusses the roads in eastern Cappadocia, a district where the
Antonine Itinerary and the Peutinger Table are unusually minute and
detailed, will show how utterly impossible it is to recover from these
authorities any approximately accurate picture of the road system. In

* His nearest approach to a recognition of the Byzantine lists is in the words *die
Bischofssitze dee 4. Jahrhunderts (s. Gams, Series Episooporum u. a.).” He makes no
reference to the .campaigns fought in the country, except in mentioning ‘Procops
Schriften’ and ¢ Ammianus Marcellinus.’
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general, we find in the Table that sometimes the right names are
mentioned in the wrong order, frequently an entirely false set of names
is placed on a road, and sometimes true and false names are put side
by side among the stations. Frequently an important Roman route is
represented in mere fragments, or appears as a set of disjointed zigzags
across the map, while fragments of two or three roads are united into a
single straight line.* In addition to the details given in Part II., I
add here a few examples of the character of these documents : these will
at the same time prove that, while every statement made in the last two
sentences would be accepted by the best recent geographers, and have
in fact actually been made by them in express terms, these geographers
have not been consistent in accepting the logical conclusion that
the Table must not be followed without external confirmation, but
have on the contrary followed it in many cases where it is either
demonstrably false or at least absolutely unsupported by any inde-
pendent authority.

1. The principle that even striking agreement between the
Peutinger Table and Ptolemy does not justify confidence in the road
which they describe is admirably exemplified in the case of the route
from Tavium to Caesareia-Mazaka. The Table gives this in great
detail, and Prof. G. Hirschfeld has pointed out in his paper on Taviumt
that Ptolemy gives nearly the same series of stations in almost a direct
line. Hirschfeld was misled by this agreement to accept the route as
accurate, and to found on it a series of startling topographical
novelties, e.g., that Tavium was at Iskelib west of the Halys, and that
no part of Galatia reached beyond the Halys to the cast. The route is
entirely untrustworthy, and the inferences drawn from it are wrong.
See pp. 243, 258, 267.

2. The description given in the Peutinger Table of the road from
Nikomedeia to Pompeiopolis and Amaseia, the most important route in
the north of Asia Minor, may be taken as a fair specimen both of that
document and of the confidence that modern geographers place in it.
The Table describes this road thus:—

Nicomedia xvii xxm Lateas xvin Demetriu xmr Dusepro
Solympum xxx unnamed town xx river Sangarios. Manoris
xxxii Potomia. Cepora xv Antoniopolis xxviur Anadynata
xxxvi Gangaris xxx Otresa xxv Virasia xvi Amasia.

The distance from Nicomedia to the Sangarios according to this route
is 122 miles; in reality it is about 15 or 18 miles. Something, there-
fore, must be wrong, and some correction is needed. The cure adopted
by Mannert, Forbiger, &c., and even, I regret to see, by Kiepert in his

* ¢ Weite Ausladungen erscheinen als direkte Wege, Hirsohfeld, ¢ Ueber unsere
geogr. Kenntnis der alten griech. Welt, p. 63, in ¢ Geogr. Jahrbuch,’ XII,, 1888, Kiepert
has put the same truth excellently in the * Sitzungsber. Berlin. Akad.,’ 1884, p. 52. -

t ¢8itzungsber. Berlin Akad.,’ 1883, p. 1243.
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latest map, is to move all the names to the other side of the Sangarios.
Then we have Plateae, Demetrium, Dusae figuring as towns of Bithynia,
and a mount Olympos is invented to account for the epithet attached to
‘Dusae. Now, in the first place, whether this arrangement is right or
wrong, it cannot claim to have in its favour the authority of the
Peutinger Table. It is a mere theory to get rid of an obvious corrup-
tion in the Table, I shall not waste time by showing in detail how
absurd it is, but shall merely state a new theory, and if any one is bold
enough hereafter to follow the current theory, I shall be ready to discuss
it with him. One or more other roads in the country have been mis-
placed through bad drawing and mixed up with the real road, of which
the only certain remains are Antoniopolis and Pompeiopolis, placed in
an empty space above the road. _

Antoniopolis, i.e. Antinoopolis, is an epithet of Claudiopolis as birth-
place of Antinoos (of which fact its coins boast). If a oritic objects that
this name is nowhere else applied to the city, I appeal to the frequent
variety of names applied to Anatolian cities. The common name of this
city on coius is Bithynion-Hadriana, but the invariable name in
Byzantine times is Claudiopolis. I do not venture on any conjecture as
to other names on this road, except that we might try to find the name
of Tarsia, which was certainly the station beside the Sangarios on the
east, concealed under one of the names. At one time I thought that it
might be hid under Lateas; but this conjecture, as I now perceive, is
most improbable. I think it more probable that Lateas, Demetriu and
Dusepro Solympum all belong to a road leading from Prousa to Nikaia or
Nikomedeia. Lateas then would be a corruption of Platanea, which is
mentioned by Pachymeres (ii. p. 413 ; quoted G 17, p. 207) as situated
in the district through which the road from Prousa by Nikaia to
Nikomedeia would pass, and which is given as Platana by the Geo-
graphus Anon. Ravenneunsis, p. 109.* )

Dusepro Solympum ought to have given -the clue to one of the roads
that are here mixed. Some modern critic, unheeded, has remarked the
obvious fact that this is an error for Prusa pros Olympum. It is true
that Prusa pros Olympum occurs also on another road, but similarly
Lamasco (i.e. Lampsakos) and Amasia, each occur twice in different
parts of the Table. Most of the other names are hopelessly coirupt;
and I utterly refuse to accept such towns as Manoris, Potomia, &c., until
they are confirmed by another authority than our copy of the Table.}

Kastamon, the modern Kastamouni, was situated on this road,
between Pompeiopolis and Claudiopolis. It was evidently an important
city in later Byzantine times, but is never mentioned in Roman or early

® His order is Atravion (i.e. Tatavion), Agrilion, Platana: the last name has been
correctly explained by previous writers as a corruption of Laganeis, like Aardvew in
Ptolemy. V., 1, 14,
t Potomia is perhaps Potamia, which was in the district; see p. 246.
VOL. IV. v ¥
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Byzantine documents. It must have lain in the territory of some
bishopric, or more correctly it became in later time the centre of popu-
lation of a district which had a different centre in earlier time, and
which therefore appears in the Notitise under a different name. I have on
p- 323 shown the probability that Dadybra-Kastamon was the bishopric
in question.

Hadrianopolis probably lay on the same road, further west than
Dadybra and Sora.

3. Let me give one other out of many examples. Kiepert, in his
latest map, indicates a road from Komana Cappadociae to Melitene,
along a route which seems to me quite inadmissible, and which is, as I
believe, in part quite impracticable. On this road he places the
following towns * on the authority of the Peutinger Table :—

Komana 24 Asarinum 24 Castabala 20 Pagrum 30 Archelao-
polis 30 Singa 14 Arega 12 Nocotessus 24 Lagalassus 18 Sama
13 Melitene.

Of these there can be no doubt that Castabala is either the Cap-
padoco-Lycaonian or the Cilician city, falsely transferred to this place ;
Arcilapopoli (as the Peutinger Table gives it) is either Archelais
Colonia, or else Archeeopolis of Lazica,} wrongly placed; Singa is the
Kommagenian town; Arega is Arca, still called Arga, while the others
are quite unknown. Of all the towns given on this route only Arca or
Arega belongs to the road from Komana to Melitene, and it appears in a
corrupt form.

4. Besides the examples given above of the Cappadocian roads, the
Antonine Itinerary is demonstrably wrong in other places, e.g., in the
road Dorylaion-Ankyra, in making the route Nikomedeia-Nikaia-Ankyra
a direct route, and in the road from the Cilician Gates to Baiae, It
gives this road as follows :—

Podando 27 Nampsucrone 21 Aegeas 24 Catabolo 16 Bais.}

The order ought to be either

Podandos, Mopsoukrene, Tarsos, Aigai, Baiae ;
or else (as in the Jerusalem Itinerary),

Podandos, Mopsoukrene, Tarsos, Adana, Mopsouestia, Kastabala,
Baiae,

These two routes have been mixed up, and the confusion was facili-
tated by the similarity of the names Mopsoukrene, Mopsouestia. If the
position that I have assigned to Kastabala on the Pyramos (p. 342) is
right, the second route as far as Kastabala is the main road to Kom-
magene, and at that point turns south through Epiphaneia to Baiae.}

* He puts a mark of interrogation after each, for the route is too obviously absurd.

t Procopius, ¢ Bel. Goth.,” IV., 527.

1 This theory, which boldly attributes to the Table an error of a kind common in it,
has sinoce been proved to be correct by Mr. Bent. '
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I do not of course maintain that everything in the Peutinger Table
that is uncorroborated is wrong : some of it may yet turn out to be right,
or a corruption of what is right, as e.g., in the Bithynian example given
above, Plataneai appears on the wrong road corrupted to Lateas (accusa-
tive). But it is at present a mistaken and dangerous method to follow the
Table a8 guide ; it must be used only as a support for better authorities.
I also expressly refrain from concluding that because the Table is so very
untrustworthy in central and eastern Asia Minor, it is equally untrust-
worthy in all other countries. For example, it is much freer from error
in the western, and especially the south-western parts of the country.

The Itineraries are much less corrupted than the Table, and though
-errors abound in them, yet many of these can be easily explained as due
to bad mapping. Both the Peutinger Table and the Antonine Itinerary
probably depend ultimately on a map, as is usually believed, *“die
officielle Reichskarte.” * In regard to these two documents the problem
is: first, how far do they rightly represent the ultimate authority ?
secondly, what degree of accuracy did that ultimate authority attain ?
In answer to the second question, Kiepert{ has pointed out in very
strong terms that we must not suppose that the official map had the
accuracy of a modern map. In answer to the first question we must
point in the first place to a number of corruptions, some apparently
hopeless, others explicable only by uncertain conjectures. To take a
few examples from the less corrupt authority, the Antonine presents
such names as Zoana, p. 181, Mogaro and Dorano, p. 205, and various
other abeolutely unknown names, which are, probably, in most cases
corrupt ; while Scanatus, p. 206, is conjecturally explained (see p. 295)
as Scandis, Eumeis and Gundusa, p. 182, as Kamisa and as Godasa of
Ptolemy, Sacoena as Siccasena, Ochras as [D]ogra, Adapera as Lassora or
Laskoria, Fiarasi as Siara (the 8i being a correction of Fi). By similar
conjecture I should explain the P in Ptandaris and Puspena } as derived
from a preposition which was attached to the name (according to a
custom of which various examples remain in the Peutinger Table); it is
doubtful whether the Greek éx( or éxd, or the Latin ab was used.§ Even
if all the corruptions of single names could be eliminated, there remains
the further difficulty that many names have been transferred from the
proper road to an adjoining one.

I owe to Dr. Miller’s information (‘ Weltkarte des Castorius,’ p. 119)
the reference to a fragment of an itinerary through Cappadocia, which
bears so pointedly on the subject of this chapter that I add it here. In

* Kiepert in ¢ Berlin. Sitzungsber.,’ 1884, p. 52; cp. p. 51.

t+ Kiepert, l.c., p. 51.

3 Parthey and Pinder prefer the still more serious corruption Euspoena, p. 177, but
Puspena has MS. authority. The name conceals Ptolemy’s Ispa in the adjectival form,
which is so commonly used in Cappadocia.

§ Compare Pisinda in Ptolemy for éxl*1oiv8a.

F2
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the year 1847 Mercklin published an inscription copied by himself and
by Prof. Mommsen in Rome.* I add the transoript here—

11 Id(us) Mopsu-Cre[ne]

Pr(idie) Id[us), Panhormo

Id(ibus) Oct(obribus), ud Aq(uas) Calida(s)

xvir K(alendas) Nov(embres) [T Jynnam

xvi K(alendas) Tyana
xv K(alendas) Nov(embres) Anda[balim]
xi1 K(alendas) Nov(embres) . . ... ...

We see from this fragment that Tynna, which is mentioned only by
Ptolemy,t must be near Faustinopolis-Halala. In the Table Aquae
Calidae is put in an unconnected way near this road, and Leake rightly
conjectured that it must belong to it. The hot springs are still well
known. I saw them in 1882, but no ancient remains exist; and nothing
in the surroundings would lead one to expect the splendid picture given
of them in the Table. The springs lie a little west of the direct road to
Tyana, and perhaps Caena was a village on the road at a point near
the springs. The name Panhormos is otherwise unknown ; it doubtless
indicates a great khan for travellers, probably beside the present
Bozanti Khan. It should be observed that the proper names appear in
this fragment in oblique cases, just as in the Table and Itineraries:
Panhormo, Tynnam.

The problem in regard to Ptolemy is far more complicated, because
he certainly used several authorities, and tried with various degrees of
success to combine them. For example: the list of cities in Phrygia
Magna, v., 2, § 22-26, must be founded on a different authority from the
cities of Mysia, § 14. The former extends Phrygia so far west as to
include Ankyra, Synaos, and Blaundos, while the latter includes
Aloudda, Trajanopolis, and Prepenissos in Mysia. Both these views
were entertained by different authorities, on account of the proverbial
uncertainty of the boundary between Mysia and Phrygia; but Ptolemy
uses sometimes one, sometimes the other, without perceiving the contra-
diction in which he is thus involved (see p. 145).

He learned from one authority that Paphlagonia was governed by
the legatus pro praetore of Gtalatia ; from another authority he learned the
full extent of Paphlagonia. He then placed this large Paphlagonia in
the province Galatia, though considerable part of it really belonged to
the province Bithynia-Pontus.

The character of his account of the Strategiai is fully discussed in
Part II., chapters O, Q, and 8, which enumerate his long series of mis-

* «Beim Besuch des grosseren Campana’schen Columbariums in einer Vigne an der
rechten Seite der Via Sebastiana.” He adds: “Sollte hier vielleicht zum erstenmal ein
zur Reichsvermessung des Augustus gehiriges Actenstiick ans Licht getreten sein?”
See C. I. L., VL, 5076.

+ The statement on p. 311 must be corrected.
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takes about the eleventh Strategia, which existed for a short time in the.
first century before and after Christ. He attributes the cities of this
Strategia, sometimes to Cilicia, sometimes to Strategia Antiochiane, some-
times to Lykaonia (Khasbia for Kastabala), sometimes to Cappadocia
(Kyzistra in Strategia Kilikia), sometimes to Armenia Minor (Kybistra,
Claudiopolis, Dalisandos in Strategia Kataonia).

In the Strategia Laviniane or Laviansene, which Ptolemy places to
the south instead of to the north of Melitene, he mentions the towns
Kaparkelis, Sabagena, Kizara. Of these Kaparkelis is (see p. 302)
identified with Capareas of the Antonine Itinerary, p. 194 (in northern
8yria), which may be corrected by means of an inscription, C. L L., ITI.
Supplem., No. 6814, to Caparceae. Sabagena is difficult to separate
from Sobagena of Strategia Sargarausene, or from Sebagena of Strategia
Kilikia. Kizara seems to come from a different direction, viz., from the
north-west. Strabo, p. 560, mentions Ikizari as a fort in the eastern
part of Phazemonitis, a district which apparently forms part of Ptolemy’s
Pontus Galaticus. It is imposesible not to conjecture that Ptolemy’s
Kizara and Strabo’s Ikizari are the same place, wrongly placed by
Ptolemy through trusting to a bad map. According to the true
situation, Laviniane is not so far distant from Phazemonitis as
Ptolemy’s assignment would make it. The identification of Kizara
with Ikizari, is of course uncertain: the names seem identical, but there
may have been two places bearing the same name. Prof. Kiepert’s
identification of Sibora and Ibora was tempting, but has been proved
incorrect (see p. 265, 326): the names, however, have in the latter case
only a superficial resemblance, for the Greek forms are 3{8opa and
"IBuwpa.

I do not venture on the difficult question as to the particular
authorities used by Ptolemy in the different sections of his account of
Asia Minor; though there is no doubt that his work loses most of its
value until the exact authority on which each of his statements rests
has been determined. It is shown on p. 372 that his Strategia
Antiochiane bears a name which must have been given to it in 37 A.D.,
when it was ruled by Antiochus IV. and_Jotape; and that its extent as
indicated by Ptolemy was not true after 41, when it was greatly
curtailed. The simplest, thoagh not the only possible, explanation is
that his authority on the Strategiai wrote about 37-8 A.p.

In Pontus Galaticus and Polemoniacus, Ptolemy’s authority seems to
. have been so accurate as to suggest a Roman official list. By a com-
parison of his account of these districts with Strabo’s unusually detailed
description, it will in all probability be easy after actual exploration of
the district, to recover the ancient topography almost perfectly. Com-
paring Ptolemy’s account of these Pontic districts with his description
of Cappadocia, we see how entirely he depended on his authority:
where he had some single good authority to trust to, he is useful; but



70 THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF ASIA MINOR.

where he tried to combine different authorities, he falls into the groesest
blunders.

In some cases his authority was the same as that of the Peutinger
Table and the Antonine Itinerary, viz., the official map of the empire
exposed in the Porticus Octaviae, or a copy of it. In the eastern parts
of Asia Minor this is proved by the tables on the opposite page, which
show how many names unknown from any other sources, are common
to Ptolemy, the Peutinger Table, and the Antonine Itinerary.

Various other errors in Ptolemy probably spring from his use of the
same authority. In a number of cases, e.g. Kaparkelis, Kiakis, Leandis,
Karnalis, Tanadaris, Tirallis, Ladoineris, Sinis, he seems to mistake
Latin ablatives plural of second declension* for nominatives. Such
errors suggest the forms Parnasso, Mogaro, Dorano, Sebastopoli, &c., of
the Antonine Itinerary, and Pesinunte, Tavio, Corveunte, &c., of the
Peutinger Table.t

The error made in the name Fiara (for Siara) in the Antonine
Itinerary has been explained above (also see p. 308) : this error existed in
Ptolemy’s authority, and from his false idea about the position of Sar-
garausene, which he puts in the place of Saravene, he places ®lapa in it.

In other cases Ptolemy is misled by the letter F substituted for B
in his Latin authority (which we must probably understand to be the
Roman map). Just as ®ovBdynpva in Galatia is clearly derived from
the town Euagina, corrupted in a Latin document to Fuagina, so when
®ovourdpa and Edowudpa occur side by side in Melitene, the conjecture
at once suggests itself that both names indicate the same place, but
that the former was taken from a Latin authority where Eusipara was
mistaken as Fusipara.

Kyzistra is given as a city of Strategia Kilikia. The name occurs
elsewhere only in Concil. Nicaen., 4.p. 325 ; where a bishop of Kyzistra
is mentioned. It is therefore only a fault for the bishopric Kybistra,
nmisplaced by Ptolemy like so many other names in his lists of the
Strategiai.

The repetition by Ptolemy of places like Olba (as Olbasa), Kybistra,
Kormasa or Korbasa, &c., in different districts is paralleled by the
Peutinger Table with its repetition of Prousa, Lampsakos, Amasia, &c.

Finally, I give a list of some very obvious corrections in the text
of Ptolemy, some of which have been made by previous writers, some
by myself.

1 § 13 Tar i for a7

1§ 14 Aaydvewa for Aardvea.

* Binis from a masculine form, compare [PiJsonos of the Itinerary : Kiakis, &o., from
neuter forms: Kaparkelis from a feminine form which appears as acousative in the
Itinerary, p. 194.

t Aocusative forms also occur in both the Itinerary (Capareas, Arauracos, &o.), and
in the Table (Stabiu=eis TdBiov, Aquas Aravenas, &c.).
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1. Crries IN ARMENIA MINOR.

Ptolemy. Peutinger T. Anton. Itin, Other Authorities.
Satala Satala Satala Satala (often)
Domana Domana Domana
Tapoura Patara
Nikopolis N‘t"i‘;g‘;h (abla- | Nioopolis Nikopolis (often)
Chorsabia Eregarsina Carsagis, Carsat
gago ((ll D ) Draconis % "Apadpaxs (Const, &0.)

na (1. na i ntes
Seleoberroiamgo ) Ole Oberda
Kaltiorissa Caleorsissa
Analibla Analiba Analiba Analibla (Act. Conc.)
leingars, Plusigara Gund G
undusa, Gon-
Eudoixata
Karape
Masora, Kasara
- Oromandos,  Oro-
mandros E P
Topa Hispa twpens, P
Phouphena Am Arsnis  (abl
ngas nis  (abla-
Arane (accus.) tive)
Mordora "
guun Ouaisa Malandara
pa,
Orsa, Orsara P

2. CrTIES ALONG THE EUPHRATES.
(a) In Armenia.

. Sinervas
Sinibra (accus.)
Aziris
Ladana (v. L Da- Still called Derende ; not
landa) on Euphrates
Sismara *
Zimara Zimara Zimara Pliny, V. 83
Daskousa Dascusa Dascusa Pliny, V. 84
(b) In Melitene.
Dagousa Saba ? Sabous ?
Sini KolT) . Pisonos  (émd
Anis nie Zlvovs ?) .
Melitene Melentenes Melitene Ofﬁe:p;n::xél:ned i not on
(c) In Laviniane or Laviansene.
Korne Corne
Meteita Metita Clandiopolis Cappadocias
Klaudias Glaudia ;'ii;;l,”v‘.'ss PPpa g
(d) In [Slaravene.
Juliopolis l .
Barzalo Barsalium
# Dittography of the following?

Dittography of Daskousa? or is it corrupted from the name that appears in the Antonine Itinerary
ustbou,unfl:thormdnger Table as Saba,
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2 § 14 Adyovra, which has often been doubted, is defended by the
Aayorfyvol of Constantine Porphyrogenitus.

2§15 Tpypeavobupirar for Tpiueof., as M. Waddington rightly
perceived. . .

2§16 Alyawl for Aiyapa (cp. Avosjvapa of Hierocles, and 2 § 24).

2 § 18 "Arrovdda has been by some suggested for 'Irdava.

2§20 "Epmvoi has been proposed with obvious oorrectness for

Epi{yho.

2 § 21 AdM3es for Aadaleis, see p. 131.

2§ 23 Keprwria has been corrupted from ’Ana through the influence

of the following Edxapria.

2 § 24 Me\fraia should be restored for MeAirapa, compare § 16.

2 § 25 Bpod{os for Apoifos.

BAaivdos for BMéavdpos.

3{BM\ov, ZfMa, or ZefMia is the more correct form, not SABiov.
2:§ 26 Savads for Savis.

Tdyyva or Tdxwa for T'd{nva.

2 § 27 Transpose Pvlaxivowoe and Avxdoves:* the alteration arose
from the latter being placed beside Auxiav. SvAamfrowo
is a Greek rendering of a Latin original Phylacenses.

Max. Kadoywol (a8 in Pliny) for Moxxadyvol, :

Kidwooets for Kvdwroeis.

Moéeavol is more correct than Mofwavol,

‘Tepomo)irar was the native name, ‘Iepamolira: the form used
by Grecising writers.

4 § 3 Za)sjxov for Zaliorov.

4§ 4 It is unnecessary to alter Advuov to Awdipov: the forms are

equivalent, see Athen. Mittheil., 1888, p. 237,
" 4 § b Teppavicamolus for Tepuavimolus.
4 § 7 TohoroBayior for TodBuworol.
ToAworoxdpa for Tolaordyopa.
4§ 9 ®ovBdyyva is a Greek ‘rendering of a Latin original Fuagina,
an error for Euagina, see p. 261.

4§ 10 Hpooenppevirar (inhabitants of the xdpa mpocedypuérm) for

Hpocephipevirar.
Tupdiov for Terpddeov.

4 § 12 ’Opovducdv for *Opovdixol : the tribe was called "Opordeis.

5 § 3 Sedpa for Svodpa.

6 § 6 Heppvodéwv Sfjpos for Mevedjuiov.

Otepfravémolss for Odpavimolss.
"Iowda for Iicwda (i.e. émt “Towda).

5 § 7 Hpdorawva is more correct than Ipdoraua.

5 § 8 Kdpapa Kol for Képpaxov.

6 § 8 ®avapoiav for Pavayopiay.

* ASP, B4
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Cappadocis, Lykaonia, and Cilicia have all been discussed sufficiently
in Part II., and I need not recapitulate the suggestions made there.

These views about the authorities under discussion were arrived at
during the composition of Part IL, being forced upon me by the
discovery of successive errors in them. The example of Tynna given
in this chapter, shows that a statement unsupported at present may
afterwards be confirmed by new evidence. But the numerous errors
that are proved show that we cannot safely accept any statement
until we can confirm it by some independent evidence, direot or indirect.

This long discussion is perhaps not too long for the neocessities of
the case. For example, I have in regard to Cappadocia and its
Strategiai discarded entirely the authority of Ptolemy, which has been
hitherto accepted implicitly, even by Prof. Kiepert, and have, in de-
pendence on a few sentences of Strabo, placed some Strategiai as much
a8 100 miles from the situation assigned to them by Ptolemy’s
minutely detailed map, and followed by all modern géographers.
This proceeding may seem too bold ; but we must follow either Ptolemy
or Strabo, whose evidence is in irreconcilable contradiction. My
general impression with regard to Strabo’s account of Asia Minor is, as
stated on p. 96, that as a rule ‘his brief descriptions are marvellously
accurate, and, to the eye-witness, marvellously lucid.” Individual cases
of vagueness, and even slight inaccuracy can be pointed out, but
they are exceedingly rare.* In some cases his description of the
scenery of the eastern part of the platean is so good as to depend either
on his own observation, or to be reported with closest precision from the
account of an eye-witness.t The western part of the platean, including
Phrygia, on the other hand, he has evidently not seen. Now his own
distinct evidence is given (see pp. 535, 536) that he had travelled
in Cappadocia: he had been in Komana of Cappadocia and had seen
the wonderful gorge where the Pyramos breaks through Taurus.
A native of Amaseia could not see these two places without seeing
a good deal more of the couutry; and must indeed have been travelling
for the purpose of observation. }

Finally, with regard to Hierocles, whose authority I place so high,
I have discussed the subjeot both on pp. 92-95, and at numerous places
throughout Part II. The many cases in which his order has heen

* I bave shown in ‘Cities and Bishoprics, Part II. § xim., that the pugzling
arrangement of the cities of Phrygia in four groups becomes accurate when the single
slight change of EYMENEIAN to AKMONEIAN is made.

t VYon Diest (‘ Von Perg. z. Pontus,’ p. 15) suys that a passage in p. 625 shows
actual experience of the road from Pergamos to the east. On the other hand he shows
that Strabo gives an inaccurate account of the Acolic coast.

3 Niese shows that Strabo does not profess to have seen any places away from the
sea in Asia Minor except Komans, the Pyramos, Hierapolis in the Lycus valley, and
Nysa in the Maeander Valley : see his ¢ Beitrige sur Biographie Strabos’ in Hermes,
XIII., 1878, p. 42, where he shows that Strabo lived from about 63 B.C. to 19 A.D., and
that he wrote his geographical work in Rome, for a koman public, about 18-19 A.p.
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confirmed by new discoveries, have given me great confidence in him,
though of course it is necessary to look as much as possible for corrobo-
rative evidence. I have tried to show that, (1) his chief authority is a
list of bishoprics, which he modifies into a list of cities; (2) this list
must have been arranged in an approximately geographical order,
partly according to roads, partly according to districts; (3) Hierocles
modified it and even added to it in Bithynia and still more in Helles-
pontus; (4) there is great corruption and transposition in the lists of
Lydia and Hellespontus.

VII. TaE ByzANTINE Roabs.

A change in the road-system began in a.p. 292. Diocletian made
Nikomedeia the capital of the east, and the roads that connected it with
the provinces acquired increased importance. This tendency was
confirmed when Constantinople was founded in 330; for precisely the
same set of roads lead to Nikomedeia and to Constantinople. The
centre of attraction was now no longer Rome, but Constantinople, and
the roads which served only for the Roman {raffic rapidly sank into
mere cross-country paths.

At first the old Roman roads were utilised as far as possible, and
both the Peutinger Table and the Antonine Itinerary show us these
roads adapted to the new requirements. But a steady and progressive
change was produced over the whole of Asia Minor. Previously
prosperity had been greatest in the southern half of the plateau.
But during the two centuries that elapsed between Constantine and
Justinian, the northern half of the plateau grew steadily in importance
a8 being nearer Constantinople and in easier communication with it;
and many new centres of population were formed, which gradually
acquired the rank of cities and bishoprics.* Steadily also the system of
communication altered, as it wus gradually found that new routes
served travellers better than the Roman roads. By the time of
Justinian the change was complete, and it is clear that in his
reorganisation of the administration he recognised the new system and
put an end to the old.

No document has been preserved that attempts to give us a complete
account of the Byzantine roads. We are reduced to piecing together
scattered hints in the historians, and interpreting them in accordance
with the natural features of the country. We are aided by the fact that
on the whole the Byzantine system continued in use throughout the
Turkish domination ; but the best result attainable with regard to the
two centuries of change is a few isolated pictures of separate points.
We know that Apameia had been one of the chief centres of Greaco-

* This principle is stated C. B., § lxvii., and is proved in many details in Part IL
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Roman civilisation and commerce, and also of the rising power of
Christianity. But its prosperity depended on its situation at a knot on
the great eastern trade-route. That route lost all importance under
the Byzantine rule; and Apameia sank into a third or fourth-rate
town.

Various other examples of a similar kind are given in Part IL.,* only
one of which I shall refer to here. A fortunate chance has preserved
to us a petition addressed to the emperor Theodosius about 380-90 A.p.,
intreating him to build a bridge over the Halys for the sake of
preserving a constant connexion between Caesareia-Mazaka and the
provinces of Galatia and Pontus. I have interpreted this document
(p. 255 ff.) as marking the transition from the old Roman road between
Ankyra and Caesareia, which did not cross the Halys, to the modern
road, which crosses the Halys twice. I have shown how Parnassos on
the old road lost consequence, whereas Mokissos on the new road rose to
importance, was constituted by Justinian the capital of Cappadocia
Secunda,t and is still one of the chief cities of Anatolia. Probably the
document which has preserved to us this interesting episode is not
unique, and more careful investigation of the records of the period will
reveal others.

The completion of the Byzantine road system dates from Justinian.
The most important part of the system was the Military Road forking
east of the Halys to Caesareia and to Sebasteia. The character of this
road has not, so far as I know, been observed hitherto by any historian,
and I have therefore in Chapter G discussed it in detail from the first
stage onwards. Much of the Byzantine military history in the east
depends on the recognition of this great road. At intervals there were
standing camps in oconvenient places near it, and as the emperor passed
along towards the seat of war, he was joined by the contingents of
troops from the different provinces which had concentrated at these
camps. A march in spring from Constantinople along the military
road, a summer campaign on the eastern frontier, a return march to the
capital along the same road at the approach of winter, and a few months
in Constantinople before the next campaign began—such was the life
year after year of many of the vigorous emperors. The line of their
march, where nothing is expressly mentioned, may as a rule be assumed

* See pp. 205, 216, 220, 223, &c. I must maintain that the road from Tavium by
Korniaspa to Sebasteia is a Byzantine interpolation in the Antonine Itinerary.-- It is
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