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The archiaeolegical finds of the Sarmatian’s vestiges from the fast
twenty years get to increase the interest of the researchers concerning
the culture of the Sarmatians’ tribes from the 2nd <century BC to 2nd
century AD. Beginning from the 2nd century BC, Sarmatians started
to have an important place in the ancient history by their implications
in many of the political and military events in the neighboring area.
Thus, they had some influence in the development of the Greek cities,
in the events from the states from the Caucasus and beyond these moun-
tains; they changed the life style of the populations met in their mo-
vement to the vest. No at least, Sarmatians will fight with the Romans,
during some raids in the Roman yrovinces which produced many trou-
bles in these places during the 2nd-3rd centuries AD. The first fight
between the Romans and the Sarmatians had took place in the year
16 BC. when the Sarmatians crossed the river Danube and invaded
Dobrudja and Moesia. They were get off over the Danube by L. Tarius
Rufus (Dio Cassius, LIV, 20, 1—3).

In the 1st century BC, Sarmatians had under control the area bet-
ween the rivers Don and Nipru, sometimes they went to the right bank
of Nipru. At the end of the 1st century, they reached the Lower Da-
nube area .In the same century, Sarmatians had produced some
problems to the Zarubinetk culture peoples, then they arrived in Cri-
mea and reach the Roman Empire territories. From now, they will at-
tack this lands in alliance with Dacians.

Starting with the first years of the 1st century AD, the informa-
tion conicerning the Sarmatians are more numerous but not more right.
Dio Cassius said that during the rebellion from Pannonia and Dalma-
tia, A. Caecina Severus, the Roman army commander “come back from
Moesia where Sarmatians and Dacians attacked and plundered“ (Dio
Cassius, LV, 30, 4). Florus spoke about a Roman campaign led by Cor-
nelius Lentulus against the Sarmatians at the Danube (Florus, II, 29).
The most ccmplete information about the Sarmatians at the Danube in
the first years of the 1st century Ad came from Ovidiu who was exiled
at Tomis between 8—18 AD.

Ovidiu said that he lives “in a wild territory of Sarmatians and
Dacians” (Tristele, III, 3, 5—6) and complain about the ugly region
where he is inter Sarmatos... Gletasque (Tristele, III, 3, 5—86), or Sar-
maticis locis (Tristele, IV, 8, 16). He is afraid thut he will die here and
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his soul will be lost inter Sarmaticos ... umbros (Tristele, 111, 3, 63). The
poet asked himiself if the Sarmatians and Dacians will read his poems
sometimea (T'ristele, IV, 1, 94). On the other verses, he said that he
learned the Dacian’s and Sarmatian’s language (Tristele, V, 7, 13) and
he knew these population with ithe weapons in their hands (Ponticele,
II, 2, 95). Ovidiu mentioned the Sarmatian around the city of Tomis
(Tristele, V, 7, 13).

From this source it is very clear that in this period, Sarmatians
invaded Dobrudja and lived together with Dacians.

Because of the raids of Sarmatians and Dacians it seems that the
romans gave a special attention to the Ncrth-West coast. The military
command was taken by a praefectus orae maritimae (this institution is
attested in some other places from the Empire) or maybe th a prae-
fectus rtipae Danuvi (Fetolescu 1995, p. 21—23). It is sure that the
territory of the Greek cities was under the jurisdiction of a praefectus
(starting from the time of the reign of Augustus, before 8—9 (AD)
which himself was under the command of the proconsul of Macedonia
until the rise of the province of Moesia (year 15 AD). Probably, from
the first years of the 1st century AD, the river Danube was under the
ocontrol of the Roman fleet (Petclescu 1995, p. 21—23). Concerning the
military administration of this zone will be maintain until the and of
the ist century AD when the Black Sea coast will pass under the ad-
ministration of the province of Lower Moesia. The other part, the inner
territory of Dobrudja, belongs to the administrative unit ripa Thraciae,
which was a part of the client kingdom of Odrisians until 46 AD, when
Claudius transformed Thracia as a Roman province. From this mo-
ment Dobrudja will be a part of the Roman province of Moesia. From
a letter of Ovidiu (Pcnticele, 1V, 9, 75—80) we find out that L. Pompo-
nius Flaccus (the next governor of Moesia {rom the year 18 AD), was
in charge with a military command at the Lower Danubes. From the
same source we know that thanks to the activity of this commander
this territory became a safety place. It is sure that during a half century
Dobrudja wasn’t disturbed by the raids of Sarmatians of Dacians.

In these conditions starts a new war but this time the target is the
at the Danube becomes more powerful. Thracia is rise as a procura-
torial province in the year 46 AD, as said Eusebius (Eusebius, 180 d).
At the same time, the authority of the Moesia’s governors is extended
until the Danube Delta and the sea. The borders of this province are
described by Pliny the Elder in his Natural History (Pliny, III, 149).

In these conditions starts a new war but time the target is the
throne of Bespor. The fighters were the brothers Mithridate VIII and
Cotys. In this struggle were involved either Barbarian tribes nor the
Roman army (Annals, XII, 15—21).

At the middle and the seccnd half of the 1st century increased
the number of the Sarmatian’s monuments from the North-West of the
Black Sca (Grosu 1990, p. 201) Scukin 1989, p. 70—84; Simonenko —
Lobai 1991, p. 35—60). Kecently, M. B. Scukin had an interesting hy-
pothese on the conflici between the Aors and Syracs. This conflict
produced an unstable situation of the Sarmatian’s world and was the
cause for a new movements of the Sarmatian's groups (Scukin 1982,
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p. 35—37; Séukin 1989, p. 78; Scukin 1989a, p. 43). In our point of
view, this conflict had no a global character, in fact was only a local
tight in the history of Rospor and had took place in the area of Cuban
and the Eastern part of the Azov Sea coast. The war between the Aors
and Syracs was only an episode for the next events series. The be-
ginning of the movement of the Sarmatian’s tribes to West was under
the pressure of the Alans from East who themselves were push by
Huns (Simonenko 1952, p. 160—162). Certainly at the limit between the
1st and 2rnd centuries AD. is start the conquest of the territories from
une North-West Black Sea coast, this was a conseguence of the pres-
sure of migrators. Let see how this movement la reflected by the
ancient soarces.

As we know, Strabon modified for the last time his work, Geo-
graphy, in thie year 18 AD. In his work, the Aors are placed on the ter-
ritory between Tanais river and the North of Caspic Sea. To the South
of them Strabon placed the Sarmatian tribe of Syracs (Strabon, IX, 5,
7—8). The same author put the tribes of Iazyges, Royal Sarmatians,
Urgs in the space between Danube and river Nipru and the Roxolans
between the rivers Tanais and Borysthenes (Strabon VII, 3, 17). Pliny
the Elder (23 — 79 AD), in his work Natural History, gives us another
situation of the Sarmaitian’s tribes. In the book 4 he places the Aors
and Hamaxobians beside the Roxolans and Alans alongside of the Black
Sea coast, at North of the river Istru (Pliny IV, 80). At the same time,
when Pliny speaks about the historical situation in the region limited
by Danube and Hercinic forest till the winter camps frcm Carnuntum
in Pannonia and German bkorders, he remembered the plains and fields
ruled by the Iazyges, and the mountains and hills by Dacians, the last
ones were push by the firsts until the river Pathisus (Pliny IV, 80).
The information of Pliny are confirmed by Tacitus (Annals XII, 29,
5; 30, 1; Germany I, 1), who said that the Germany is separate from
Gauls, Raethians, Pannonians the rivers Rhine and Danube and from
Sarmatians and Dacians by their scare from these populations and
the mountain. At Pliny, the Syracs are not in Caucasus, but in the
area of the river Lower Nipru (Pliny IV, 83; Séukin 1989, p. 75; 1989a,
p. 40; Vinogradov 1994, p. 165), but in the book 6 of his work the
Aors are place in the same space like Strabon said (Strabon XI, 7—8),
in the area of Caspic Sea (Pliny VI, 39). The same situation is in the
work of Ptolemy who probably, used the Pliny’s work (Vinogradov 1994,
p. 165).

By Ptolemy, the Hamaxobians includes many other smazll popu-
lations and among these are the Aors who live in European Sarmatia
(Ptolemy III, 5, 7—10). At another page of his work Ptclemy speaks
about Aors and Alanors in connection with the situation from
Scythia and they live c¢cn the montain Imaem (Ptolemy VI, 14, 9—10,
13), that means the area Lower Volga river and West Caspia (Vino-
gradov 1994, p. 165). The researcher, J. G. Vinogradov, following the
ancient authors’ informaticns, concluded that Pliny got the informa-
tion from the Mithridate VIII, king of Bespor (who lived at Rome
between 29—68 AD) who has had the Syracs on his side and they were
defeated by Aors. The second source for Pliny were Flavius Sabinus and
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Tiberius Plautius Silvanus whose legions had fought for many times
with Sarmatians (Vinogradov 1994, p. 165).

So, if Strabon placed the lazyges scmewhere between Istru and
Borysthenes, the Roxolans between Borythenes and Tanais and the
Aors between Tanais, Meotida and Caspic Sea, unlike, Pliny placed the
Aors and Roxolans at the North of river Istrus, at the East are the
Syracs and Alans. More than this, lazyges are in the Hungarian Plain
where are attested by Tacitus as allies of Vannius (Annals, XII, 29, 3).
The correlation between the ethnic map by Strabon and that one of
Pliny indicates the movement of Sarmatians to West. Concerning the
informations of Pliny about the Syracs and Aors from book 6, they
reflect a real historical situation which concluded that a part of Aors
still inhabited in the old places where later will be mention by Ptolemy
(Ptolemy VI, 14, 9—10, 13). It is hard to believe that the Aors, who
were a very reach tribe and placed cn the main trade route from India,
Babylon and Tanais to leave this place. This problem was already dis-
cussed by some scholars (Rostovtev 1918, p. 130; Lukjusko 1984; p. 161—
165; Silov 1983, p. 43; Vinogradov 1994, p. 161—165).

Ccncerning the Alans, there ure only few and confusing ancient
sources which speak about them. The informations about the Alans
stayed under the doubtful sign. The earliest sources come from Lucanus
(39—65 AD) (Lucanus VIII, 222) and Valerius Flaccus (apud Simonako
1992, p. 159—160) and they mention the Alans as the inhabitants of the
Northen part of Caucasus. Other authors who speak about Alans are
Seneca and Pliny the Elder. Based on their informations, some scholars
considers that in the second half of the 1st century AD, the Alans are on
the bank of Danube. (Skripkin 1982, p. 91). Seneca has no word concer-
ning the living space of Alams, only he says is that this tribe are near
the ,river Istrus which give the possibility to escape to the wild Alans“
(Seneca, 629—630). As we can see, there no precisely information about
the living territory of Alans. V. V. Latysev considers, on the right side,
that the Alans from the Seneca work are those who lived in the step-
pes around the Caspic Sea and those from North Caucasus from ivhere
they attacked the Danube border of the Roman Empire (Latysev 1949,
p. 266: Simon2nko — Lobai 1991, p. 73; Simonenko 1992, p. 160). Concer-
ning the same information from the work of Pliny, the Alans are placed
West of Roxoluns (Pliny 1V, 80), which is a mistake of the author. The
last sourse from the 1st century AD is the work of Flavius Josephus (Jo-
sephus VII, 7, 4) who speakes that: ,the tribes of Alans are a part of a
Scythians who live near Tanais and Meotida Lake®, that means the
zone of the Lower Don river but more to East where they were archae-
ological attested (Smirnov 1959, p. 260—322; Silov 1959, p. 323—523;
Selov 1961, p. 61-—94; Jdanovski 1969, p. 38—45; Skripkin 1990, pas-
sim). It is surc that in the second half of the ist century AD, the Alans
must Le placed only on the Western bank of the river Don, somewhere
near Tunais ond banks of Meotida (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 70—
75). Frem this place they ride to West but this is not a proof that they
live in the North-West of the Black Sea.

After the add of Dobrujda to the province of Moesia in the year
46 AD (Eusebius 180 d), the informations concerning the Sarmatians start
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to increase. The neighborhood with the Roman Empire and their raids
into the Empire are the reasons for a such wealth of informations.

One of the important sources, concerning the Sarmatians from the
North of Danube, is the marble plaque from the Plautius family mau-
soleum frcm Ponte Luceno near the river Tibru (CIL XIV, 3608). These
inscription was sculptured between 74—79 AD and it is a life activity
list of Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelianus who was legatus of the
province of Moesia between 57—67 AD (Stein 1940, p. 28—31; Fippidi
1967, p. 287—301; Licordari 1982, p. 47; Vogel — Weidemann 1982,
p. 407; Canole — Milns 1983, p. 186; Gostar — Lica 1984, p. 44—49;
Karisikovskii — Kleiman 1985, p. 91; Zubar 1688, p. 20; Leschorn
1993, p. 76). One of the first action T. Plautius Silvanus, which is a
very important historical information for this region of Lower Danube
in the second half of the ist century AD, is that concerning to the
movement of a 100.000 transdanubians on the right bank of Danube
(r. 9—13). Vasile Pirvan speaks about these: , All are nomads; they are
taken not like a prisoners but like migrator population, each tribe
with its members, children and women and their leaders. It is a pea-
ceful movement and was done with their agreement and not as a result
of fights“. And he continues ,they are a mixed population consists
{from Bastarns—Sarmatians—Dacians from the North of Danube mouths,
push by Eastern and Northern Bastarns to South and that why they
looking for new houses on the North of Danube% (Pdrvan 1926, p. 104).
At his time, C. Patsch saw in this transdanubian population the Roxo-
lans, Bastarns and Dacians who were under the pressure of the Sar-
matians (Patsch 1932, p. 165). The researchers T. Zawadski (Zawadski
1975, p. 62) and M. B. Séukin (Séukin 1989, p. 79; 1989a, p. 44) con-
sider that these transdanubians are those who were looking for a sa-
fety place because of the Eastern Sarmatians. Another opinion is that
gives by D. M. Pippidi who considers this measure as a creation of a
safety space by the move of population from Wallachian Plain (Pippidi
1967, p. 307—309). More than this, D. M. Pippidi considers that Tibe-
rius Plautius Silvanus did the same thing as Aelius Catus, a partial
evacuation of the Dacian territory (Fippidi 1967, p. 307—309). On the
same line, A. V. Simonenko and B. I. Lobai consider the move of those
100.000 transdanubians in Moesia and the pacification of Sarmatians
has no connection with the area between Nipru and Danube but in
ccnnection with the political activity .of T. Plautius Silvanus as a go-
vernor of Moesia (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 87). The same scholars
are dating these actions no later than years 62 AD, before the campaign
in the aid of Chersones. An interesting opinion is that of P. Canole
and R. In Milns who consider that thcse 100.000 transdanukians are
selected from the populations who can pay to the right to live into
the Empire (Canole — Milns 1993, p. 186). This action had took place
from scme eccnomical and financial reasons, as can be seen from the

row 11 ci inscription (Pippidi 1967, p. 309; Petolescu 1995, p. 33). We
find here that those transdanubians were accepted inside of the Em-
pire as a peoples who pay tribute: in the rows 25—26, where Aelianus
was the first who had supply Rome with cereals, thanks by the huge
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transports of cereals {from Moesia: primus ex ea provincia magno tritici
modo annonam plopuli] Rfomani] adelevavit (Fippidi 1967, p. 309).

Another important aspect for our study is the crash of Sarmatians’
agressive tendencies (motum orientem Sarmatarum) but there are no
more details concerning this fact. The author point out that the action
has had successful when a part from the Moesian army was sent to
support the expedition in Armenia [...] quamuis parte/m] magna/m|
exercitus ad misisset (Fippidi 1967, p. 311). Based on the analyze of these
rows we concluded that the campaign against the steppes raiders must
took place in the summer [/ autumn of the year 62 AD (Pippidi 1967,
p. 311; Sc¢ukin 1989, p. 80; Vinogradov 1994, p. 166), when from the
three Moesian legions, the Vth Macedonica was many months in the
East to support the troops in the Parthian war (fippidi 1967, p. 311;
Gostar-Lica 1984, p. 49; Fetolescu 1995, p. 24). It is sure that Aelianus
has under command two legions, the 8th Augusta and 7th Claudia
(Fipridi 1967, p. 311—312).

Another merit of Tikterius Plutius Silvanus which belongs to the
same problem was that he ,brought kings, unknown or enemy of the
Roman people until then on the Danube’s bank, which he guargs, for
put them to obey to the Roman's flags; he sent back to Bastarns/ and
Roxolans’ kings their sons captured or take back from their enemies,
and to Dacians’' king their brothers; from some of them he took in change
hcstages“ (r. 16—21) (Pippidi 1967, p. 312; Gostar 1979, p. 129—136).

V. Parvan observed that the campaign place is in Bassarabia or
South Moldavia and the entire operation of Aelianus is to North-East.
The same author considers that in fact were no a real fight but more
a force demonstration on the left bank of the ILower Danube river
(Parvan 1926, p. 103). C. Patsch believed that the Roxolans, Bastarns
and Dacians were attacked by the Sarmatians from East who take hos-
tages and forced them to become their allies (Patsch 1940, p. 165). The
same author considers that Aelianus had defeat the enemy and liberate
the prisoners about is written in inscription and broke the alliance sys-
tem (FPatsch 1940, p. 165). At the same time, D. M. Pippidi considers
the words motum orientem Sarmatarum compressit as a reference to
the defeat by the Romans of some dangerous situation for the Moesia
borders (Pippidi 1967, p. 313). Pippidi said that nothing proves that the
attack of Sarmatians frcm East had in target, on the first line, the Roxo-
lans, Bastarns and Dacians and he taught that Sarmatae means Roxolans
(Pippidi 1967, p. 313).

Concerning the ways used by Aelianus to reach his purposes was
first of all the military measures. Certainly, he didn’t exclude the diplo-
matic negotiations to convince the Barbarian kipgs to have good neigh-
boring relations with the Empire (Pippidi 1967, p. 313). On the other
side, we can't exclude the possibility that the return of the sons and
brothers of the Bastarn, Roxolan and Dacian kings was did because
from their statute as client kinks (Petolescu 1995, p. 24). In this case
those hostages took by the Romans could be from those unknown ene-
mies (Petolescu 1995, p. 24).

In the Roman political ccntext of this period we must point out
some details with a major importance. Entire action of Titerius Plau-
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tius Silvanus Aelianus was orientated against those unknown Sarmatians
who were not Roxolans as considered D.M. Pippidi (Pippidi 1967, p. 313).
We are sure ihat the name Sarmatians wants to distinguish some Sar-
matians’ trike from Roxolans. Moreover, the inscripiton speaks very
clear that Aclianus ,brought kings, unknown or enemy of the Roman
people until ihen, on the Danube’s bank* (Pdrvan 1926, p. 103). But we
know frcm ancient authors and archaeological discoveries that the Roxo-
lans can’t be those unknowns because they already lived near the bor-
ders of the province of Moesia in the first half of the ist century AD.
Moreover, if the Roxolans’ king had back his sons that means he had a
special relation with the Romans.

At the same time, the attack of Sarmatians from East had in target
either the populations from that area nor the borders of the province
of Moesia. Aclianus took some promptly measures for don’t let the Bar-
barians to have the opportunity to make a coalition and to keep safe
his frontiers.

Using military and diplomatic ways, Aelianus established a safety
climate in the area from Lower Danube. We must underline that it is
pcssible that some from Bastarn, Roxolan kings' sons and brothers of the
Dacian king were taken back from those unknown enemies. The return
of these sons and brothers is a proof that kings were involved in the
system of amicitia or societates. The most common terms was that of
amicus et socius populi Romani, which can have different forms but the
same sense (Braund 1984, p. 45; Opreanu 1994, p. 202—203). J. Klose
in one of his works consecrated to the relations between the Romans
and barbarians from Rhine and Middle Danube, established a scheme of
four categories of the Roman relationship with the other states (Klose
1934, p. 147):

1. Client states, which don’t pay a tribute perhaps a small sum in
exchange of some advantages and provide troops to Rome as long as
the treaty is work.

2. Some client states which receive stipends from Rome in exchange
of troops during the wartime.

3. States which were paid by the Romans to keep safe the borders.

4. States which get stipends from the Romans to don’t attack the
territories of the Empire.

The same author considered that the first category is the largest
one in the area of the river Rhine at the beginning to the half of the
1st century AD. The second and the third categories are most characte-
ristic to the 1st-2nd centuries, while the fourth dominate the 3rd cen-
tury beside the second and third (Klcse 1934, p. 147). Concerning our
area it seems that either the Dacians nor the Roxolans and Bastarns have
got stipends frcm the Roman to keep safe the berders of the Roman
Empire. These money were in fact a sort of regular payment in exchange
to defense the frontiers against the new waves of Barbarians from
East and when the power center of the Empire moved from Rhine to
the Lower Danube. Even in the period of the Flavian's dynesty, the
Romans try to get a solution in the relations with the Barbarians from
the North of Danube. They used some diplomatic methods (Lica 1596,
forthcoming; Lica mss.) which sometime came after military conflicts
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based on the model of relationship with externae gentes. Such example
is the campign of L. Tampius Flavianus similar with that of Aelianus
(Lica 1996, forthcoming; Lica mss.). On the same way are the relations
between the Dacians and the Empire during the time of Vespasian
when was signed a treaty when the Empire gives stipende to have
peace at the Danube border. It is possible that Vespasian had signed
such treaties also with the Roxolans and other Sarmatins’ tribes. We
deduce this by the absence of any conflicts between Romans and Sar-
matians at the Danube until 89 AD. Even Trajan paid stipends to the
Roxolans, probably, for don’t invade the Empire (Opreanu 1984, p. 203—
207; Lica 1996, forthcoming; idem, mss.). It seems that the same empe-
ror had reduced these stipends when he thought that the Roxolans re-
present no danger for the Empire (/iistoria Augusta, 6, 8). On the right
way, some scholars consider that these stipends for the Roxolans started
to be pay around the second Dacian war, Trajan wanted to be sure
that the Roxolans don’t support the Dacians (Opreanu 1994, p. 207).
After the death of Trajan, the new emperor Hadrian followed the Sarma-
tlans' raide negotiated peace and signed a treaty with them (Opreanu
1994, p. 207).

Concerning those unknown kings from the inscription of Tibur it is
possible that Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aeclianus imposed the return
of the prisoners, to stay away from the Roman borders and money tfor
the damages. There are no information in the inscripticns concerning
these conditions. But are mentioned those hostages which are the gua-
ranty for the stipends (Lica 1996, forthcoming) but in the same time is
a major argument that the Barbarians understood very well the condi-
tions of the treaty (Lica 1996, forthcoming). Anyway, to take hostages
from the kings' families or tribal leaders was one of the most often
conditions of the Romans for the Barbarians (Lica 1989, p. 40 sqq;
Lica 1996, forthcoming). These hostages were offered to guarantee the
loyalty of the kings for the Empire and to respect the other conditions
of the treaty. It is sure that those hostages from inscriptions were taken
from those unknown enemies, the Sarmatians from East, which were
bring c¢n the Danube bank to obey to the Roman’s flags.

In this context is welcome the opinion of Sc¢ukin who considers
that the cause of all these events is the movement of the new Sarma-
tian’s tribes to the steppes of East Europe (Séukin, 1989, p. 78).

All these events had spent in the neighborhood of the frontier of
the province in the of the Lower Danube as it.can be seen in the
rows 21—22 of the inscription. After it said that Aelianus ,from one
of them took hostages in exchange (ab aliguis eorum opsides accept)®
Parvan translate the next sentences ,,thus he established the peace in
the province and enlarged its borders“ (per quem pacem provinciae et
confirmavit et protulit) (Pdrvan 1926, p. 103). But in fact it was no
tension of peace (Stein 1940, p. 30; Vinogradov 1994, p. 166) or, much
enlargement of the borders (Pipridi 1967, p. 315—328) prcbably an ex-
better, a temporally peaceful of the closer territories (Pippidi 1967,
p. 319).

The governor of Moesia had operated to aid the city of Chersones
which was under the siege of Scythians and forced the king of them
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to renouce at this action (Kariskovskii — Kleiman 1985, p. 91; Zubar
1988, p. 19—27; Buiskih 1989, p. 24—25; Zubar — Kostromiceva 1990,
p. 83—86; Smalko 1990, p. 84—92; Zubar 1994, p. 26—29) (r. 24—25).
We can say that all the measures of Tiberius Plautius Silvanus was
done in as a separate things in the years 62—67 AD.

Based on the informations from the inscription from Tibur, some
scholars thought that not the Roxolans were those Sarmatinas who
started the war against the Romans (Canole — Milns 1983, p. 187). The
lack of other informations concerning this event allowed more hypo-
thesis. Thus, other researchers has seen in those Sarmatians the Alans
(Patsch 1940, p. 165), or lazyges in alliance wiht Aors or only the Aors
(Canole — Milns 1983, p. 187). J. G. Vinogradov, in a recently study,
concluded that those who fought against Tiberius Plautius Silvanus
were the Urgs or lazyges who had tried to reconguer their old living
places around Zakarpatija (Vinogradov 1994, p. 168), or a part of Sy-
racs who after Pliny lived in the neighborhood of Olbia (Pliniu IV,
85; Rusiajaeva 1989, p. 192—193; 1995, p .24—36). M. B. Sc¢ukin fol-
lowed the inscription from Tibur considers that those Sarmatians were
the men of king Farzoios and from their rebellion we must seen the
foundation of their ,kingdom* with strong antiroman orientation (S¢u-
kin 1989a, p. 45), an argument being the issue of the gold coins (Séukin
1989, p. 80). The same author says that were in fact two coalitions:
one where the Romans were aid by the Bastarns; second, Dacians and
Roxolans and the common enemy were the Sarmatians and Scythians
(Scéukin 1989, p. 80; 1989a, p. 45). Unfortunately the historical events
from the North-West of the Black Sea in the ist century AD are based
on the fragmentary informations of the ancient authors, on the small
numbers of inscriptions, coins and not at last on the archaeological finds.
These items allow only a unclear image of that period in this region.
Let see who are those Sarmatians who live in the North-West of the
Black Sea, who were Farzoics and Inismeus know from the coins of
Olbia.

These two leaders were considered as a later Scythians’ kings at
the end of the 1st century AD and they controlled the city of Olbia.
These opinion was sustained by A. S. Uvarov and B. V. Kene (apud
Karigkovskii 1982, p. 76), then it was developed by M. 1. Rostovtev,
who considered that Olbia was under the survey of the Later Scythians
(Rostovtev 1913, p. 2; Rostovtev 1918, p. 155—160). In the second
half of the 20th century this opinion had new supporters like A. N. Zo-
graf, N. P. Rozanova, T. N. Vasotskaia and D. S. Raevskii (Zograf
1951, p. 138; Rozanovu 1936, p. 206—207; Raevskii 1973, p. 117—119;
Vasotskaia 1979, p. 197). P. O. Kariskovskii analyze all data concluded
that both kings were Sarmatians (Kariskouvskii 1982, p. 76—79). Later
his opinion was confirmed by D. B. Selov (Selov 1975, p. 127) and
M. B. Scukin (S¢éukin 1982, p. 33). More than this, based on the coin
finds «nd tamga signs, P. O. Kariskovskii establishes the borders of this
»Eingdom“ between Nistru and Nipru rivers (Karigskovskii 1982, p. 76sqq;
1988, p. 108—115; Simonenko 1992, p. 161; Vinogradov 1994, p. 168—
169). A. V. Simcnenko, at his turn, based on the samec tamga signs,
concluded that Farzoios and Inismeus, was Sarmatian's kings (Simo-
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nenko — Lobai 1991, p. 62—175, fig. fig. 32—35). More than this, from
the anlyze of ethnical and political situation from Norih and North-
West of the Black Sea, this author considers that these kings ruled
the tribes of Aors or Alans (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 10—75; Simo-
nenko 1992, p. 158—162). By his arguments: the ancient literary sour-
ces, archaelogical discoveries (Porogi grave with tamga signs of these
kings) and their coins, A. V .Simonenko considers that these kings
were Aors ruled over a territory at West of river Nipru. In this casc
Zlbia was in their political ambitious (Simonenko — Lobei 1991, p. 70—
75; Simonenko 1992, p. 158—162). As we already said one of the argu-
ments of A. V. Simonenko was the man grave from Forogi (Simo-
nenko — Lobai 1991, p. 6—61). By the variety of material this grave
was dated in the last quoter of the 1st century AD, on the gold and
silver pieces are tamga signs, most cf them are identic with those from
the silver coins of Inismeus, isued at Olbia between 70--80 AD (Karis-
wovskii 1982a, p. 6—28; 1988, p. 108—115; Simonenko — Lobai 1591,
p. 86—87; Vinogradov 1994, p. 168). The stylistlic similarities of the
tamga signs of Farzoios and Inismeus make A. V. Simonenko to afirm
that this two were father and son (Simonenks — Lobai 1991, p. 68—70).
Even if the tamga signs have an important role for the ethnical speci-
fication as Aors of Farzoios and Inismeus, there are some doubts
because of the spread area of the same tamga signs. Cn the territory
lived by Aors in the 2-nd centuries BC as written Strabon, there are
no such tamga signs similar with those of Farzcios and Inismeus. More
than this it seems that they were not in use for this period. Another
argument can be the area of spread. The tamga signs had found even
in other zones. Identical signs with theose from Porogi grive are known
in the South-West of Mongolia and other analogies in North-West of
the Black Sea (Vainberg — Novgorcdova 1976, p. 67—72, fig. 7; Ja-
tenko 1993, p. 63, fig. 2). Such tamga signs from the 2nd century BC
was found in the Middle Asia and on the coins of Horezm. Some scho-
lars think that these signs must belcng to those migrators who parti-
cipated at the crash of Bactria. The large spread of these signs, from
Mongolia and Middle Asia to the steppes of East Europe starts in the
ist century AD (Solomonik 1959, p. 10; Draéiuk 1975, p. 53—62; 1970,
p. 139sqq). The researchers B. 1. Vainberg and E. A. Novgorcdova con-
sider this spread of tamga signs in connection with the movement of
some migrators belonging of the same population (Vainberg — Novgo-
rodova 1976, p. 72). Another opinion is that of S. A. Jatenko who af-
firms that the apperance cf these signs in the North of the Black-Sea
must be link by a Mongol custom (Jatenko 1993, p. 63). Anyway, it is
sure that the tamga signs of Farzoios and Inismeus was found either
in the area of river Volga and Crimea nor in that of Lower Bug and
Danube (Solomoniic ‘1959, p. 131, no. 70; Draciuk 1975, p. 63—64; Bu-
jukliev 1986, p. 43—45; 1995, p. 41—42, fig. 2, 3). A sure thing is that
of the grave from Porcgi belonged to an Sarmatian aristocrat, but
the tamga signs with the attributes of Farzoics and Inismeus is not a
proof that this nobleman had scme connections with them as well as
the another possibility still exists that this man could be one of the
closers of Inismeus. Fer this last hypothese an argument can be the
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style work of the objects which has some Eastern features. For exam-
ple, the gold pieces were made in so -called biurizov-zolotoi style,
such analogies come from Middle Asia (:5imonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 68—
70). A. V. Simcnenko based on this style features of these objects
things the grave belongs to Aors. He considers that the Aors who first
lived in the territories between Volga and Don rivers, could take these
objects from other populations from Middle Asia, amongst these can
be the Alans (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 71; Slmonen.ko 1582, p. 61).
his opinion is also support by J. G. Vinogradov (Vinogradov 1994,
p. 164). A different opinion has A. S. Rusjaeva. She considers that Far-
soios and Inismeus were the kings of Syracs (iiusjaeva 1995, p. 24—36)
who moved from Caucasus to Lower Nipru and this event was dis-
cribed by Pliny the Elder (Pliny IV, 83; Puzdrovskii 1992, p. 130, Si-
monenko 1992; p. 146—161; Vinogradov 1994, p. 163; Rusjaeva 1985,
p. 192).

P. O. Kariskovskii, based on the earliest coins of Farzoics, conclu-
ded that they dated from 48/49 AD (Karigkovskii 1962, p. 105—119).
The same opinion has M. B. Séukin (ycéukin 1982, p. 36—37). In 1982
P. O. Kariskcskii return to the problem of the coins did a new chro-
nology of these coins which in the years 60—70 AD, perhaps the end
of 50 AD (Kariskovskii 1982, p. 73; Karigkouvskii 1982a, p. €—28).

The geld coins issued at Olbia are the only sources about king
Farzoios (Karisicovskii 1982a, p. 6—28; Karigkovsii 1988, p. 108—112
Anohin 1989, p. 38—59). There is no other information or source con-
cerning this man. On the obverse of these gold coins is the portrait of
Farzoios and the legend Bxotdewd ®oplowy. on the reverse is the eagle
with a tamga sign in his claws and the letters OA; in the field are the
letters of the monetary magistrates (Kariskovskii 1988, p. 108—112;
Anoitin 1989, p. 38—539). The name of king appear either obverse nor
reverse. At the end of the years 70 and the beginning of 80 AD the
gold coins of Farzoios was replace by silver coins of Inismeus. It is
supposes that this king was the son of Farzoios (Kariskovskii 1971,
p. 83; Kariskovskii 1982a, p. 6—28; Anohin 1989, p. 70).

Followed the analyse of the gold and silver coins of Farzoios and
Inismeus and their spread area, P. O. Kariskovskii considers that these
two kings were the leaders of a Sarmatian group from the North-West
of the Black Sea (Kariskovskii 1988, p. 108—115). In this situation
Olbia was under the control of Sarmatians’ kings and recognized their
autherity (Kariskovskii 1988, p. 108—115) but had the permission to
keep its own institutions. At the same time, Sarmatian kings established
a protectorate to assure the security of city as Scythian kings did with
some centuries before. This comparison is based on the similar situa-
tion when the Scythian kings stroke their own coins in the cities where
they had have a protectorate (Canarache 1950, p. 213—237; Vinograd:v
1989, p. 231—250; 1984, p. 168; Andruh 1995, p. 117—147).

Certainly at the middle of the 1lst century AD, Olbia was surroun-
ded by Sarmatians when are many Sarmatian monuments around of
Olbia (Simonenlko — Lobai 1991, p. 86, fig. 24). As consequence of a
such massive movement of Sarmatians, probably now was built the
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settlements system from the zone of bug and Nipru (Buiskih 1991,
p. 128). Another argument for a big number of Sarmatians in this area
is the increase of the onomastic found with Iran-Sarmatian names star-
ted from the second half of the ist century AD (Kariskovskii 1982,
p. 74; 1993, p. 73—96; Vinogradov 1994, p. 169).

Beside of this we must say that in this city was found some ele-
ments of a material culture which must be link with the Sarmatfan
world (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 86). V. V. Krapivina considers that
is not a sarmatization of Olbia but there are many contacts between
Sarmatians and the inhabitants of this city (Krapivina 1993, p. 149).

From Dio Chrysostomos we find out that the political situation at
Olbia was complicated. He said: ,[...] the town of Boristens has not
the right size as their old glory, because of many conquests and wars.
Because is placed in the middle of Barbarians, more than this in the
middle of the most warriors, the town was always touch by wars and
often ccnquered®, last time this happened with 150 years ago (Dio
Chrysostomos XXXV). In a another part of his work Dio said: ,,[...]
if our neighbors will let us in peace temorrow and don't make any
troubles as usually happened¥ (Dio Chrysostomos XXXV).

We observe that in the area of Olbia was a difficult situation
which had some consequences in the minds of inhabitants. Dio Chrysos-
tomos point out the patriotism of Olbians and their respect for eve-
rything which is Greek and they are good warriors. Speaking about one
inhabitance of Olbia, named Callistratos, Dio said that he is brave at
war and on many Sarmatians he killed or took prisoners (Dio Chrysos-
tomos XXV). In another {ragment it is described a Scythian attack,
when one of the guardian was killed and the Olbian who were came
with their weapons and listened his speech (Dio ChTysostomos XXXV).
By the work of Dio we find out that city had defense and a garrison
contented citizens of Olbia (Latysev 1887, p. 189—190). Even if was
this dramatic situation Olbia tried to establish some peaceful relations
with the neighboring tribes. In a lot of inscriptions from Olbia (from
2nd century AD) is said about Sarmatian and Scythian kings, about
the messengers sent by the most powerful men of town at this kings
and some meetings with Sarmatians kings (IOSPE I2, nos. 39, 51, 54;
Krapivina 1993, p. 146). One inscription speaks about the damages
made by Sarmatians in the lands of Olbians (Vinogradov 1975, p. 89—90;
Buiskih 1991, p. 134). Beside these raids of some Sarmatian and Scythian
groups against Olbia there were some times when were established
economical relations. In many of Sarmatian graves from the 1st century
AD are objects which came here only from economical exchanges with
the Olbians (Kovpanenko 1986, p. 130). Anyway, still existed some pe-
ricds when bettween Barbarians and Olbians were some peaceful rela-
tions (Vijazmitina 1972, p. 184). Even if in the second half of the 1st
century AD is a massive Sarmatian inhabitance (Simonenko-Lobai 1991,
p. 86; Grosu 1990, passim; Grossu 1995, p. 13—186), there are no proofs
that Olbia conquered by Sarmatians (Krapivina 1988, p. 15). Some au-
thers censiders that those Sarmatians whe come in this area are the
Aors rememkerd by Pliny the Elder and Pomponius Mela (Simonenko,
Lobai 1991, p. 71—176, 84—86), and Farzoios and Inimeus could be the
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kings of Aors (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 71—75, 84—86; Simonenko
1992, p. 148—162; Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169).

In the same pericd between Rome and Olbia are established strong
economical relations, Olbia is developed its trade relations with the
Roman towns from Balkans and Asia Minor (Gaidukevi¢ 1935, p. 58;
Kozub 1977, p. 72; Krapivina 1993 passim). At Olbic in years 60 of
the ist century AD are established the Roman monetary system (Ka-
raskovskii 1988, p. 115). Now in this city lives the inhabitants who
increased their wealth by trade with the Roman towns (IOSPE, I2, no.
79) and rises constructions in the hcnor of the emperor (IOSPE, 1. 2,
no. 181).

A lot of scholars think that Farzoios and Inismeus had a antiro-
man policy (Kariskovskii 1982, p. 66—82; 1932a, p. 23—24;Sc¢ukin 1982,
p 35—37; Simoneko-Lobai 1991, p. 86); Rusjaeva 1995, p. 24—36).
These opinion is based on the issue of gold coins at Olbia with the le-
gend. This fact was considered as a proof cf an autonomous monetary
policy, because it was forbidden for the cities and states under the
Rcoman influence to strike such coins (Kariskovskii 1982, p. 73—75;
Séukin 1982, p. 36). Another argument was the involve of Olbia in the
conflict between Rome and Bospor on the side of Mithridate (Karis-
kovski 1982, p. 73—74; Jailenko 1987, p. 84—85), based on the inscrip-
tion raised for the Bosporan king where he was called ®uonatpic (IOSPE,
12, no. 38). Other scholars consider this inscription as the main argu-
ment to consider Olbia on the side (Gaidukevi¢ 1955, p. 61; Anohin 1989,
p. 59—=60). The third version says that this iscription was not rised for
the Bosporan king (Saprikin 1985, p. 72-—-73; 1988, p. 155).

In this moment is appreciate that as Chersones did Olbia was o¢n
the side of the Romains and now this city use the new calendaristic
era and so it received some privilegies (Anchin 1989, p. 61—63). P. O.
Karisskovskii considers that this new calendaristic era was in charge
at Olbia after the Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelianus campaign (Karis-
kouskii 1982, p. 73—T74). Certainly the direct implication of Olbia in
the war between Rome and Bospor still remain doubtful. Concerning
the new calendaristic era it must be connected by the Rome and not
by Farzoios (Krapivina 1993, p. 147). More than this, if Chersones has
the right to strike gold coins as a result of Mithridate defeat and Olbia
copper coins, then Farzoios had the right to strike gold coins as re-
cognize of his participation on the Rome side in this war (Kragivina
1983, p. 147). We cann’t exclude there possibility that the Aors have
been bring by the Romans at the Danube border to reinforce and de-
fence Olbia (iirapivina 1993, p. 147).

Let see which is the situation of these coins with the portrait of
Farzoios and the legend basileos issued at Olbia.

Until now was kown that Augustus has the monopole of the gold
and silver coinage. This opinion was based on the fact that no one.
proconsuls had no the right to strike gold and silver coinage. But in the
same period in the Roman Empire the gold and silver coins were is-
sued not only in Rome but also in the mints from Spain and Gaulle
(Lurnett 1977, p. 61). It seems that the strike of the gold coinage is
dating from 54 AD. The decision to strike gold coinage only at Rome
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means a restauration of the enat authority. Thus, they return to a situa-
tion similar with that from the time of Republic whe the Senat had the
right to strike gold coins (Burnett 1977, p. 62). The emperor Nero
will be that who abandonment this centralisation of gold coinage in
63 AD and this situation will be in charge for two hundred years
(Burnett 1977, p. 62).

Concerning the strike of the gold and silver coinage by the client
kings Mommsen said that they have had a limited right to strike such
coins (apud Braund 1983, p. 123). He was based on the situation that
king Herod, the most priviligiate by the client kings, had striken only
copper coine (Braund 1984, p. 123). Exception from this rule are the
Bosporan kings who strike the gold and silver coins before the coming
of Remans but still continue after the conquest in the Early Empire
(Braund 1984, p. 125). As we already said the Jews issued in genereal
only copper coins, but during the time of the rebellion from 66—79
AD they issued gold and silver coins (Braund 1984, p. 126). This coi-
nage with a higher value was issued because of the situation of war.
A simillar situation will be few years later when in the time of the re-
bellion of Bar Kohba were issued the silver coins, but these seem to
be bering from outside (Braund 1984, p. 126). It is a sure thine that the
strike of these coins by the Jews was a necessity cf war the money
were use for the payment of some mercenaries.

Concerning the Greek cities the situation is a little bit the same.
The cities from the inside of the empire demand the emperor to get the
right to strike coins (Burnett 1993, p. 151). This permission was in
fact just a formality, a flated of Greek to obtain the favours of the
emperor (Burnet 1993, p. 151).

The rise at the throne of the emperor Vespasian will bring the
monopolisation of the gold and silver coins (Burnett 1993, p. 151). This
measure was only for the territory of the Empire (Burnett 1993, p. 151)
and the emperor will be involved only in the monetary policy of the
cities from the Empire (Burnett 1993, p. 153). A. Burnett observed that
the cities have had an irregular monetary production, and concluded
they strike only by their neccesities (Burnett 1993, 153). The same au-
thor distinguished mcre levels between the two limits, between whta
means the development of the monetary production and what could
means monetary policy (Burnett 1993, p. 153). A. Burnett explains that
is a tendency to adopt the emperor portrait instead of the own repre-
sentations, until the establish the Roman denominations of coins. Also
there is no monetary policy concerning the provinces (Burnett 1993,
153). Rome tried to impose a monopol of gold coinage only in the
period of the Later Empire (Brawnd 1984, p. 126).

To a well understanding of the sirike of the gold coins by the
Greek cities outside of the Empire we have the situation from Cher-
sones of Taurya.

During the time of the war between Rome and Bospor Chersones
was on the side of Rome (Anohin 1963, p. 20—23; Kadeev 1981, p. 19).
By this event is connected the strike of the gold coinage starting from
47 AD. on the obverse is the portait of the god of Cherscnes and the
letters XEP, cn the reverse the goddesse Arthemis with the bow and
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the spear in hands (Anohin 1977, p. 149, no. 215; 1989, p. 63), but in our
opinion on the obverse is an imperial portrait, represented probably the
emperor Claudius [?] with a lureate head. In another order, after the
end of wer Chersones stoped the issues of glod coins and restart the
copper issues. On this coinage on the obverse is represented the gcd-
desse Nike with a palm branch which symbolize the victory in that
war (Anohin 1977, p. 77, 149—150, nos. 219—222). We concluded that
the gold coins was issued from a situation of necessity and used for
the payment of mercenaries. Thus it is hard to believe that the Ro-
mans let only Chersones to strike gold coins.

Few years later, in the years 79—80 and 84—85 AD, Chersones
will strike again gold coins which is in connection with the Roman ad-
ministration which allowed this right (Anohin 1989, p. 65—66). This
monetary issue corresponds with a period of conflicts, in which it seems
taht were involved some Roman troops (Sarnowski 1988, p. 138, Zubar
1994, p. 29—30). So, in this case is also a necessity situation of Cherso-
nes. In the 2nd century, more exactly in 134 AD, Chersones strikes
again gold coins (Anohin 1989, p. 67—68), because of a bad situation
of the city. At the end of the years 30 and the beginning of 40 of the
2nd century AD, Chersones was attacked by Barbarians and was in a
critical situation. These informations come from an iscription rised for
an unknown citizen of (hersones who paid mercenaries to defence the
city and the enemies were defeat and the peace came into town (Gra-
kov — Vinogradov 1970, p. 127—138; Kadeev 1981, p. 25; Zubar 1994,
p. 38). As we can see in this case the city strike gold coins to pay mer-
cenaries to defence the city. Thus, the strike of the gold coinage is not
connected by the Roman administration.

Concerning the gold coins issued by Olbia with the portrait of Far-
zoios we point out that the opinion that these coins are a sign of an
antiroman policy can’t be sustain. This fact comes from the above ex-
planations which show that the Rome didn’t stop the Greek cities out-
side of the Empire to strike gold or silver coins. More than this we
have no sure informations if Farzoios was the king of those Aors
bring by the Roman in the North-West of the Black Sea as well as there
are no proofs that this king was a vassal of Rome .Also, it can't be
sustain the opinion that the Romans gave to Farzoios the right to strike
gold coins as a recognise of his support in the war. Anyway, it is sure
that Farzoios was a king of the Sarmatians of the North-West of the
Black Sea who lived in the neighbourhood of Olbia.

Considering the critical situation from this region because of the
new Sarmatians’ tribes, unknown and violent, the events could had a
different way, Olbia sourrounded by Barbarians and systematically
attack by these demanded the king Farzoios (who led the most power-
ful tribal union from this region) to be protect and to defence the city.
In exchange cf this favour, which in fact was an agreeement between
Farzoios and Olbia, the city has strike the gold coins to pay the king
and his army. We can exclude that these Sarmatians had received some
economical facilities in the relations with the city.

Cocerning the portrait of Farzcios on the coins with the legend
basileos, this style can belong to that politics to obtain favours charac-
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teristic for the Greek cities. Of course, we don’t exclude the pessibility
that this style to be a condition of Farzoios. In this case these coins
were a sort of payment to protect the city and no way a recognize of
the official authority of Farzoios.

A solution for this problem can come from a fragment of an in-
scription found in 1984 followed the archaeological researches in the
medieval church frem Mangup (Crimea) (Sidorenko 1988, p. 86—87:
Vinogradov 1990, p. 27—32; Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169). Analyzing
the text J. G. Vinogradov established that the inscription comes from
Olbia (Vinogradov 1994, p. 161—162). From the first rows we find
out that a citizen of Olbia, we don't the name because of the fragmen-
tary state of inscription, in the period when ,a great quantity of the
cereals were distroyed by secetei, crossing the land of enemy“ he get
food and so he safed his people from starve. Interesting for us is the
rext information of the inscription. He was in a diplomatic mission at
the governors of Moesia, [Sabinus and Aelianus/, ,great and brave men
with a high value for their generosity“. This he get again bred for city.
Exactly in that moment ,when he was in mission in Moesia, started the
Sarmatian movements and the war. He informed, probably, the gover-
nor about the critical situation and signed an alliance with Rome (sym-
machia), after this he went in another diplomatic mission at Umabios
(Ovue Biog) and another important king frem Aorsia (Acpow) (Vino-
gradov 1994, p. 166—169). Following the analyse of the inscription,
J. G. Vinogradov concluded that the events and the war are the same
with those from the inscription from Tibur, the Sarmation campaign
stoped by Aelianus in the year 62 AD (Vinogradov 1984, p. 166—169).
The main conclusions of the authors are: the inscription most probable,
comes from Olbia, Aorsia must be in the neiyghbouring area of the
province of Moesia and the Danube; Farzoios and Inismeus were kings
of Aors who had the protectorate of Olbia and they were vassals of
Rome (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169).

It is difficult to judge the events described in the inscription from
Mangup by the fragmentary state of inscription and the lack of entire
translattion of this piece. The conclusions of J. G. Vinogradov allow a
lot of new questions and doubts. By the text of inscription results that
around of Olbia was an unstable situation which should not exist if
this territory was under the protection of the kings of Aors. On the
same way, in this case were no reason to sent a messenger to the kings.
More than this, if the kings of Aorsia really had a prctectorate over
Olbia, striking their gold coins, so their main obligation was to defend
the city and not to expect a special demand of help. Also, in the text
there is no mention of Farzoios as king of Aors. The only fact which
can be accepted is the existence of a relationship between the kings of
Aorsia and Farazoios. In the inscription is mentioned the name of Uma-
bios, who probably was the king of Aorsia (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—
169). It is not sure as said J. G. Vinogradov, that Aorsia is not on the
lands between Azov Sea and river Volga, but somewhere near the pro-
vince of Moesia (Vincgradov 1994, p. 166—169). In inscription there is.
no index which can let us to know where ruled Umabios and the ter-
ritcry of Aorsia. More than this, this land can be either in the area of
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the river Danube nor in the zone of Azov Sea and river Don as well
somewhere near river Volga and Cuban zone.

By the accounts of Pliny the Elder we know that at the North
of the river Istru the lands from the bank were taken by a lot of popu-
lations, by ,,Gets [...] Sarmatians, named by the Greks Sauromatians,
amongst them by the Hamaxobians of by the Aors, Scythians [...],.
Alans and Roxolans“ (Pliny IV, 80). From the same author we know
that the Sarmatian tribe of Syracs where somewhere near Olbia (Pliny
IV, 83). Following the comparison between the informations of Strabon
and those of Pliny the Elder it can be seen a movement of Sarmatians
to West described by Pliny. Thus, the groups of Sarmatians who mo-
ved to West, Aors, Roxolans, Syracs and Alans, were in the area where
found the coins and the objects bear the signs of tamga with the arms
of Farzoios and Inismeus, so, it was inside of their ,kingdom®. (S¢ukin
1992, p. 36; 1989, p. 43; Kariskovskii 1982, p. 76 sqq; Simonenko 1992,
p- 161 sqq).

We must remember that there is no information, except the coins,
concerning the relations of Olbia with Farzoics. We have no informa-
tion about the relationship of Farzoios group with other Sarmatian
group. But one thin git is sure that the Roxolans had a special role in
this area as can be understanding from the inscription from Tibur.
There are another questions: who are those Sarmatians from the same
inscription? who are those who started the war? There is no sure si-
tuation of these things, we can only suppose that it hapened. More
than this, we can establish the ethnic origin of Farzoios who could he
Aors as well as Syracs of Roxolan.

After remarkable government of Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelia-
nus, and the involve of the Roman troops in the war with Parthians
until the end of the years 60 of the 1st century AD, the defence of the
Danube frontier became decreased. Thus that in the winter of 67/68 AD
the Roxolans crossed the Danube and crushed two Roman. cohorts (Is-
torii, I, 79). In the next winter, because of the civil war at Rome after
the dcath of Nero, 9,000 Roxolan catafractars plundered the North of
Dobrudja. The hazard made that exactly in that moment the 3rd Gal-
lica legion it was return from the East and joined the troops of the
province of Moesia led by M. Aponius Saturninus and defeated the
encmy (Isterii I, 79). In the autumn of 69 AD, Dacians ,broke% the
silence® because of the difficult situation of the Empire. The event was
account by Tacitus who said: , It moved even the people of Dacians
who never was faithful, and then without scare because was taken
the army from Moesia% (Istorii III, 46, 2). The raids of Dacians was
stoped by Mucianus who returned with his forces from Orient. We must
remarc that on the throne of Dacia was Scorillo when the civil war
started at Rome. This king refused to attack the Empire. If we consi-
der, on the one side this refuse of Scorillo and on the other side that
the Dacians however attacked Moesia in 69 AD, we can suppose that
in that moment cn the throne was other king who decide to attack the
Empire. Anyway, the treaties were signed by Rome with the Barbarian
kings only for their life and renewed with their succesors (Lica 1995,
forthcoming). Also, in the winter of 69/70 AD. had took place a new
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Sarmatian raid over Moesia when was killed the governor of this pro-
vince Fonteius Agrippa (Istorii, 1II, 46, 2). Instead of him was sent
Rubrius Gallus, who after hard efforts was succesfull to establish the
crder and ending the war (Istorii III, 46, 3; Josephus VII, 4, 3).

After the end of war, by the victory of Vespasian, it was seen the
difficulties of the organization of the defence at the Lower Danube.
So, the defence system to have an army at the river Danube. This new-
stituation made Moesia to have an army of four legions: the 7th Clau-
dia, the in 5th Macedonica, the 5th Alaudae and the 1st Italica (Aricescu
1977, p. 32—45). During the reign of Domitian, in the year 86 AD,
when was the war with Dacians it came from Dalamtia the 4th Flavia
Felix legion, beside this were added a lot of the auxiliaries forces (Ari-
cescu 1977, p. 32—45). In the same time of Flavian’s was organized the
Danube fleet Classis Flavia Moesica, garrisoned at Noviodunum and
were bring the first auxiliaries troops in Dobrudja (Suceveanu 1977,

p. 22—23; Strobel 1989, p. 11 sqq).

After the reject of the invaders from Moesia and Pannonia by the
governors of these provinces and the ending of the Roman border re-
organization at Lower Danube, the Empire regulated his relations with
the Barbarians on the diplomatic way. Next period was one of peace
at the Danube Roman frontier. This situation existed until 85/86 AD
when the Dacian invaded Moesia, The seriousness of the situation was
account by Tacitus, who said ,,it were in danger the garrisons of le-
gions and our jpossesion itself¢ (Agricola 41).

In these conflicts between Romans and Dacians, the Sarmatians
were not involved. There are no informations concerning any fights
between the Sarmatians from East and the Romans. Prcbably that
the Roxolans or other Sarmatian tribes haved had signed some ,trea-
ties* with the Empire by whom they received stipendies. Only the Ia-
zyges wo lived in the Hungarian plain from the first half of the 1st
century AD were in trouble with the Romans in 89 AD when they
helped Suebians to plunder Pannonia (Dio Cassius LXVII, 5, 2; RE 1X,
p. 55; Muésy 1974, p. 82 sqq). Few years later, in 92 AD had took place
a new attack of Iazyges over Upper Moesia when was broke the legion
21th Rapax. Because of a promptly intervention, the situation was res-
taurated and the lazyges were defeat (Suetonius VI). After ten years
from these events, other Sarmatians, the Roxolans, will be involve in
the conflicts with the Romans on the side cf Dacians in the first Dacian
war at the beginning of the 2nd century AD. It is sure that at the end
of the 1st century AD, the Sarmatians had been not considered by the
Romans as a real danger. They ware under the control of Rome by
stipendies paied for themu. In fact, the Emiper' tried to solve another
problem in this area that of Dacians who were more dangercus and
very well organized and already have a traditicn of state.
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CONSIDERATII PRIVIND ISTORIA POLITICA A SARMATILOR
LOCUIND LA NORD-VEST DE MAREA NEAGRA IN SECOLUL
Ip.Ch.

VITALIE BARCA

Descoperirile arheologice de vestigii sarmatice ce apartin culturii
sarmatice mijlocii in ultimele doua decenii au dus la o crestere a inte-
resului cercetatorilor fatd de istoria si cultura triburilor sarmatice in
secolele II a.Ch.—II d.Ch. Incepind din secolul II a.Ch. sarmatii
incep sd joace un rol important in istoria anticid influen{dnd prin impli-
carea lor soarta multor evenimente politico-militare. Astfel ei influen-
teazd soarta oraselor grecesti de la nordul Marii Negre, se implicd In
evenimentele ce vizeazi statele din zona Caucazului, dar si pe cele de
dincolo de Caucaz; influenteazi soarta diferitelor populatii pe care le
intadlnesc in calea lor in procesul expansiunii spre vest. Nu in ultimul
rédnd, sarmatii se vor ciocni de romani, efectudnd numeroase incursiuni
de jaf in provinciile romane, fapt ce va agrava treptat situatia provin-
ciilor dunirene in sec. II—III d.Ch.

Prima ciocnire dintre sarmati si romani va avea loc in anul 16 a. Ch.,
cdnd sarmatii trec Dundirea piétrunzidnd in Dobrogea si Moesia de unde
sunt respinsi si alungati in stdnga Dundrii de cidtre L. Tarius Rufus
(Dio Cassius, LIV, 20, 1—3).

In sec. I a.Ch., sarmatii dominau in stepele dintre Don si Nipru,
episodic pitrund in dreapta Niprului, iar citre sfarsitul secolului I d. Ch,,
ajung, in urma incursiunilor, in zona Dundrii de Jos. Tot in sec. I a. Ch.
sarmatii deranjeazi purtdtorii culturii Zarubinetk, patrund in Crimeea
si ating teritoriile Imperiului roman pe care il vor ataca de acum ina-
inte in aliantad cu geto-dacii. '

Odatd cu primele decenii ale secolului I d.Ch. informatiile pri-
vitoare la sarmati se inmultesc, fara a deveni insid deosebit de per-
tinente. Dio Cassius ne spune cd in perioada revoltei din Pannonia si
Dalmatia, A. Caecina Severus, comandantul armatei romane, ,s-a rein-
tors in Moesia unde nivilisers si jefuiau dacii si sarmatii® (Dio Cassius,
LV, 30, 4). Florus ne relateazd ci a avut loc o campanie romand, con-
dusi de Cornelius Lentulus, impotriva sarmatilor la Dunare (Florus,
II, 29). Cea mai completi stire despre sarmatii de la gurile Dundrii
din primele decenii ale sec. I d.Ch. o avem la Ovidiu, care a fost
exilat la Tomis in anii 8—18 d.Ch.

Ovidiu ne spune ci se aflid ,intr-un tinut aspru printre sarmati si
geti“ (Tristele, III, 3, 5—6) si se plange ca se afld intr-o regiune Inspi-
mantitoare, inter Saurmatos... Gietasque (Tristele, 1II, 3, 5—6), sau
Sarmaticis locis (TTistele, IV, 8, 16). El se teme ci va muri cici si sulle-
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tul lui va ratdci inter Sarmaticos...umbros (Tristele, III, 3, 63). Poe-
tul se intreaba dacid sarmatij si getii ii vor citi vreodati poeziile (Trts-
tele, IV, 1, 94). In alte versuri el spune ci a invatat limba getilor si a
sarmatilor (Tristele, V, 7, 13) si i-a cunoscut cu arma in mana (Ponti-
cele, II, 2, 95). Ovidiu ii aminteste pe sarmati si in jurul Tomisului
(Tristele, V, 7, 13).

Din datele citate reiese c'ar ci in aceasti vreme sarmatii, in alianta
cu geto-dacii, patrundeau in Dobrogea si coabitau cu getii pe acelasi
teritoriu.

Datoritd incursiunilor getfilor si sarmatilor se pare cd romanii si-au
rezervat dreptul de a exercita asupra tirmului vest-pontic, mai expus
primejdiilor, o supraveghere militari incredintati unui praefactus orae
maritimae (institutie atestatd in alte zone ale imiperiului), sau poate
unui praefectus ripae Danuvi (Petolescu 1995, p. 21—23). Cert este ci
in zona oraselor grecesti vest-pontice, incepind din vremea lui Augus-
tus (candva inainte de 8—9 d.Ch.), a fost supusd jurisdictiei unui
praefectus aflat, la randlu! siu, sub controlul proconsulului Macedoniei
pénd la intemeierea provinciei Moesia (anul 15 d.Ch), Probail, din
primii ani ai sec. I d.Ch., pe Dundre, va circula o flotd romana (Peto-
lescu 1995, p. 21—23). In ceea ce priveste administratia militard in
zond, ea se va mentine pand la slarsitul sec. I d. Ch.,, cand litoralul
Marii Negre va trece in cadrul administrativ al Moesiei Inferior. Restul
teritoriului, in care se intindea toatd Dobrogea, facea parte din terito-
riul denumit ripa ‘Thraciae, inglobat in regatul clientelar al odrisilor
pana in 46 d. Ch., cind Claudius transforma Thrdcia in provincie ro-
mané, iar Dcbrogea a fost incorporata provinciei Moesia. Dintr-o epis-
told a poetului exilat Ovidiu (Ponticele, 1V, 9, 75-—80) aflam cd L. Pom-
ponius Flaccus (viitor legat al Moesiei din anul 18 d.Ch.), a executat o
comandd la Dunidrea de Jos. Tot de acolo af'dm ca, gratie masurilor
luate de Pomponius Flaccus, cumplita rdpa a Istrului a devenit sigura.
Cert este ca timp de jumaitate de secol Dobrogea, si in general tinutu-
rile de la sud de Dunare, nu vor mai fi tulburate de incursiunile popu-
latiilor iransdanubiene.

In perioada domniei lui Claudius pozitia romanilor la Dunare se
intareste. Thracia devine o provincie procuratoriani, anul organizirii
acestei noi provincii (46 d.Ch), fiind transmis de Eusebius (Eusebius,
180). Tot de acum, autoritatea guvernatorilor Moesiei se va extinde
pana la gurile Dundrii si mare. Limitele acestei provincii sunt redate
de Pliniu cel Batran in a sa Istorie Naturald (Plintu, III, 149).

In aceste conditii, izbucneste un nou conflict, de data aceasta pentru
tronul Bosporului, intre fratii Mithridates VIII si Cotys, care au implicat
in acest conflict mai multe triburi barbare din zond, dar si trupele
romane (Anale, XII, 15—21).

La mijlocul si in a doua jumaitate a secolului I d.Ch., creste simtitor
numdirul monumentelor sarmatice in nord-vestul Marii Negre (Grosu
1990, p. 201; Sculkin 1989, p. 70—84; Simonenko—Lobai 1991, p. 35—
60). Nu demult cercetitorul M. B. Séukin a emis o ipotezd, destul de
indrazneatd, potrivit cdreia conflictul dintre aorsi si siraci a dus la
destabilizarea lumii sarmatice, eveniment ce a avut drept consecinta
pornirea unor grupiri de sarmati spre vest, atragind in aceastd migcare
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noi grupdri sarmatice (S¢ukin 1982, p. 35—37; 1989, p. 78; 198Ga, p. 43).
Dupid parerea noastrd nu trebuie acordat conflictului dintre siraci si
aorsi un caracter global. Acest eveniment fiind unul local in istoria
Bosporului, el atingidnd zona Cuban si estul Marii Azov. Conflictul din-
tre aorsi si siraci a fost doar un episod in lantul evenimentelor care au
urmat. Inceputul miscarii triburilor sarmatice spre vest fiind datorat
presiunii alanilor (Simonenko 1992, p. 160—162) din est, care la rin-
dul lor erau impinsi de huni. Cert este cd la granita dintre secolele
I a.Ch.—I d.Ch., incepe ocuparea de cidtre sarmati a teritoriilor din
nord-vestul Mairii Negre, fapt ce este datorat presiunii grupuri'or de
migratori din est. Dar sa vedem cum se reflectd aceastd miscare in
izvoarele antice.

Dupa cum stim Strabon a facut ultimele modificiari in Geografia
sa in anul 18 d.Ch. La el, aorsii (de sus si de jos), sunt asezati pe teri-
toriul dintre Tanais si nordul Marii Cagpice, la sud de ei Strabon ii
aseazd pe sarmatii siraci (Strabon, XI, 5, 7—8). Tot Strabon, in spatiul
dintre Dundre si Nipru, ii asazi pe iazigi, sarmatii regali si urgi, pe
roxolani, in schimb, ii aminteste intre Tanais si Borysthenes (Strabon
VII, 3, 17). Pliniu cel Batrian (23—79 d.Ch.), in lucrarea sa Istoria
Naturala, ne da o altid situatie a triburilor sarmatice. In cartea a IV-a
a lucrdrii sale, el {i plaseazi pe aorsi si hamaxobieni aldturi cu roxo-
lanii si alanii, de-a lungul tarmului Marii Negre, la nord de Istru (Pli-
niy IV, B0). Acelasi autor, redand intreaga realitate istorici creata in
reglumle dintre Dundre si Pddurea Hercinici pand la lagédrele de iarna
de la Carnuntum din Pannonia si la hotarele de acolo cu germanu ne
spune: campiile si sesurile sunt stipinite de sarmatii iazigi, iar muntii
si padurile de daci, impingi de primii pana la raul Pathisus (Pliniu IV,
80). Relatarile lui Pliniu cel Batrian sunt confirmate de Tacitus (Anale
XII, 29, 5; 30, 1; Germania I, 1), care ne spune cid Germania este
separati de gali, reti si panoni prin fluviul Rin si Dunare, iar de sar-
mati si de daci prin teama pe care o au intai fati de altii sau prin
munte. Tot Pliniu cel Batrin ii aseazi pe siraci, nu in Caucaz ci, in
zona Niprului de Jos (Pliniu IV, 83; S&ukin 198, p. 75: 1989a, p. 40:
Vinogradov 1994, p. 165), dar in cartea a VI-a a lucririi sale Pliniu fi
aminteste pe aorsi in zona Marii Caspice (Pliniu VI, 39), adici acolo
unde ii pomeneste Strabon (Strabon XI, 5, 7—38). Aceeasi situatie o avemn
in lucrarea lui Ptolomeu, care a folosit, probabil, opera lui Pliniu cel
Batran (Vinogradov 1994, p. 165).

Dupa Ptolemeu, hamaxobienii, in componenta cirora intrau popoare
mai mici, iar printre acestea aorsii, care locuiesc in Sarmatia Euro-
peand (Ptolemey III, 5, 7—10). In alt loc a lucrarii sale, Ptolemeu ne
vorbeste de aorsi si alanorsi ce sunt amintiti in legituri cu Scitia si
se afld dupd muntele Imaem (Ptolemeu VI, 14, 910, 13), adicd In zona
Volgidi de Jos si in Caspia de Vest (Vinogradov 1994, p. 165). Cerceti-
torul J. G. Vinogradov, analizind informatiile acestor autori antici,
ajunge, pe buna dreptate, la concluzia cid Pliniu si-a luat informatia
de la Mithridates VIII, regele Bosporului (care a locuit la Roma intre
49—68 d.Ch.), de partea cdruia au luptat sarmatii siraci si care au

fost infrinti de aorsi, pe de altd parte, de la Flavius Sabinus si Tiberius
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Plautius Silvanus a caror legiuni s-au luptat de nenumdrate ori cu tri-
burile sarmatice (Vinogradov 1994, p. 165).

Astfel, daca la Strabon iazigii se afla undeva intre Istru si Borysthe-
nes, roxolanii intre Borysthenes si Tanais, iar aorsii intre Tanais, Meo-
tida si Marea Caspicd, la Pliniu aorsii si roxolanii se afld undeva la
nord de Istru, iar mai la est siracii si alanii. lazigii, in schimb, se afla
in Campia Ungarj unde sunt atestati de catre Tacitus ca aliati ai lui
Vannius (Anale, XII, 29, 3). Suprapunerea hartii etnice a lui Strabon
cu cea a lui Pliniu fixeazad miscarea triburilor sarmatice spre vest. In
ceea ce priveste informatiile privitoare la siraci si aorsi, din cartea a
VI-a, se pare ca Pliniu reflecti o realitate istorici ce duce la singura
concluzie potrivit careia o parte a aorsilor au ramas pe locurile vechi
de locuire unde, mai tarziu, ii fixeaza si Ptolemeu (Ptolemeu VI, 14,
9-—10, 13). Este foarte greu de crezut cid aorsii care ocupau o importanta
arteri comerciald pe unde se aduceau marfurile din India, Babilon,
din Armenig spre T'angis si care erau un trib foarte bogat si paréseasca
aceste locuri. Aceasta chestiune #iind deja discutatd de unii cercetatori
(Rostovtev 1818, p. 130; Lukjasko 1984; p. 161—165; Silov 1983, p. 43;
Vinogradov 1994, p. 161—165).

In ceea ce priveste alanii izvoarele antice sunt putine, dar si con-
fuze. Stirile despre alani apartin unor autori a cdror informatie se afla
sub semnu’ intrebdrii, Cele mai timpurii izvoare care 1i mentioneazi
pe alani, ca locuitori in nordul Caucazului, sunt informatiile date de
Lucanus (39—65 d.Ch.) (Lucanus VIII, 222), si Valerius Flaccus (apud
Semonenky 1992, p. 159—160). Al4i autori, care ii amintesc pe alani, sunt
Seneca si Plinju cel Batran. Pe baza informatiei acestor autori se con-
sidera, de cdtre unij cercetitori, ¢c& in a doua jumatate a secolului I
d.Chv., alanii sunt prezenti la Dundre (Skripkin 1982, p. 91). La Seneca
nu avem nimic concret despre locuirea alanilor, el vorbind despre
acestia ca locuind langa ,JIstrul care da putintd de fuga salbaticilor
alani% (Seneca, 629—630). Dupa cum vedem, aceastd informatie nu ne
spune nimic concret despre locuirea alanilor in zona Dunérii. V. V.
Latysev considera, pe buna dreptate, cd alanii lui Seneca sunt cei care
locuiau in stepele din jurul Marii Caspice si a stepelor din nordul
Caucazului de unde efectuau incursiuni la hotarele Dundrii ale Impe-
riului roman (Latysev 1949, p. 266; Simonenko—Lobai 1991, o. 73; Si-
monenko 1992, p. 160). In ceea ce priveste informatia lui Pliniu, la el
alanii sunt plasati mai la vest de roxolani (Pliniu IV, 80), ceea ce
este o greseald a expunerii din textul lui Pliniu. Ultimul izvor, din sec.
I 4.Ch., care are stiri despre aluni, este lucrarea lui Flavius Josephus
(Josephus VII, 7, 4), care ne spune ca: ,triburile aanilor sunt o parte
a scitilor ce locuiesc in jurul Tanaisului si lacului Meotict, adica i'n
zona Donului de Jos, dar si mai spre est, unde sunt atestati arheologic
(Smirnov 1959, p. 260--322; Silov 1959, p. 323—523; Selov 1961, p.
61——94: Jdanovski 1969, p. 38—45; Skripkin 1990, passim). Cert este ca
in a doua jumitate a sec. I d.Ch., alanii trebuie localizati nu mai 1a
vest de Don, ci undeva pe Tdanais 'si malurile Meotidei (Simonenko—
Loba; 1991, p. 70—75), de unde efectuau incursiuni spre vest fapt ce
a dus si la mentionarea lor in izvoare antice, fira ca aceasta sd fie o
dovadi a locuirii lor in nord-vestul Marii Negre.
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Dupi anexarea Dobrogei la provincia Moesia in anul 46 d.Ch.,
(Eusebiu 180d), stirile retritoare la sarmatii dundreni devin tot mai
dese, Acest fapt se datoreaza in primul rand vecinatdi sarmatilor cu
Imperiul, dar si datoritd incursiunilor efectuate pe teritoriul roman.

Una din sursele principale, care tace referire la sarmatii de la nord
de Dunare, este placa de marmura fixata pe mausoleul tamiliei Plauti-
nilor de la Ponte Lucano de langa Tibru (CIL XIV, 3608). Aceasta fas-
tuoasa inscriptie a fost redactata intre anii 74—79 d. Ch. si tace o tre-
cere in revistd a activitatii lui Tiberius Plautius Sitlvanus Aelianus in
calitatea sa de legatus al provinciei Moesia intre anii 57—67 (Stein
1940, p. 28—31; Pippidi 1967, p. 287—301; Licordari 1982, p. 47; V ogel—
Weidemann 1982, p. 407, Canole—Milns 1983, p. 186; Gostar—Lica
1984, p. 44—49; Kariskovskii—Kleiman 1985, p. 91; Zubar 1988, p.
20; Leschhorn 1993, p. 76). Una dintre primele actiuni ale lui T. Plau-
tius Silvanus, care constituie o informatie importantd pentru istoria
regiunii de la Dundirea de Jos in cea de-a doua jumadtate a sec. I. d.Ln.,
ar fi cea referitoare la mutarea in dreapta Dunarii a 100.0u0 de trans-
danubieni (r. Y—13). Vasi.e Parvan afirma despre acestla: ,,Sunt toy
nomazi; caci ii vedem dusi, nu in calitate de oaste biruiti, c1 de popor
in stare de migratie, fiecare trib cu totj ai lui, copii si femei, si cu
gefii respectivi. Mutarea lor e pacificd; s1 se face adica prin buna inge-
legere cu ei, iar nu in urma unor lupte“. Tot el ne spune ca ,ei sunt
0 populatie amestecata bastarno-sarmato-getica din nordul gurior Lu-
narii; impinsi de bastarnii estici si nordici1 spre miazazi si de aceea cau-
tindu-gi locuinte noi In mordul Dunarii% (Pdrvan 192o, p. 1U4). 10t
Parvan spunea ci mutarea lor a fost pacinca si s-a facut prin buna
intelegere cu ei, si nu in urma unor lupte (Pdrvan 1$26, p. 1U4). La ran-
dul sau C. Patsch vedea si el in transdanubieni pe roxoiani, bastarni si
daci ce erau presati dinspre rasarit de sarmati (Puisch 1v3Z, p. 1ou).
Cercetatorii T. Zawadski (Zawadski 19/5, p. 6z) si M. B. $cuxin (pcu-
kin 1989, p. 79; 1989a, p. 44) considera ca transdanubienii erau ce1 ce
cautau rerugiu din cauza presiunii sarmatilor din est. D. M. Pippidi
considera ca este vorba de crearea unui spatiu de siguranta prin sura-
mutarea populatiei din campia munteana (£ippidi 1vv/, p. sUI—ouY).
Mergand mai departe, D. M. Pippidi considera ca Tiberius Piautius Siu-
vanus a procedat la fel ca i Aeltus Cdtus la o evacuare parfiaid a teri-
toriului get (Pippidi 1967, p. 307—309). De asemenea, A. V. Simonenko
si B. I. Lobai considera ca stramutarea celor 100.000 de transdanubieni
in Moesiq si linistirea sarmatilor nu sunt legate de spatiul dinire Nipru
si Dunare, ci de activitatea acestuia in provincia Moesia (Sumonenko—
Lobai 1991, p. 87). Tot ei considera ca aceste actiuni au avut loc nu
mai tarziu de anul 62 d.Ch., inainte de campania de sprijinire a Cher-
sonesului. O parere interesanta au P. Canole si R. D. Mins, care cun-
siderd cia cei 100.000 de transdanubieni sunt dintre toate popuiatule
care puteau plati pentru a se aseza in Imperiu (Canole—Mins 1983,
p. 186). Scopul acestei acfiuni era in principal de naturda economico-
iiscald, asa cum rezulti din randul 11 al inscriptiei tiburtine (P<ppidi
1967, p. 309; Petolescu 1995, p. 23), care ne spune ca acestia au 103t
primit-i in Imperiu ca tributari: ad praestanda tributa. Rezultatele aces-
tei actiuni sunt relatate in randul 25—26 din care aflaim <a Aelianus
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a fost cel dintai care, prin trimiteri masive de grau din aceasta provin-
cle, a ugurat aprovizionarea populatiei din Roma: prlmus ex ea pro-
vdicly magne tritici modo annonam pfopuli] Rfomani] adelevavit (Pl~
Ppidi 1967, p. 309).

O alta reaiizare semnificativi pentru prezenta discutie este reprl—
marea intentiilor agresive ale sarmatilor (motum orientem Sarmatarum),
il 1mprejurari asupra carora nu ni se dau multe amanunte. Autorul
€iogiului precizeaza ca operatiunea plind de succes ar fi fost savarsita
cand o parte din armata Moesiei a fost trimisa pentru a sustine expedi-
ya din Armenia | ...] quamuis parte[m] magna[m] exercitus ad misisset
(Pippiag 1967, i, 311) In urma analizei acestor randuri s-a ajuns la
concluzia ca e.xpedma impotriva caldretilor stepei trebuie sa fi avut
loc in vara—toamna anului 62 d.Ch. (Pippidi 1967, p. 311; Scéukin 1989,
p. 8U; Vinogradov 1994, p. 166), cand din armata Moesiei de trei legiuni,
0 Jegiune, @ V-a Macedonica, se gasea de mai multe luni in Orient, ca
misiunea de a intari forfele angajate iIn conflictul cu partii (Pippldv
i%6/, p. 311; Gostar—Lica 1984, p. 49; Petolescu 1995, p. 24). Cert este
ca la dlspompa lui Aelianus ramaneau doar doua leglum, a VIli-a
Augusta gi @ VII-a Claudia (Pippidi 1967, p. 311—312).

Urmatorul merit a lui Itberius Plautius Silvanus, dar care face
parte din aceeasi actiune, a fost ca ,,a adus regi, pani atunci necunos-
cufi ori dusmani poporului roman, pe malul Dunarlii pe care-l pazea,
spre a-i pune sa se inchine steaguriior romane; a trimis inapoi regilor
bastarnilor si roxolanilor pe fiii lor prinsi ori luati inapoi de la dug-
manii lor, iar regelui dacilor pe fra{i; de la unii dintre ei a luat in
schimb ostateci® (r. 16—21) (Pppidi 1967, p. 312; Gostar 1979, p: 129—
136).

)V. Parvan observa cd teatrul operatiunilor e in Basarabia si cel
mult in Moldova de miazazi si ca intreaga orientare a actiunii lui Aelia-
nus e spre nord-est. Tot el observa ca de lupte propriu-zise e foarte
putin vorba si cd mai degraba a fost o demonstratie de for{d pe malul
stang al Dunarii de Jos (Pdrvan 1926, p. 103). La randul sau, C. Patsch
Credea ca roxolanii, bastarnii si dacii au fost atacati de sarmatii din
est luandu-le osbatem si obllgandu i pe acestia sd li se asocieze (Patsch
1940, p. 163). Acelagi autor credea ca Aelwanus ar ii intrant pe navali-
tori redind libertatea prizonierilor la care se face aluzie in inscriptie,
rasturnand astfel sistemul de aiianta (Pdtsch 1940, p. 165). De aseme-
nea, D. M. Pippidi considera ca propozitia motum ortentem Sarmatarum
Comp"‘ essit nu se poate referi decat la inabusirea de catre romani a unei
amenintd care pune in primejdie hotarele provmc1e1 Moesia (Pippidi
1567, p. 313). Acelasi autor considera cd nimic nu dovedeste ca atacul
sarmat;llor din esi ar fi vizat in primul rand pe roxolani, pe bastarni
si pe daci, si credea ca prin Sarmatae avem a intelege roxolam (Pippid:
1907, p. 313). © ozt el

In ceea ce privesie mijloacele pe care le-a folosnt Aellamus pentru
a-si atinge telul ele, in opinia iui D. M. Pippidi, au fost de ordin mili-
tar, fara sa exclulda insa, negocicrile diplomatice, in urma carora regii
barbari sa lege cu romanii relatij de buna vecinatate (Pippidi 1967, p.
313). In alta ordine de idei, nu se poate exclude nici posmbzhtartea ca
intoarcerea fiilor si fratllor regilor bastarnilor, roxolanilor ‘i ‘dacilor
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sd se fi facut in calitatea lor de regi clienti (Petolescu 1995, p. 24), iar
ostatec:u primiti de romani atunci proveneau de la acei inamici necv-
noscufi noud (Petolescu 1995, p. 24).

. lPri\_riuté in contextul politicii romane din aceasti perioadid ne sim-
{im vobllgati sa atragem atenfia asupra unor detalii care au o impnr-
tantd majors ir} economia lucrurilor. Tinem si precizim ci intrecoa
actiune a lui Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelianus a fost indreptati fm-
potriva acelor sarmati necunoscuti, care nici intr-un caz nu erau aceeasi
cu roxolanii, asa cum considera D. M. Pipwoidi (Pippidi 1967, p. 313).
Suntem siguri ci folosirea denumirii de sarmati vrea si evidentieze fan-
tul ca este vorba de alte neamuri sarmatice decit roxolanii. De a'tfsl,
In inscriptie se spune clar ci Aelianus ,a adus regi, pini atunci neen-
noscuti rioud ori dusmani poporului roman, pe malul Dunirii% (Pdrvan
1926, p. 103). Or, din cite stim, din informatiile autorilor antici. dar
si din descoperirile arheologice, roxolanii nu puteau fi acei nectmosi
din simplul motiv cd acestia locuiau din prima jumitate a sec. I d.Ch.
in apropierea hotarelor provinciei Moesia. De altfel, faptu' ca regelui
roxdlanilor j-au fost inapoiati fiii, denota un singur fapt, ci acestia avean
o relatie speciali ca romanii.

~ De asemenea, atacul sarmatilor din est viza atdt wvovulatiile din
zond, cit si hotarele provinciei Moesia. Pentru a evita crearea unei
situatii tensionate, care putea si se soldeze cu coalizarea mai mnltor
grupuri de barbari, dar si atacarea provinciei Moesia, 1-au determinat
pe Aelianus si intreprindid misuri imediate. Sunt convins. de altfel.
cd intreaga actitine a fost indreptati spre nord-est.

. In ceea ce priveste mijloacele pe care le-a folosit Aelianus tinem
sd credem ci acestea au fost de ordin militar, dar si dinlomatis. Cert
este cd in wrma acestei actiuni Aelianus a adus ve acei regi nesunns~11#
la Dunidre si se inchine steagurilor romane. Tinem si mai precizim
cd este posibil ca o parte din fiii regilor bastarnilor si roxolanilor si
fratii regelni dacilor, care au fost intorsi acestora, si fi fost luati ina-
poi de la acei dusmani ce au fost adusi la Dunire. Intoarcerea acestr~
fiii si frati se datoreazi faptului ci acestia erau, cel mai nrohabil, in-
clusi- in sistemul de amicitia sau de societates. Formula intd'nitd =i
folositi era cea de amicus et socius populi Romant, dealtfel exvrimati
in diferite variante, dar avind acelasi sens (Braund 1984, p. 45: Opreanu
1994, p. 202—203). J. Klose, intr-o lucrare consacratd relatijlor dintre
romanj si popoarele barbare de la Rin §i Dundrea Mijlocie. a elaborat
o schemi ce stabileste patru categorii de relatii cu Imperiul roman
(Klose 1934, p. 147):

1. -State clientelare, care nu plitesc tribut Romei sau plitesc o
sama micd in schimbul unor avantaje oferind Romei trupe pe durnta
existentei tratatului.

... 2. Unele state clientelare care obtinean sume de bani de la romani,
jar-in schimb ofereau ajutor militar in caz de rizboi.

3. State ce primeu stipendii de la romani in scimbul cdrora se obli-
gau si asigure securitatea frontierei romane.

4. State care primesc stipendii, dar se obligi si nu Intreprindd
incursiuni in teritoriul roman,
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Acelasi autor aprecia ci prima categorie predomini in zona Rinu-
lui de la inceputul sec. I d.Ch. — pand la jumitatea lui, in schimb
a doua si a trela se intilnesc in special pe parcursul secolelor I—II
d.Ch, in timp ce a patra se intilneste cu precidere in secolul IIT d.Ch.,
alituri de care se intilnesc a doua si a treia categorie (Klose 1934, p.
147). Pentru situatia noastri se pare ci atat dacii, cit si roxolanii st
b_asta-rnii se obligau in schimbul stipendiilor si asigure securitatea fron-
tierelor romane. Subsidiile primite de la romani constituia un ajutor in
hani care nu era altceva decat o soldi. Aceste subsidii asiguraw in
schimb securitatea frontierei romane in conditiile in care dinspre est
veneau noi vauri de harbari, dar si in conditiile transferarii centrului
de greutate al moliticii Imperiului de la Rin la Dunirea de Jos. De
altfel, si in perioada dinastiei Flaviilor romanii vor reglementa situatia
¢t barbarii de la nord de Dunare prin metode politico-diplomatice (Lica
1966 — sub tipar; Lica mss.). precedate uneori in conflicte armate
care au avut la bazi cunoscutul model al relatii'or cu externde gentes,
un exemplu elocvent fiind actiunea lui L. Tampius Flavianus, care a
fost identicd cu cea a lui Aelianus (Lica 1996 — sub tipar; Lica mss.).
Tot aici putem aminti si relatiile dintre daci si romani din perioada
Iui Vespasian, care a incheiat cu dacii un tratat care prevedea plata
unor subsidii citre Imperiu in schimbul pastrarii linistei la hotarul
drndrean al acesteia. Este posibil ca un astfel de tratat Vespasian si fi
~~mnat §i cu roxolanii, dar si cu alte triburi sarmatice. Acest faot este
A~dus de citre noi din inexistenta, pind in anul 8% d.Ch., a conflictelor
dintre sarmati si romani la Dunare. Chiar si Traian a plitit stipendii
roxolanilor, probabil, doar pentru a-i determina si nu intreprindi in-
crrsiuni in Imperiu (Opreanu 1994, p. 203—207; Lica 1996 — sub tipar;
Lira, mss.). Se pare ci tot el a redus stipendiile roxolanilor atunci cind
a ronsiderat cd acestia nu mai prezinta un pericol major pentru Imeriu
(Historia Aucnusta, 6, 2). De altfel, pe buni dreptate, se considerid ci
D'ata stivendiilor a fost initiatd de Traian in preaima celui de al doilea
ri-hoi dacic pentru a se asisura ci roxolanii nu ii vor mai sprijini pe
daci (Opreanu 1994, p. 207). Dupa moartea lui Traian, imparatul Hadrian,
n uirma atacurilor sarmatilor. a fost nevoit si negocieze r ei pacea si
si fncheie un tratat, ajungind cu ei la o alianti stabild (Opreanu 1994,
p. 207).

In ceea ce priveste regii necunoscuti din inscriptia de la Tibur este
posibil cd Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelianus le-a impus conditii printre
care era restituirea prizonierilor de rdzboi, interzicerea avropierii de
granitele romane si plata despigubirilor. Informatii despre aceste con-
ditii in textul ‘inscriptiei nu avem. Avar insi ostatecii al! cdror rol era
printre altele si acela de a garanta vlata desodgubirilor (Lica 1996, sub
tioar), dar este si un argument mafor c¢i barbarii au inteles corect acor-
durile incheiate (Lica 1996, sub tipar). Oricum ar sta lucrurile, luarea

de ostateci din familiile regilor sau sefilor de triburi este una din clau-
zele cele mai des atestate si impuse de romani barbarilor (Lica 1989,
p. 40 sqq; Lica 1996, sub tipar). Acestia erau oferiti in principal ca
scopul de a garanta fidelitatea lor fati de Imperiu, dar si de a respecta
conditiile impuse, Cert este ci ostatecii primiti de romani proveneau de
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la acei inamici necunoscuti, adici sarmatii din esi, care au fost adusi
pe malul Dundrii si se inchine steagurilor romane.

In acest context se inscrie foarte bine versiunea lui M. B. Sé¢ukin,
dupa care cauza tuturor acestor evenimente este expansiunea in stepele
Europei de Est a noilor triburi sarmatice (Séukin, 1989, p. 78).

Toate aceste evenimente se petreceau in imediata apropiere a gra-
nitei provinciei, in zona cursului de jos al Dunirii, fapt ce rezultd din
randul 21—-22 al inscriptiei tiburtine. Dupid ce ne spune ci ,de la unii
dintre dansii a luat in schimb ostateci (ab aliquis eorum opsides accept),
in continuare citim: per quem pacem provinciae et confirmavit et pro-
rulit, ceea ce Parvan traduce: ,astfel a statornicit el pacea provinciei
st a largit hotarele ei* (Pdrvan 1926, p. 103), dar despre o extindere a
hotarelor provinciei nu poate fi vorba (Pippidi 1967, p. 315—328), mai
degraba aceasta inseamna o extindere a pacii (Stein 1940, p. 30; Vino-
gradov 1994, p. 166), sau mai bine zis o pacificare vremelnici a tinutu-
rilor invecinate (Pippidi 1967, p. 319).

Guvernatorul Moesiei a actionat si in sprijinul Chersonesului, care
era asediat de sciti, obligdnd pe regele scitilor sa ridice asediul cetatii
{Kariskovski; — Kleiman 1985, p. 91; Zubar 1988, p. 19-—27; Buiskth
1989, p. 24—25; Zubar — Kostromideva 1990, p. 83—86; Smalko 1990,
p. 84—92; Zubar 1994, p. 26—29) (r. 24—25). Cert este ca toate mdasurile
luate de Tiberius Plautius Silvanus au fost actiuni separate ce au avut
loc intre anii 62—67 d.Ch.

Pe baza informatii'or pe care ni le oferid inscriptia tiburting s-a
tras concluzia c3 roxolanii nu puteau fi acei sarmati care s-au ridicat
impotriva romanilor {Canole — Milns 1983, p. 187). Inexistenta dovezi-
lor directe privitoare la aceasta problema a dus la existenta mai multor
opinii care ingreuneazi si mai tare situatia. Astfel, unii cercetdtori vad
in sarmatii ce aveau intent{ii agresive fati de romani pe alani (Patsch
1940, p. 165), ori iazigi in aliantd cu aorsii, ori pe aorsi singuri {(Canole
-—- Milns 1983, p. 187). J. G. Vinogradov, intr-un studiu recent, ajunge
la concluzia cd cei care akr luptat impotriva lui Tiberius Plautius Silva-
nus au fost ori urgii pe care ii cunoastem, ori iazigii, care au efectuat
un raid din Zakarpatija cu scopul de a recuceri vechile zone de lotuire
(Vinogradov 1994, p. 168), ori o parte a siracilor, care dupa Pliniu, s-au
asezat in apropiere de Olbia (Pliniu IV, 83; Rusiajaeva 1989, p. 192
193; 1995, p. 24—36). Recent, M. B. Séukin, in urma analizei inscrip-
tiei tiburtine, ajunge la concluzia potrivit cireia sarmatii pomeniti (adica
cej ce aveau intentii agresive), erau supusii lui Farzoios, iar prin revolta,
miscarea, acestora trebuie si intelegem insadsi infiintarea acestui ,regat®
cu o viadita tenta antiromana (Séukin 1989a, p. 45), la care se adauga
baterea monedelor de aur (S¢éukin 1989, p. 80). Ace'asi cercetitor con-
siderd cd au existat douid coalitii; romanii sustinuti de bastarni, daci
si roxolani, iar.rizboiul a fost dus impotriva sarmatilor si a scitilor
(Séukin 1989, p. 80: 1989a, p. 45). Desi reconstituirea evenimentelor
istorice din secolul I d.Ch., din nordul si nord-vestul Marii Negre se
bazeazd pe informatii partiale ale autorilor antici, putinele inscriptii
care s-au mai péastrat, monete, si nu in ultimul ridnd descoperirile
arheologice, e'e totusi nu pot infdtisa o imagine clarid si sigura a situa-
tiei din acea perioadd. Si vedem, insi, cine sunt acei sarmati care
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populeazd nord-vestul Mirij Negre, cine sunt acesti Farzoios si Inismeus
care sunt cunoscufi dupi materialul numismatic de la Olbia.

Initial acesti doi conducidtori erau considerati regi sciti tarzii, de
care depindea, la sfarsitul secolului I d.Ch., Olbia, fapt ce este oglindit
de baterea monetei acestora la Olbia, Aceastd opinie a fost sustinuti
initial de A. S. Uvarov si B. V. Kene (apud Kariskovskli 1982, p. 76),
iar apoi a fost dezvoltati de M. I. Rostoviev, care sustinea ci Olbia se
supunea scitilor tarzii (Rostovtev 1915, p. 2; 1918, p. 155—160). In a
doua jumaitate a sec. XX aceasta parere a fost sustinutd de A. N. Zograf,
N. P. Rozanova, T. N. Vasotskaja si D. S. Raevskii (Zograf 1951, p. 138;
Rozanova 1956, p. 206—27; Raevskii 1973, p. 117—119; Vdsotskaja 1979,
p. 197). P. O. Kariskovskii, analizind toate datele despre Farzoios si
Inismeus, ajunge la concluzia ci acestia sunt regi sarmatici (Karigkovskii
1982, p. 76—79). Aceasta parere a fost sus{inutd ulterior de D. B. Selov
(velov 1975, p. 127) si de M. B. Séukin (S¢ukin 1982, p. 35). Mai mult
decéit atit, pe baza descoperirilor monetare si a semnelor de tip tamga,
P. O. Kariskovskii a stabilit si granitele acestui ,regat* ca fiind in
spatiul dintre Nistru si Nipru (Kariskovskii 1982, p. 16 sqq; 1988, p.
108—115; Simonenko 1992, p. 161; Vinogradov 1994, p. 168—169).
A, V. Simonenko, la réndul siu, in urma analizei semnelor de tip tamga,
ajunge la concluzia ci Farzoios si Inismeus au fost regi sarmati (Stmo-
nenko — Lobai 1991, p. 62--75, fig. 32—35). Continuind analiza situa-
tiei etnice si politice din nordul si nord-vestul Marii Negre trage con-
cluzia cd Farzoios si Inismeus puteau fi regi ai sorsilor sau alanilor
(Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 70—175; Simonenko 1992, p. 158—162).
Baziandu-se pe informatiile autorilor antici, mormantul de la Porogi, cu
semnele de tip tamga ale acestor regi, la care se adaugd monetele batute
pentru acesti regi, A.V. Simonenko considerd ca acestia au fost regi a
sarmatilor aorsi, iar acesti regi controlau teritoriile de la vest de Nipru,
Olbig intrand in sfera ambitiilor politice ale acestora (Stmomenko -~
Loba; 1991, p. 70—75; Simonenko 1992, p. 158—162). Dupa cum am
amintit, A. V. Simonenko se bazeazi pe materialele din mormantul de
birbat de la Porogi (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 6—61). Datorita diver-
sitiatii pieselor din acest mormant el este datat in ultimul sfert al seco-
lului I d.Ch. Pe obiectele confectionate din aur si argint avem semne
de tip tamga, majoritatea lor sunt identice cu insemnele de acest tip
de pe monetele de argint ale lui Inismeus, care se biteau la Olbia la
hotarul anilor 70—80 d.Ch. (Kariskovskii 1982a, p. 6—28; 1988, p. 108—
115; Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 86—87; Vinogradov 1994, p. 168).
Apropierea stilistici a semnelor de tip tamga ale lui Farzoios cu cele
ale lui Inismeus l-au dus pe A. V. Simonenko la concluzia ca acestia
erau tati si fiu (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 68—70). Desi semnele dg
tip tamga joacd rolul principal in atribuirea etnica ale lui Farzoios s1
Inismeus, totusi existi unele indoieli, ca acestia eraw cu siguranta aorsi,
fapt ce rezulti din analiza si rispandirea semnelor de tip tamga. Pe
teritoriul locuit de aorsi in sec. II—I a.Ch., descris de Strabon, nu se
cunosc semne de tip tamga apropiate de schema lui Farzoios si Inismeus,
mai mult decat atat, nu este surprinsa nici traditia folosirii lor. In plus,
la toate acestea, astfel de semne de tamga sunt cunoscute si in alte
zonc. Semne de tip tamga identice cu cele din mormintul de la Porogt
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sunt cunoscute in sud-vestul Mongoliei ce au analogii in mormintele din
norgqul Marii Negre (Vainberg — Novgorodova 196/ p. 67172, fig. 7;
Jatenko 1993, p. 63, fig. 2). Semne de tip tamga, asemanatoare din sec.
IT 1.Ch,, se mtalnesc si in unele zone din Asia Mijlocie, dar si pe mone-
tele din Horezm. Unii cercetitori considerd ca prezenta lcr aici trebuie
legatad de acei migratori care au participat la distrugerea Bactriei. Largu
rispandire a semnelor de tip tamga, identice cu cele din Mongolia si
Asia Mijlocie, in stepele Europei de Est incepe in sec. I 4.Ch. (Solomo-
nik 1959, p. 19; Dradiuk 1975, p. 53—62; 1970, p. 139 sqq). Cercetatorii
B. I. Vainberg si E. A. Novgorodova considera ca raspindirea tamga-lelor,
tdentice cu cele din Mongolia, sipre Asia Mijlocie ¢l ajunse in nordul
Marii Negre trebuie legati de pitrunderea unor grupuri de migratori
inrudite (Vainberg — Novgm‘odova 1976, p. 72). O alta parere are
S. A. Jatenko, care considera ca aparma semnelor de tip tamga in
nordul Marii Negre trebuie legati ae traditia mongola (Jatenko 1993,
p. 63). Oricare ar fi parerile autorilor privind aparitia acestor semne,
un lucru este sigur, ci semne de tip tamga din schema lui Farzoios si
Inismeus avem atit in zona Volgii si Crimeii, cdt si in zona Bugului
de Jos si Dunire (Solomonik 1959, p. 131, nr. 70; Dragdiuk 1975, p. 63--
64; Bujukliey 1986, p. 43—45; 1995, p. 41—42, fig. 2, 3). Cert este ca,
mormantul de la Porogi apariine unui aristocrat sarmat, dar faptul ci
are semne de tip tamga din schema lui Inismeus nu inseamni cd poate
fi legat de acesta. Desi nu putem exclude nici faptul ca acest aristocrat
sa fi fost din anturajul lui Inismeus. Pe lingad toate acestea trebuie
remarcat faptul ci piesele din acest mormint au o vaditd tenti estici.
De exemplu, obiectele din aur sunt confectionate in stil animalier biu-
rizovo-zolotoi, analogiile cirora le avem in Asia Mijlocie (Simonenko —
Lobai 1991, p. 68—70). A. V. Simonenko a sesizat bine cd o mare parte
din objectele din mormant au o infatisare esticd si le atribuie sarma-
tilor aorsi. El considerj ci aorsii, care initial au ocupat teritoriile din
zona Volgai si Donului, puteau si acumuleze si s& preia de la popoare’e
din Asia Mijlocie aceste obiecte, iar printre cei de la care puteau prelua
aceste obiecte puteau fi alanii (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 71; Simo-
nenko 1992, p. 161). Aceastd pirere este impartisiti si de J. G. Vino-
gradov (Vinogradov 1994, p. 164). O parere total diferitd privitoare la
etnicul lui Farzoios si Inismeus are cercetitoarea A. S. Rusjaeva. Autoa-
rea considerid cd Farzoios si Inismeus au fost regi ai sarmatilor siraci
(Rusjaeva 1995, p. 24—36) care s-au mutat din zona Caucazului in zona
Niprului de Jos, eveniment ce a fost surprins de Pliniu cel Batran
(Pliniu IV, 83; Puzdrovskii 1992, p. 130; Simonenko 1992, p. 148—161;
Vinogradov 1994, p. 165; Rusjaeva 1995, p. 192).

P. O. Kariskovskii, cercetind primele monete a’e lui Farzoios, ajunge
la concluzia -ci ele dateazi in anul 48/49 d.Ch. (Kariskovskii 1962, p.
105—119). Aceeasi parere, privind primele monete ale lui Farzoms a
avut si M. B. Séukin (S¢ukin 1982, p. 36—37). In anul 1982 P. O. Karis-
kovskii reia problema lui Farzoios si reanalizind monetele batute cu
‘numele acestuia ajunge la concluzia cd primele monete au fost batute
in anii 60—70 d.Ch., poate chiar sfarsitul anilor 50 d.Ch. (Kariskovskti
1982, p. 73; 1982a, p. '6—28).

Singura informat;ie sigurd pe care o stim despre Farzoios provine
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de pe monetele de aur ce au fost bitute la Olbia (Kariskovski 1982a, p.
6—28; 1988, p. 108-—112; Anohin 1989, p. 38—5y). O altd informatie
sau izvor care sd ne vorbeascd despre acest rege nu avem. Cert este
ci pe aversul acestor monete de aur apare chipul lui Farzoios si in-
scriptia BAZTAEQC ®ARZOIOY, iar pe revers apare vulturul cu un sema
de tip tamga in gheare si literele OA, la care se adaugd monograma arhon-
tilor (Kariskovskii 1988, p. 108--112; Anohin 1989, p. 58—59). Trebuie
precizat faptul ca numele Farzoios apare atdt pe avers, cat si pe revers.
La sfarsitul anilor 70 — inceputul anilor 80 ai sec. I d.Ch, in locul
monetelor de aur ale iui Farzoios se ‘bat monetle de argint cu numele
Inismeus. Despre acesta se presupune cid ar fi fost urmasul lui Farzoios
(Kariskovskii 1971, p. 83; 1982a, p. 6—28; Anohin 1989, p. 70).

In urma analizei monetelor de aur ale lui Farzoios si a celor de
argint ale lui Inismeus, precum si a ariei lor de raspindire, P. O. Karis-
kovskii ajunge la concluzia ci acestia au fost conducatorii unui grup
sarmatic din nord-vestul Marii Negre (Karigkovskii 1988, p. 108—115).
In aceastad situatie, Olbia, conform opiniei unor cercetiitori, se supunea
acestor regi sarmati, recunoscindu-le autoritatea (Kariskovskii 1988,
p. 108--115), insd isi pdstra organele de conducere proprii. Totodati
se considerd ca acesti regi au exercitat protectoratul asupra Obiei,
asigurandu-i astfel securitatea, la fel ca si regii scifi cu citeva secole
in urma. Aceasti comparatie se bazeazi pe faptul similar ca si regii
sciti au batut moneti in orasele asupra cirora au exercitat acest pro-
tectorat (Canarache 1950, p. 213—217; Vinogradov 1989, p. 231—250;
1994, p. 168; Andruh 1995, p. 117—147).

Cert este cd, la mijlocul secolului I d.Ch., Olbia era inconjuratid de
sarmati. Monumentele sarmatice se afld in jurul Olbiei in aceastd pe-
ricads (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 86, fig. 24). Probabil, datoriti
patrunderii masive a sarmati'or in zond a fost creat si sistemul de ase-
zari din zona limanului Bugului si Niprului (Butskih 1991, p. 128). Faptul
ca sarmatii sunt prezenti in zona este confirmat si de crestercea fon-
dului prosopografic al orasului cu nume iraniano-sarmatice care incep
si patrundi din a doua jumatate a secolului I d.Ch. (Kuariskouvskti 1982,
p. 74; 1993, p. 73—96; Vinogradov 1994, p. 169).

Pe linga aceasta trebuie mentionat ci in oras avem si o serie de
elemente din cultura materiald care trebuie legate de lumea sarmatica.
V. V. Krapivina considerd ci nu poate fi vorba de o sarmatizare a Olbiei,
ci de existenta unor contacte intre sarmati si olbieni (Stmonenko —
Lopai 1991, p. 86; Krapivina 1993, p. 146).

Din informatiile ui Dio Chrysostomos aflim ca situatia politica in
zona Olbiei, in a doua jumatate a secolului I d.Ch., era destul de com-
plicata. El ne spune ca ,,[...] orasul boristenitilor nu mai are o marime
potrivitd cu vechea sa glorie, din pricina deselor cuceriri si a razboaie-
lor. Deoarece este asezat de atita vreme in mijlocul barbarilor, si chiar
in mijlocul celor mai rizboinici, orasul este mereu hartuit de razboaie
si a fost adeseori cucerit®, u'tima dati acest lucru intimplandu-se acum
150 de ani (Dip Chrysostomos XXXV). In altd parte a lucrdrii sale se
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spune ,[...] dacd vecinii nostri maine ne vor ldsa in pace si nu va
irebui si ne ocupdm de ei, asa cum se intdmpla de obicei [...}1¢ (Dlo
Chrysostomos XXXV).

Observam ca in jurul Olbiei era o situatie tensionata care s-a re-
percutat sj asupra spiritului olbienilor. Dio Chrysostomos evidentiaza
patriotismul olbienilor si respectul fatd de tot ce este grecesc si ne
spune c¢i sunt buni luptdtori. Vorbindu-ne de un locuitor al Olbiei, pe
nume Callistratos, Dio ne spune ca el este viteaz in rdzboi si pe multi
sarmati i-a ucis, ori i-a facut prizonieri (Dio Chrysostomos XXXV).
Intr-un alt pasaj Dio ne relateazi despre un atac al scitilor, care s-a
soldat cu omorirea santinelei, si despre olbienii inarmati care au venit
sia-i asculte discursurile (Dio Chrysostomos XXXYV). Din spusele lui
Chrysostomos reiese ci orasul avea ziduri de apdrare si o garnizoana
formatd din cetatenii Olbiei (Latysev 1887, p. 189—190). Desi exista
aceastd situatie tensionati olbienii, totusi, au iIncercat si creeze niste
relatii de pace cu triburile inconjuridtoare. Intr-o serie de inscriptii de
la Olbia, chiar dacd se dateaza din sec. II d.Ch., se vorbeste de regii
sciti si sarmati, despre so'iile organizate de oamenii de vazi ai orasului
la regii triburilor vecine, dar si despre intdlnirile cu regii sarmati
(!OSPE 12, nr. 39, 51, 54; Krapiving 1993, p. 146). Despre sarmatii este
vorka intr-o inscriptie din pericada romand, unde se vorbeste de pagu-
bele aduse pamantului olbienilor (Vinogradov 1975, p. 89—90; Buiskih
1991, p. 134). In afard de aceste atacuri ale unor grupuri sarmatice si
scitice, aceste atacuri ale unor grupuri sarmatice si scitice, efectuate
Pe cont propriu, la care era expusa Olbia, au existat si relatii mai bune
concretizate prin relatiile economice. Intr-o serie de morminte sarma-
tice din secolul I d.Ch., avem obiecte ce au putut ajunge la sarmati doar
In urma contactelor economice cu o'bienii (Kovpanenko 1986, p. 130).
De altfel, au fost si perioade cdnd intre barbari si olbieni au existat
relatih pasnice (Vjazmiting 1972, p. 184). Chiar dacid in a doua jumai-
tate a secolului I d.Ch. avem in spatiul dintre Dundre si Nipru o pre-
zentd masivid sarmatd (Simomenko — Lobai 1991, p. 86; Grosu 1990,
passim; Grosu 1995, p. 133—186), nu existi dovezi cd Olbia ar fi fost
ocupatid fortat de catre sarmati (Krapivina 1988, p. 15). Se considera
cd acesti sarmati care patrund in zoni sunt aorsii amintiti de Pliniu cel
Batran si Pomponius Mela (Simonenko — Lobai 1991, p. 71—75, 84—86),
iar Farzoios si Inismeus ar fi fost regi aorsi (Simonenko — Lobai 1991,
p. 71—75, 84—86; Simonenko 1992, p. 148—162; Vinogradov 1994, p.
166-—169).

Tot in aceasti perioadd intre Roma si Olbia se stabilesc strinse
relatii economice, se dezvoltd relatii comerciale intre Olbia si orase’e
provinciilor romane din Peninsula Balcanica si Asia Mica (Gaidukevid
1955, p. 58; Kozub 1977, p. 72; Kraptving 1593, passim). La Olkia in
anii 60 ai sec. I d.Ch. se impune si sistemul monetar roman (Kariskovsk?i
1988, p. 115). In acest oras locuiesc cetiteni care s-au imbogatit iIn urma
comertului cu lorasele din provinciile romane (IOSPE, 12, nr. 79) si
ridicd constructii in cinstea imparatului (IOSPE, 12, nr. 181).

O mare parte a cercetitorilor considerd ca politica dusd de Farzoios
si Olbia In aceasti perioada avea o tentd antiromana (Kariskovskti 1982,
p. 66—82; 1982a, p. 23—24; Scukin 1982, p. 35—37; Simonenko —
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Lobai 1991, p. 86; Rusjaeva 1995, p. 24—36). Aceasti pirere se bazeaza
Pe emiterea, la Olbia, a monedelor de aur cu titulatura Basileos Farzoioy.
:A-ceasta este consideratad ca o dovada a unei politici monetare autonome
in opinia unora, ceea ce era interzis statelor si oragelor aflate in sfera
de interes a politicii romane (Kariskovski; 1982, p. 73—75; Séukin 1982,
p. 36). Un alt argument al acestor cercetitori este participarea Olbiei
in conflictul romano-bosporan de partea lui Mithridates (Kariskovskai
1982, p. 73—74; Jailenko 1987, p. 84—8D5), pe baza inscriptiei cc a fost
dedicata regelui bosporan, ce conginea titlul de Duromaten (IOSPE,
I2, nr. 38). Pe baza acestei inscriptii se considera ci Olbia a luat parte
ia acest conflict de partea Romei (Gaidukevi¢ 1955, p. 61; Anohin 1989,
pP. 59—60). Conform versiunii a treia se considerid ca .inscriptia nu este
dedicatd regelui bosporan (Saprikin 1985, p. 72—173: Saprikin 1988,
p. 155).

Se considerd ca la fel ca si Chersonesul, Clbia a luat parte la con-
iflict de partea romanilor, trecind si ea la noua cria calendaristica,
obtinand astfel privilegii (Anohin 1989, p. 61—63). La randul sau,
P. O. Kariskovskii, considera ci noua era calendaristici a fost intro-
dusd la Olbia in urma campaniei lui Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelianus
(Karigkovskii 1982, p. 73—74). Cert este ci, participarea directi a Olbiei
in conflictul romano-bosporan este indoielnici. In ceea ce priveste in-
troducerea noii ere calendaristice, ea trebuie legati de Roma si nu de
Farzoios (Krapivina 1993, p. 147). Mai mult decat atat, se afirma ca
daci Chersonesul, in urma infrangerii lui Mithridates, bate moneti de
aur, jar Olbia de arama, atunci Farzoios a primit dreptul sa bati moneta
de aur pentru participarea de partea romanilor la acest riazboi (Krapi-
ving 1993, p. 147). Nu se exclude nici posibilitatea ca aorsii si fie adusi
de romani ia granita dunireand pentru a o intiri si pentru a apira
Olbia (Krapivina 1993, p. 147).

Dar si vedem care este situatia acestor monete de aur batute de
Olbia pe care apare chipul lui Farzoios cu titulatura basileos.

Se considera, pand acum, ¢i Augustus a concentrat in mdinile sale
baterea monetei de aur si argint. Aceasti opinie se baza pe faptul ca
nici un alt proconsul nu avea dreptul sa bati monetd de aur si argint.
Dar in aceastid pericadi in Imperiul roman monetele dc aur si argint se
bat nu numai la Roma, ci si in monetiriile din Spania si Gallia (Bur-
nett 1977, p. 61). Se pare ca baterea monetei de aur numai la Roma
dateaza din anul 54 d.Ch. Hotirirea de a se bate moneti de aur numai
la Roma insemna, de altfel o restauratie a autorititii Senabului. Astfel,
s-a ajuns la situatia din perioada Republicii cind Senatul avea dreptul
si batia monedi de aur (Burnett 1977, p. 62). Imparatul Nero va fi cel
care in anul 63 d.Ch. va abandona aceasti concentrarc de batere a
monetelor de aur numaij la Roma, situatie ce va trena timp de doud
sute de ani (Burnett 1977, p. 62).

In ceea ce priveste baterea monetei de aur si argint de cdtre r?gii
clientelari, Th. Mommsen considera ci acestia au avut drept limitat
de a bate astfel de monete (apud Braund 1984, p. 123). El se baza pe
faptul ci Herod, care era cel mai privilegiat dintre regii clientelari, a
bdtut doar moneta de arama (Braund 1984, p. 123). Exceptie in _acea§ta
privinti fac doar regii bosporani care au batut monetd de aur si argint
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i inainte de venirea romanilor, dar si odatad cu acestia, in perioada

rincipatului (Braund 1984, p. 125). Dupa cum am mentionat, evreii
au bdtut monetd de aramd, in general, dar au bitut si de argint in
perioada rascoalei din 66—70 d.Ch. (Braund 1984, p. 126). Aceasta mo-
netd de valoare mai mare a fost batuta datoritd situatiei create de razboi.
De asemenea, in perioada revoltei lui Bar Kokba, la evrei avem monete
de argint, dar care se pare cd au fost aduse de undeva din afari, in
perioada rebeliunii (Braund 1984, p. 126). Cert este c&, baterea acestor
monete de citre evrei a fost o necesitate de rizboii, banii servind, cel
mai probabil, pentru plata mercenarilor. '

In ceea ce priveste orasele grecesti, aici situatia este oarecum ase-
mdnatoare, Orasele care se aflau in Imperiu cereau permisiunea impa-
ratului de a bate moneta (Burnett 1993, p. 151). Aceasti permisiune
este de fapt o formalitate, o lingusa'a a grecilor fati de imparat (Bur-
nett 1993, p. 151).

Instaurarea pe tron a impdratului Vespasian va duce la monopoli-
zarea si interzicerea autonomiei in ceea ce priveste baterea monetei
(Burnett 1993, p. 151). Aceasti masuri se refera doar la teritoriul Impe-
riului roman (Burnett 1993, p. 151). Imparatul va interveni direct in po-
litica monetarad a oraselor, dar numai a celor din Imperiu (Burnett 1993,
P. 153). A. Burnett a observat ci productia de monetd a oragelor a fost
complet neregulatd, adicid orasele biateau monetd in funciie de necesi-
tati (Burnett 1993, p. 153). Acelasi autor distinge intre cele doui extreme
mai multe nivele diferite, intre ceea ce inseamna tendinta de dezvoltare
a productiei monetare si ceea ce ar putea fi o politicd monetard (Bur-
nett 1993, p. 153). Tot A. Burnett sesizeazi ci existd o tendintd a
adoptdni portretului imperial, pe de o parte, iar pe de altd parte,
disparitia treptata a reprezentarilor proprii, ajungandu-se astfel la adop-
tarea nominalelor romane. De asemenea, nu a existat o politicd mone-
tara imperiald nici in ceea ce priveste provinciile (Burnett 1993, p. 153).
Roma o incercat un monopol al monetei de aur doar in perioada Impe-
riului roman tarziu (Braund 1984, p. 126).

Pentru a intelege mai bine baterea monetelor de aur de cétre ora-
sele grecesti, din afara Imperiului, voi folosi ca exemplu situatia de la
Chersonesul Tauric.

In perioada conflictului romano-bosporan Chersonesul a luat parte
la conflict, probabil de partea Romei (Anohin 1963, p. 20—23; Kadeev
1981, p. 19). De participarea in acest conflict este legatd baterea de
roneti de aur incepand cu anul 47 d.Ch. Pe aversul acestei monete apare
chipul zeului Chersonesului si literelc XEP, iar pe revers zeita Arthemis
cu arcul si cu lancea in manid (Anohin 1977, p. 149, nr. 215; Anohin
1989, p. 63), dar in opinia noastrd pe avers avem un portret imperial,
care il reprezinti pe Claudius[?] cu cunund de lauri pe cap. In alta
ordine de idei, trebuie amintit cd, imediat dupa conflict, Chersonesul
renuntd la moneta de aur si reia baterea monctei de arami. Pe aceasta
moneti de arama o avem reprezentati pe Nike cu frunze de palmier,
ceea ce simbolizeagi victoria in rizboi (Anohin 1977, p. 77, 149—150,
nr. 219—222). Concluzionam ci moneta de aur a fost emisd din necesi-
tate si a folosit pentru plata mercenari'or. Astfel nu poate fi vorba de
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faptul ci romanii le-ar fi permis celor din Chersones sa bati aceasti
monetd.de aur.

Ceva maj tarziu, in anii 79—80 si 84—85 d.Ch., Chersonesul bate
lardsi moneta de aur, care la fel este legatd, de cercetitori, de admi-
nistratia romand, care a permis baterea acestei monete (Anochin 1989,
p. 65—66). Aceastd emisiune monetard corespunde cu perioada wunor
confruntéri, la care se pare cd au participat si trupele romane (Sarnowskt
1988, p. 138; Zubar 1994, p. 29—30). Cert este ca si in acest caz avem
o batere de monetd de aur ce constituia o necesitate pentru Chersones.
In secolul II, mai precis in anul 134 d.Ch., Chersonesul bate din nou
monetd de aur (Anohin 1989, p. 67—68), care trebuie legatd si ea de
inrjutatjrea situafiei orasului. La sfarsitul ani’or 30 — inceputul anilor
40 ai secolutui II d.Ch., Chersonesul este atacat de barbari si se afla
intr-o situatie dificild. Aceste informatii le avem dintr-o inscriptie care
este dedicatid unui cetdtean necunoscut, al Chersonesului care a platit
mercenari pentru a apdra orasul, reusindu-se astfel respingerea bar-
barilor si instaurarea linistii in oras (Grakov — Vinegradov 1970, p.
127—128; Kadeev 1981, p. 25; Zubar 1994, p. 38). Si in acest caz, dupi
cum vedem, orasul bate monetd de aur de nevoie, banii servind la
plata mercenarilor care apdrau orasul. Astfel, si in acest caz, moneta
de aur nu trebuie legati legati de administratia romana si de faptul ca
aceasta a permis emiterea acestei monete.

In ceea ce priveste monetele de aur batute la Olbia, cu chipul lui
Farzoios, t{inem si precizdm cd, opinia potrivit cireia baterea acestei
monete a fost un semn de nesupunere si sfidare a Romei, nu mai poate
fi sustinuti. Acest fapt rezulti din datele prezentate mai sus care ne
aratd ¢d Roma nu interzicea baterea monetei de aur si argint celor din
afara Imperiului, Mai mult decit atit, nu avem date sigure despre
faptul ca Farzoios ar fi fost rege al sarmatilor aorsi adusi, in opinia
unora, de citre romani in nord-vestul Mirii Negre. Nu existi nici dovezi
certe ci acest Farzoios ar fi fost vasa! al Romei. De asemenea, nu se
poate sustine nici pérerea jpotrivit cdreia romanii i-ar fi dat dreptul
lui Farzoios si batd moneta de aur in urma sprijinului acordat romani-
lor de citre acesta. Cert este i Farzoios a fost rege al sarmatilor din
nord-vestul Mirii Negre, care se aflau in imediata vecinidtate a Olbiei.

Tindnd cont de situatia grea care se crease in aceastd zond, dato-
riti patrunderii noilor triburi sarmatice, necuncscute, dar si violente,
evenimentele puteau evolua si altfel. Olbia, inconjuratd de barbari,
atacati sistematic, aflindu-se in fata unui pericol mai mare (atacurile
noilor veniti), a apelat la regele Farzoios (care se afla in fruntea celei
mai puternice uniuni din zond), si asigure protectie si sprijin in apa-
rarea orasului. In schimbul acestui serviciu, care a fost de fapt o Intele-
gere intre Olbia si Farzoios, orasul a bitut monetd de aur, care a servit
la plata regelui si a armatei lui. Nu este exclus faptul ca acestor sar-
mati s3 i se fi asigurat si niste facilitd{i economice in relatiile cu Olbia.

In ceea ce priveste aparitia chipului lui Farzolos pe monetele unde
acesta este intitulat basileos, nu este exclus ca acest fapt sd apartfina
stilului de obtinere a unor favoruri caracteristic oraselor grecesti. Nu
putem exclude nici posibilitatea ca aceasta sd fi fost o conditie a lui
Farzoios. Cert este ci in acest caz monetele au servit ca mijloc de
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pPlata pentru protectia orasului si indica o situatie politici de moment.
Moneta datd constituie un mijloc de propaganda si a fost folositi in
scopur: economice. Trebuie precizat si faptul ci aceastd monetd nu este
in nici un caz o recunoastere a autoritatii oficiale a lui Farzoios.

Destul de interesant, pentru rezolvarea acestei probleme, este frag-
mentul de inscriptie descoperit in 1984 in urma cercetarii arheologice
a unei basilici medievale de la Mangup (Crimeea) (Sidorenko 1988, p.
86—87; Vinogradov 1990, p. 27--32; 1994, p. 166—169). In urma anali-
zei textului inscriptiei, J. G. Vinogradov a ajuns la concluzia ca inscriptia
provine de la Olbia (Vinogradov 1994, p. 161—162). Din primele randuri
ale inscriptiei, intregite de autorul mai sus amintit, al’am ca un ceti-
fean al Olbiei, numele nu se cunoaste, inscriptia fiind fragmentari, in
perioada cind o ,mare parte a graului a fost distrus din cauza secetei,
trecdnd prin tara dusmanilor¥, a obtinut hrana (piine, alimente), salvind
astfel poporul de la foame. Interesanti pentru noi este urmditoarea in-
formatie din inscriptie. Din text aflam cid el a efectuat o misiune diplo-
maticd la guvernatorii Moesiei, [Sabinus] si Aelianus,  barbati mari si
demni de cea mai inalti prefuire pentru marinimia lor¢. Astfe!, el a
obtinut inci o dati piine pentru oras. Chiar in acel moment, cind se
afla in Moesia in misiune diplomatica, au inceput miscarile sarmatilor
si rdzboiul. El l-a anuntat, probabil, pe guvernator ca stia de situatia
grea si a incheiat cu Roma o alianta (symmachia), dupa care a efectuat
0 misiune diplomatici la Umabios Ovpfaioc si la incd un mare rege
din Aorsia Aopsie (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169). In urma analizei
textului dnscriptiei, J. G. Vinogradov ajunge pe bund dreptate, la con-
cluzia potrivit cireia evenimentele tulburitoare si razboiul sunt aceleasi
cu cele din elogiul de la Tibur, adicd miscarea sarmatilor stopatd de
Aeltanus in anul 62 d.Ch. (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169). Principalele
concluzii ale autorului, in urma analizei acestui document, sunt urma-
toarele: inscriptia, cel mai probabil, provine de la Olbia; Aorsia, {ara
de locuire a aorsilor, trebuie si se afle in apropiere de Dundre si pro-
vincia Moesia; Farzoios si Inismeus erau regi aorsi care-si exercitau
protectoratul asupra Olbiei si erau vasali ai Romei (Vinogradov 1994,
p. 166—169).

Este foarte greu si judecidm evenimentele descrise in inscriptia de
la Mangup, pe de o parte datoritid stirii fragmentare, iar pe de alta parte
inexistentei, pdnd acum, a unei traduceri integrale. Concluziile din arti-
colul 1ui J. G. Vinogradov ridicd un sir de intrebari si indoieli. Din
textul inscriptiei rezultid cd in jurul orasului era o situatie insfabil3,
dar o astfel de situatie nu trebuia sa existe daca Olbia intra in sfera
politicii regilor Aorsiei. Nu avea nici un sens nici trimiterea de citre
olbieni a unei solii la regii Aorsiei. Mai mult decat atat, dacd regii aorsi
intr-adevar efectuau protectoratul asupra Olbiei, batdndu-si acolo mo-
neti de aur, atunci principala lor obligatie trebuie sa fie apararea ora-
sului si nu asteptarea unei misiuni speciale de cerere de ajutor. De
asemenea, in textul inscriptiei nu avem nici o mentiune despre FFarzoios
ca fiind rege al aorsilor. Singurul fapt care se poate accepta este exis-
tenta unei relatii intre Farzoios si regii Aorsiei. In inscriptie este pomenit
Umablios, care probabil era rege al Aorsiei (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—
169). Nu este la fel de sigur, dupd cum afirma J. G. Vinogradov, ca
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Aorsia nu se afla pe pamanturile dintre Azov si Volga, ci undeva in
apropiere de provincia Moesia (Vinogradov 1994, p. 166—169). In in-
scripfie nu avem nici un indiciu nici despre locul de bastind a lui
Umabios, dar nic, a teritoriului Aorsiei, Mai mult decdt atat, acest
teritorru putea fi atit zona de langid Dundre, cit si in zona de langa
Marea Azov si Don, dar sj undeva langa Volga si zona Cuban.

Din relatarile lui Pliniu cel Bartdn stim ca la nord de Istru regiu-
nile apropiate de tdrm au fost ocupate de diferite populatii, cand de
»geti [...] sarmati, numiti de greci sauromati, si dintre ei hamaxobi,
sau de aorsi, cand de sciti [...], alani si roxolani® (Pliniu IV, 80). Tot
de la Pliniu stim cd sarmatii siraci se gaseau undeva in apropiere de
Olbia (Pliniu IV, 83). In urma comparirii informatiilor lui Strabon cu
cele de la Pliniu cel Batran, fiacute de noi mai sus, s-a vazut cd a avut
loc o miscare a sarmatilor spre vest surprinsa de Pliniu. Astfel, grupa-
rile de sarmati ce s-au miscat spre vest si anume aorsii, roxolanii,
siracii si alanii se aflau in zona de descoperire a monetelor si obiectelor
ce au semne de tip tamga din schema lui Farzoios si Inismeus, adica
in granitele acestui ,regat“ (Séukin 1982, p. 36; 1989, p. 43; Kariskouvskti
1982 p. 76 sqq; Simonenko 1992, p. 161 sqq).

Trebuie amintit si faptul ca nu avem nici o informatie, in afari
de monete, care s ne dea o stire in plus despre relatia Olbiei cu Far-
zoios. Nu stim nimic nici despre relatia gruparii lui Farzoios cu alte
grupdri sarmatice. Doar un lucru este sigur si anume ci roxolanii ocupau
un loc deosebit in aceasti zond, fapt ce rezul!ti si din inscriptia de la
Tibur. Intrebarea este alta: cine sun{ acei sarmati pomeniti in inscriptia
de la Tibur? Cine sunt cei care au inceput rizboiul? Aceste lucruri noi
nu avem de unde si le stim cu certitudine, dar le putem presupune.
Mai mult decit atidt, nu putem stabili nici apartenenta etnicd a lui
Farzolos care putea fi atit aors, ori sirac, cat si roxolan.

Dupa remarcabila guvernare a lui Tiberius Plautius Silvanus Aelia-
nus, dar si a angajarii trupelor romane in conflictul cu partii, pina la
sfarsitul anilor 60 ai secolului I d.Ch., a sldbit controlul granitelor
dundrene. Astfel, in iarna anilor 67/68, sarmatii roxolani trec Dunarea
si mdicelaresc doui cohorte romane (Istorii, I, 79). In iarna urmatoare,
profitind de razboiul civil de la Roma, dupa moartea lui Nero, cata-
phractarij roxolani, in numir de 9.000, jefuiesc nordul Dobrogei. Intim-
plarea a facut ca tocmai atunci sd vind din Orient legiunea a IIl-a
Gallica, care alaturi de trupele Moesiei la conducerea carora sc¢ afla
atunci M, Aponius Saturnius, si contribuie la infrdngerea navilitorilor
(Istorii 1, 79). In toamna 69 d.Ch. ,rup tacerea“ si dacii care profitad de
situatia din Imperiu. Evenimentul este relatat de Tacttus, care ne spune:
»5-a miscat si neamul niciodati de buna credintd al dacilor, iar atunci
fara frica, deoarece fusese luati armata din Moesia« (Istorii III, 46, 2).
Incursiunile dacilor au fost oprite de Mucianus care s-a intors cu for-
tele sale din Orient. De altfel, trebuie remarcat faptul cid pe tronul
Daciei, cand a izbucnit conflictul la Roma, se afla Scorilo. Acesta, din
cite stim, a refuzat si atace Imperiul, refuzul siu avand si o explicatie.
Daca tinem seama de atitudinea lui Scorilo, pe de o parte si de faptul
ca dacii au atacat totusj Moesig in anul 69 d.Ch., putem presupune ca
tronul a fost ocupat de alt rege, care s-a hotdrat si atace posesiunile
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romane. De asemenea, in iarna anilor 69—70 d.Ch., a avut loc un nou
atac sarmatic asupra Moesiei fiind ucis insusi guvernatorul provinciei
Fonteius Agrippa (Istorii 111, 46, 3). In locul acestuia este trimis Rubrius
Gallus, care a reusit cu mari eforturi si restabileascid ordinea, punand
capat razboiului (Istorii III, 46, 3; Josephus VII, 4, 3). De altfel, trebuie
precizat ca descendentii regelui partener nu sunt in mod obligatoriu suc-
cesorii sai, iar convulsiile dinastice creau instabilitate politica si puneau
sub semnul intrebdrii continuitatea respectirij tratatului (Lica 1996,
sub tipar). De asemenea, tratatele cu monarhii striini erau incheiate
pe durata vietii acestora si erau reinointe cu succesorii lor (Lica 1996,
sub tipar).

Dupa incheierea razboiului civil de la Roma, prin victoria lui Ves-
pasian, dar si a iesirii in evidentd a dificultatilor organizarii apararii
de la Dundrea de Jos, s-a trecut la reorganizarea sistemului de aparare
a frontierei dunirene. Aceste masuri de organizare vor face ca Moesia
sé aibd o armatd alcituitd din patru legiuni: a VII-a Claudia, a V-a
Macedonica, a V-a Alaudae si I Italica (Aricescu 1977, p. 32—45). In
timpul lui Domitian, mai precis in anul 86 d.Ch., in timpul razboiului cu
dacii, este adusa din Dalmatia legiunea a 1V-a Flavia Felir, la care se
adaugd si un numdr mare de trupe auxiliare (Aricescu 1977, p. 32—45).
Tot in timpul Flaviilor va fi organizatid flota dundreana Classis Flavia
Moesica cu baza la Noviodunum si se vor aduce primele unititi militare
auxiliare in Dobrogea (Suceveanu 1977, p. 22—23; Strobel 1989, p.
11 sqq).

Dupa respingerea navalitorilor din Moesia si Pannonia de cdtre gu-
vernatorii acestor provincii si dupa terminarea procesului de reorgani-
zare a frontierei romane de la Dunirea de Jos, Imperiul a trecut la
reglementarea relatiilor cu barbarii pe cai politico-diplomatice despre
care am vorbit mai sus. Cert este c¢i a urmat o perioadd de liniste la
hotarul dunarean al Imperiului. Aceastd perioadd de acalmie a durat
pania in anul 85—86 d.Ch., cind dacii au atacat provincia Moesia si au
dat o grea loviturd romanilor. Gravitatea situatiei este subliniati de
Tacitus, care afirma ci ,,erau puse in cumpina taberele intdrite ale legiu-
nilor si insasi stipanirea noastra¢ (Agricola 41).

In aceste conflicte dintre romani si daci sarmatii nu au participat.
Nu avem atestdri ale conflictelor dintre sarmatii din est §i romani nici
mai tirziu. Probabil ca atat roxolanii, cit si alte triburi sarmatice,
aveau incheiate niste ,tratate¢ cu Imperiul de la care primeau, probabil,
subsidii. Doar sarmatii iazigi, care incd din prima jumatate a secolului
I d.Ch., locuiau in cAmpia ungard, au intrat in conflict cu romanii in
anul 89 d.Ch., cind au venit in sprijinu’ suebilor devastind Pannonia
(Dio Cassius LXVII, 5, 2; RE IX, p. 55; Moésy 1974, p. 82 sqq). Citiva
ani mai tarziu, si anume in anul 92 d.Ch., a avut loc un nou atac al
iazigilor impotriva Moesiei Superior soldat cu masacrarea legiunii a XXI
Rapax. Datoritd interventiei rapide situatia s-a ameliorat, iar iazigii au
fost infranti (Suetonius VI). Doar dupd zece ani de la evenimentele din
anul 92 d.Ch. alti sarmati si anume roxolanii se vor implica in ton-
flictul impotriva romanilor alaturi de daci in primul rdzboi daco-roman
de 'a inceputul secolului II d.Ch. Cert este cd, la sfarsitul s-ecolulu_i
I d.Ch., sarmatii nu reprezentau un pericol atit de mare pentru romani,
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ei fiind sub control datoriti stipendiilor pe care le primeau. D¢ altfel,
in aceasti perioada, Imperiul roman dorea si rezolve o alti problema,
aceea a dacilor care erau mult mai primejdiosi si bine organizati si care
aveau o traditie statali.
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