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Indigenous versus Greek identity in Hellenistic Pisidia: myth or reality?

Despite a common Luwian Bronze Age origin, Early Iron Age and even Hellenistic Pisidia seems to
have remained linguistically and politically very much divided, having only one common “ethnic” feature — a
reputation for military bravery. The service of some communities in the Persian and Hellenistic armies might
even explain the extremely diverse material culture of neighbouring communities such as Sagalassos and
the recently explored urban site of Düzen Tepe. Hadrian introduced for the first time some “ethnic” identity in
the region by creating the ‘koinon’ of Pisidia, whereas the economic advantages of stationing Roman troops
in Pamphylia did the rest.

Acculturation debates: romanisation versus hellenisation
Recently, the notion of “ethnic” and “cultural” identity of indigenous populations incorporated into
larger empires to become part of a unified and easily defined culture, has - even if dealing mainly with Rome
- been rightfully criticised as over-simplistic, far removed from the notion of a dichotomy between invaders
and conquered, and presented as a complex and diverse issue1. The ongoing debate is even more intense,
when the paradigm of acculturation processes accompanying conquests is considered. Especially in the
2
case of Romanisation , and to a somewhat lesser extent that of Hellenisation, where discussions concerning
the content of this word are far less frequent - such terminologies are rightfully rejected by many scholars as
too much focused on the culture of the conquerors. It seems normal that the latter’s way of life eventually
affected that of their subjects, as throughout time “natives” adapted and adopted what was fashionable in
dynastic Hellenistic residences or later at Rome and in provincial capitals, which represented it on a regional
3
level . The whole question, however, is to what extent provincials still experienced this as the culture of their
conquerors - especially if provincial capitals acted as stopovers - and not simply as the culture of the time in
which they lived, which may have been the case in Augustan Athens, as mentioned below.
This feeling may have been more widespread than we assume, as usually all cultures, both in
Hellenistic and Imperial times, maintained elements of their own tradition, such as for instance the Doric,
Ionic and Corinthian orders in Greek architecture throughout the Imperial period. Yet, these orders were not
the same as those of the Archaic (Doric, Ionic) and Classical periods (Doric, Ionic and Corinthian), which
1
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followed a strict canon of proportions and decorative elements4. Although linking them with ethnic elements,
the Doric order being more prominent in Doric and the Ionic order in Ionic speaking regions, is to some
extent correct, this ethnic link was not rigid at all, as shown by Classical Athens, where both orders were
used as illustrations of the city’s claim to be the leader of all Greeks. Yet, in Greece itself, the strict
separation of specific elements belonging to one of these orders was rigidly maintained until the PostClassical period. It had already been abandoned much earlier in Archaic Magna Graecia, where either
colonies founded by settlers of a mixed origin or the close vicinity between “Doric” and “Ionic” colonies
5
rapidly resulted into a mixture of both orders . This occurred more than two to three centuries before this
became common in the Hellenistic architecture of colonies occupied by veterans speaking different Greek
dialects, which eventually merged into the koinè Greek, repeating an architectural koinè, to which depending on location - elements of the indigenous culture were also added.
This process even occurred in regions that were never conquered by the Greeks, such as the
Nabataean Kingdom6, most likely through peer polity interaction with Ptolemaic Egypt. Moreover, in both
Hellenistic and Imperial architecture, native cultures also maintained elements of their own7 to form what was
essentially a mixture of cultural elements from conquerors and conquered, both being transformed along the
way. However, the degree of this transformation varied a great deal depending on the level of sophistication
and technical skill of newly acquired provinces. As for Romanisation, the different cultural background of the
indigenous population also resulted in different proportions of the “Roman component” between West and
East, Rome being far more influential in the former than in the latter region with its long tradition of urban
culture. In order to understand the complexity of such acculturation processes it is useful to scrutinize what
the better studied label of Romanisation may have meant, since the notion of Hellenisation versus ethnic
identity is still very illusive and not confined to the Hellenistic period, but many times only completed in midImperial times.
Originally, adopting Roman forms/culture as such8 or the assimilation by local people of Roman
9
culture , were considered to represent Romanisation, just like the transition from native to Roman art10 was
seen as an inevitable process11. In the case of Rome, explanations were sought in the idealistic notion that
the Empire secured peace and “civilized” the provinces12, an idea promulgated especially about Republican
times13. In the case of Alexander’s campaigns, however, which distributed Greek culture throughout the Near
East, the imperialistic motivations were straightforward from the start: conquering the Persian Empire in
revenge for the destruction of Greek cities in Asia Minor and Greece during the Ionian Revolt and the Persian
Wars. On the other hand - except for Antiochos the Great of Kommagene14 - there was no other later ruler,
not even a Roman emperor, who followed Alexander’s eventual and intentional mixing of cultures by
4
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The architecture of the rock-cut Nabataean Royal tombs (especially the Hazne al Fir`un) or cult places of dynasts (e.g. ad-Dĕr) reflect
the elegant and opulent Corinthian architecture of the Macedonian Palaces, especially those at Alexandria. These replace the
Corinthian capital of traditional type with a plain Nabataean specimen. See for instance W EBER, W ENNING 1997, frontispiece and figs. 2,
5-6, 47, 93.
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Besides the “Hellenistic” Nabataean type of Corinthian capital, one can also mention the introduction of native elements from late
Hellenistic times onwards in the Semitic East., such as crenelations on the roofs of tombs (Nabataeans) or temples (e.g. the early
Imperial Bel Temple at Palmyra). Those elements never reached Rome, but the import of Greek stone carvers and Greek marble by
Augustus at Rome led to the introduction of Greek types of decoration (e.g. the Lesbian kymation, which rapidly developed a Roman
form). See HASELBERGER 2002 and W ALLACE-HADRILL 2005 (infra N. 51). Previously, the mixture of Italo-Roman and Greek temple
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types, from the 2 century BC onwards had led to the development of the pseudo-peripteral temple.
8
HUSKINSON 2000a.
9
HINGLEY 1997.
10
HAVERFIELD 1923.
11
MOMMSEN 1885; FREEMAN 1997.
12
Cicero, De officiis 2.26-7; Sallust, Jugh. War 3125; Tacitus, Agr. 21; Pliny, Nat. Hist. 3.39: Rome as “the nurse and mother of all
lands;” see on this type of literature MOMMSEN 1885; HAVERFIELD 1905/6 and 1923; BRAUND 1998.
13
For an overview, see MATTINGLY 1997b; FREEMAN 1997.
14
W AGNER 2000. Most articles in this volume deal with this topic.
Bollettino di Archeologia on line I 2010/ Volume speciale C / C5 / 3

Reg. Tribunale Roma 05.08.2010 n. 330 ISSN 2039 - 0076

www.archeologia.beniculturali.it/pages/pubblicazioni.html

20

XVII International Congress of Classical Archaeology, Roma 22-26 Sept. 2008
Session: Beyond Identity in the Hellenistic East

stimulating interracial marriages, for which he set himself the example, and by wearing both Greek and
Persian dress.
For others, Romanisation represented also a centrally organized instrument for pacification, or even
outright imperialistic, colonial, socio-cultural and economic-political dominance, with the “natives” pushed into
15
a passive role . Although Rome neither required individuals nor communities to adopt a distinctly Roman
16
identity to the exclusion of all others , this process through which non-Roman natives were “given” the
language, material culture, art and architecture, urban lifestyle and religion of the Empire, for a long time was
17
the definition of Romanisation . Later, post-colonialist scholars criticized such theories as well as the lack of
studies representing the viewpoint of indigenous populations18; Some considered Romanisation even as little
19
more than a surface gloss beneath which native life survived , leading for instance in Britain to a strong
20
21
native reaction , or even as an almost accidental by-product of Roman conduct . Other scholars, inspired
by M. Millett, tried to reconcile Haverfield’s assumption that Romanisation had largely been a spontaneous
process22 and argued for a more pro-active role of local élites adopting its symbols through “selfRomanisation,” which became a trigger for a self-generating and progressive emulation of this symbolism
further down the social hierarchy, so that most of society eventually aspired to things Roman23. On a regional
level, this involved a variety of units aspiring to equal status24, resulting in emulation processes both on a
micro-level (between individuals or social groups) and on a macro-level (between cities or regions).
This ongoing discussion opposes Hanson’s view of an entirely Romano-centric approach,
considering the acquisition of an empire and the assimilation of its occupants as deliberate and related acts
to exercise control over the Empire and focusing on the elite as a means to achieve this25. Hingley
emphasizes non-élite reactions and resistance, yet shares Hanson’s belief in imperial interference and social
control26. He also criticized the assumption of acculturation - in his case Romanisation - as a linear progress
from simple (élite) to complex (whole native society), rejecting the idea of the adoption of Roman material
culture as a wish on the part of the adoptee to create some form of Roman social identity, and explaining it
as far more complex and requiring a better knowledge of the living conditions of the poor27.
All these scholars, however, were convinced that adopting a conqueror’s material culture (mainly
Roman, in the examples cited) simply revolved around such dichotomies as “conqueror and native” or
“resistance and acceptance”, and thus remained thoroughly embedded in late 19th to early 20th century
colonialist rhetoric. One is more aware now that although Roman refers directly to common citizenship28, the
grant of the latter did not automatically imply cultural change and the use of the conqueror’s material
culture29, but could vary, even inside Italy30. Unfortunately the extent of non-Greek or non-Macedonian
natives obtaining civic rights in the Hellenistic foundations is far less known and most likely was far less
common. As for Rome, even aesthetics and values were fluid, dynamic and open to external influence; the
capital itself could not provide a stable model for emulation31, so that the applicability of the concept of
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Romanisation has become increasingly controversial32, especially as it implies a unilateral transfer of
culture33.
This must have been even more the case with “Hellenisation” as there was no single centre to stand
as a model for Greek culture. Even the concept of a Roman material culture is controversial, as the most
commonly cited objects were derived from all over the Empire and possibly meant different things in different
34
35
places . Woolf , however, argues that although the Romans were also changing, every individual still could
establish what Romanitas demanded. An individual might have been motivated to “become Roman” because
of the status and power over the rest of his indigenous compatriots which it could buy him in the Early
Empire36 (which was the case at Sagalassos in Pisidia)37 or by a utilitarian adoption of superior technology,
38
an ethnically blind process of elite emulation or redistributive consumption . Therefore, instead of the
39
existence of a homogeneous culture , more complex, dynamic dialectical approaches are now proposed,
describing Romanisation as the development and distribution from Augustus onwards of an empire-wide
culture, better labelled as “Imperial culture,” with strong Roman features40. This was at the same time a
hybrid amalgam of a wide variety of different cultures from which Rome duly borrowed41, even in Italy42, and
which involved not only a bilateral, but a multi-directional cultural transfer43. Throughout the Empire, Romans
thus possessed extremely diverse choices of language, religion, clothing, recreation, tableware or food44.
This continuous mutual influence45 was reformulated by Wallace-Hadrill for the Augustan era as a “culture
perpetuating itself in its self-renewal or metamorphosis”46.
Post-colonial approaches to provincial art in particular have shown an increased concern with this
complexity of encounters and an awareness of the limited, monolithic nature of many approaches to Roman
imperialism47. Most of the time, the artistic-creative side had only been treated marginally48, not in the least
because of the Classical and Hellenistic impact on Roman culture and art49. For that reason the term
Hellenisation is sometimes used not only to describe what happened under Augustus in Central Asia and
Egypt, but also in Italy itself, albeit neither term satisfies, as, too easily, it correlates with the spread of a
unified and well-defined culture at the expense of the other50. Augustus’ transformation of Rome into a capital
worthy of the Empire thus was based on the import of East Greek rational models of urban order and drew
on the current language of Hellenistic urbanism51. Therefore, the revival of Classical art in Early Imperial
Athens and elsewhere in Greece52 should not be taken as a rejection of Romanisation, as “Roman” features
such as baths and portraits were adopted by the Greeks53, but rather as a revival of native traditions, which
at that moment were also influential in Rome54.
32
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Fig. 1 – Map of the cities of Pisidia, which issued
coins in the Imperial period (after AULOCK 1977
Table 1; courtesy H. von Aulock).

As Romanisation is essentially
seen now as an acculturation process,
not in the original sense of mutual culture exchange between people in contact, but as the linear adoption of traits
55
of another group , the term “creolisation,” which allows that “bottom-up”
cultural developments may take place,
has been proposed by J. Webster to
describe the multicultural adjustment of
material cultures of the Roman provinces56. She argues that most provincial Roman art did neither express
domination or resistance, nor reflect an
emulation of the art of the capital, but
represented a “negotiation between the
two”57. The idea of “cultural bricolage”
proposed by N. Terrenato58 incorporating effects on élite and non élite
culture alike, perhaps approaches best
this more fluid definition of Romanisation as “a process in which new cultural items are obtained by means of
attributing new functions to previously
existing ones”, resulting in “a complex patchwork made of elements of various age and provenance: some of
them new, but many others old, refunctionalized in new forms and made to serve new purposes within new
contexts”59.
It is clear that whatever it meant, Romanisation was no ready-made or standardized package60
spread through the empire, but a variable process, experienced in myriad different ways61, and taking
different shapes in various regions and involving cultural, socio-economic and religious interactions working
in two directions. Some stress this interaction of Roman and native cultures even as a major element in
Romanisation62. Despite continuous local differences and traditions, even in Italy itself, this interaction
eventually unified at least those who could call themselves cives Romani. The situation of each area before
the Roman conquest also produced completely different responses from native cultures. At the same time,
one should bear in mind that “Roman culture” or Romanisation are no static terms but continually evolving
and/or devolving63.
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Fig. 2 – Stemma of the aristocratic families of Sagalassos and their claims to Roman citizenship (after W AELKENS 2002, 343 Fig. 4).

Although much less studied in the Greek East where at least some settlements possessed an urban
character since Hellenistic times, if not already before64 (fig. 1), this “Imperial culture” was the result of
Rome’s pragmatism in reducing administrative costs by relying on local elites, which in many cities of the
East eagerly embraced the Roman cause by accepting local magistracies and the associated euergesia,
which eventually opened the door to Roman citizenship, knighthood and even the senatorial class65. At
Pisidian Sagalassos generations of aristocratic families from the very beginning of the Imperial period took
up the embellishment of their city as a personal duty, emphasizing in dozens of honorific and building
inscriptions their close ties with successive Imperial dynasties from at least the reign of Claudius on66 (fig. 2).
Yet, their enthusiasm for the Roman cause has to be approached with some caution, as in the East
these elites never used Latin as vernacular or even official language and called themselves Rhomaioi
instead of Roman. Moreover, even in an isolated region like Pisidia the appearance of Imperial culture and
the speed at which it was adopted differed enormously, as the real reason behind the elites’ decision to
adopt and adapt this culture was not primarily inspired by social self promotion on the local level, but rather
by economic advantages67. The case of Sagalassos was exceptional; its location was perfectly tied into the
Roman road system in Anatolia (fig. 3) and this connected the city with major urban centers near and far,
68
and especially with the Pamphylian ports all located within a range of 100 to 150 km from the city . This

64

For a recent discussion on this matter, see W AELKENS 2004, 449–458.
See the discussion of DEVIJVER 1996.
66
For a discussion of the Roman citizens from Sagalassos (citizens, knights, senators) see DEVIJVER 1996. For their activities as
benefactors of the city see W AELKENS 2002, 321–358 with an updated stemma on p. 243 fig. 4.
67
Compare MITCHELL 1999; W AELKENS 2002.
68
During the reign of Tiberius, in AD 17, Sagalassos controlled and had to maintain 42 miles of the via Sebaste, created by Augustus in
6 BC, which linked Pisidian Antioch to Perge and Side and passed through Sagalassian territory. On this matter, see MITCHELL 1976.
65
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Fig. 4 – Map showing the distribution of the
“Sagalassos red slip ware” (courtesy of the Ikrates
Project).

Fig. 3 – Map of the Augustan road system in Pisidia (after MITCHELL 1993
map 5; courtesy S. Mitchell).

allowed the aristocracy to invest in cash
crops (grain, olives)69 and in an industrial
production of fine table ware70 (fig. 4).
The result was that by the second
quarter of the second century AD, Sagalassos had become a completely different
city than the other urban settlements of
Pisidia and was a perfect illustration of the

new Imperial culture. This was firstly
evident in its layout (fig. 5), its rich
water supply, which included some of
the largest and most elaborate
nymphaea in southwest Anatolia71, a
large Odeon, a Macellum, gigantic
baths and a theatre all far too large for
the city’s population. These served, to
a certain degree, all of Pisidia after the
city’s selection by Hadrian as the
neokoros city or official centre of the
imperial cult in Pisidia72. This attractted thousands of visitors and competitors to its agones (Klareia). Then,
there was also Hadrian’s attribution of
the title “first city of Pisidia, friend and
ally of the Romans”, which likely
Fig. 5 – City map of Sagalassos in Imperial Times (copyright of the Sagalassos
Archaeological Research Project).
69

See for detailed results of the palynological research in the different valleys of the territory of Sagalassos VERMOERE 2004; also
KANIEWSKI ET AL. 2007a, 2007b, 2008.
70
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71
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Fig. 6 – Corinthian capital
belonging to the northeast
honorific column (one in each
corner) carrying the statue of
members of the family who in
mid-Augustan times had enlarged, (re)paved and embellished the Upper Agora of the
city (copyright of the Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

Fig. 7 – View of the Severan
Nymphaeum on the Lower
Agora, built a mere 40 cm. in
front of the back wall (see
arrow) of its Trajanic predecessor, also the first construction at Sagalassos using
brick-faced Roman concrete or
opus latericium (copyright of
the Sagalassos Archaeological
Research Project).

Fig. 8 – Reconstruction of the “forum-basilica”
completely composed of limestone ashlars built in
120-125 AD at Cremna by L. Fabricius Longus and
dedicated to the “divine” Trajan and to Hadrian
(after MITCHELL 1995 fig. 15; courtesy S. Mitchell).

resulted in additional privileges73.
Secondly, from Augustus onwards, the city had
abandoned the previously popular Doric order, which still prevailed for more than a century in the rest of Pisidia, in favour of
the lavish Corinthian (fig. 6) order propagated by Roman
architects. From the transition of the first to the second century
AD it also used Roman-style building materials and technology
(fig. 7) unlike contemporary architecture elsewhere in Pisidia,
which still used limestone ashlars (fig. 8) thereby maintaining
its Hellenistic building tradition. This means that even during
the heyday of the Antonine dynasty, Pisidia presented far from
an ethnically inspired or homogeneous architecture.
The question then arises, how should one imagine its
situation during the Hellenistic period and even before? To
what extent could one speak of a Pisidian “identity” during this
period and explain the paradigm of Hellenisation which during
this period is even more complex and elusive than Romanisation was in Imperial times. There is now, for the first time,
some material evidence available for this period from two
neighbouring sites, both of which are discussed in the
following section.

Classical to Early Hellenistic Pisidia: a common ethnic origin fails to create an indigenous identity
During the first century and the first quarter of the second century AD, Pisidia did not yet reflect
through its cities, monuments or elite aspirations the image of a homogeneous culture. It possessed neither
73
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an ethnic nor a cultural identity. This seems to have been the
case in Hellenistic times as well, which is certainly not
surprising if one takes into account the complicated preHellenistic history of the region and wide range of settlement
types.
According to ethno-linguistic studies, around 2300
BC, an Indo-Germanic Ur-Anatolian speaking population most
likely of Transcaucasian origin entered Anatolia, where further
linguistic subdivisions linked to specific ethnic groups took
place. A first group, the Hittites, settled in the centre and
th
merged with the non Indo-Germanic Hatti. During the 19
century BC several city-states developed, which eventually
were united in the Old Kingdom (17th century – 1450/1420
BC), the Middle Kingdom (ca. 1420-1355 BC) and the
Imperial period (ca. 1355-1200/1180 BC)74. A second ethnic
group, the Urwest-Anatolians, settled in north-western
Anatolia forming two linguistic groups: the Lydian and the
Palaic. A third group speaking Ur-Luwian split into two major
political powers: the Luwian75 state of Kizzuwatna in the
region of Cilicia Pedias and the West Anatolian Arzawa
federation extending from the southern border of Assuwa/Wilusa, whose capital was Truisa/Troy76, in the north as
far as the Lycian coast in the south77. These West-Luwians
Fig. 9 – One of the rock-cut tombs at Myra/Demre in
formed three autonomous kingdoms, during various periods
Lycia, imitating in stone timber house architecture
(copyright M. Waelkens).
of unification known as (the) Arzawa (federation). They were
composed in the north of the kingdom of the Seha River Land and in the south of Arzawa Minor or MiraKupaliya with its capital at Apasa (Selçuk near Ephesus) and stretching as far as the Kastaraja River (Aksu,
Greek Kestros), which for centuries formed the Arzawan southeast border with the Hittites78, but also the
eastern boundary of the Hellenistic and Imperial territory of Sagalassos. Sagalassos must thus have
belonged to this state and perhaps is mentioned already as Salawassa in mid-14th c. BC Hittite sources79.
The third and least important state was that of Haballa to the northeast of Arzawa Minor80.
By the Late Bronze Age the Ur-Luwian language had generated two related languages. A first branch was
composed of two new dialects: Lycian, spoken by the Luqqa from the 14th c. BC onwards and mentioned in
both Hittite and Egyptian sources and forefathers of the Lycians, who continued to occupy their Late Bronze
Age cities throughout the Roman Imperial period81. Although they consisted of independent city-states82
united by Rome from 167 BC until 43 AD into a federal state83, from the early sixth century BC onwards they
developed one of the most original Early Iron Age cultures with a clear ethnic and cultural identity, expressed
in their language and architecture. Distinctive forms included their funerary architecture that imitated towerlike beehives (grave pillars), timber-built houses (rock-cut tombs; freestanding monuments) and storage
facilities (rock-cut tombs, sarcophagi) (fig. 9). After the fourth century BC, they traded these distinctive
74
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Fig. 10 – Third century BC rock-cut tomb at Telmessos (Fethiye) in West-Lycia in the shape of an Ionic temple. At the bottom
some older “ethnic” tombs imitating timber houses can still be seen (copyright M. Waelkens).

tombs for Hellenized forms, many of them assuming the appearance of an Ionic distylos in antis (fig. 10)84.
The second linguistic branch originating from Ur-Luwian was Luwian, spoken in the above mentioned
West-Luwian states and written in both cuneiform and hieroglyphs85. After the 16th c. BC these West Luwian
states would either have strained relations with the Hittites or were engaged in open warfare with them.
Despite the fact that during the Late Bronze Age the region of Sagalassos was thus occupied and
surrounded by Luwian people on nearly all sides, it may have touched in the northeast the fringes of Hittite
occupied or controlled territory.
When, during the first decades of the 12th c. BC the Hittite state imploded86, the Arzawa federation
also rapidly disappeared as a political superpower with the exception perhaps of the Seha River Land that
87
may have lived on in the Kingdom of Lydia , which from the early seventh century BC replaced the Kingdom
of the Phrygians (immigrants from Thrace88), which had rapidly filled the political vacuum left behind by the
Hittite civilisation89. Yet, the Luwians did not emigrate, but during the Early Iron Age continued to occupy
most of their former settlements inland, perhaps first under the suzerainty of the Phrygians. From the early

84

DEMARGNE ET AL. 1974; K JELDSEN, ZAHLE 1975 ; DELTOUR-LÉVIE 1979; ZAHLE 1979, 1980, 1983; SCHWEYER 1990; Götter, Heroen und
Herrscher 1990 (Exhibition Catalogue).
85
HAWKINS 1998; OETTINGER, 2002, 52 fig.3; PESCHLOW -BINDOKAT 2002; E HRINGHAUS 2005.
86
SINGER 2000; SEEHERR 2001.
87
For recent evidence on this continuity, see an overview in W AELKENS 2000. A more prudent stance accepting alternatives is now
taken by ROOSEVELT 2010.
88
TUNA ET AL. 1998.
89
SAMS 1988, 1994a, 1994b; HENRICKSON 1993, 1994; VOIGT, HENRICKSON 1998, 2000. The Phrygian Early Iron Age recently has been
14
completely updated by new C dating and dendrochronology which demonstrates that the famous destruction level of Gordion is not
related to the Cimmerian invasion, but more than a century older, and that the so-called ‘Midas Tumulus’ is also at least two generations
older than the period when Midas ruled over Phrygia. On this new evidence, see MANNING ET AL. 2001, 2003; DE VRIES ET AL. 2003.
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Fig. 11 – The preliminary map of
Tepe Düzen composed by S. Aydal
and H. Vanhaverbeke with the laser
theodolite (dark lines indicating
visible structures) and complemented by B. Mušič by means of
geomagnetism (lighter lines representing
buried
structures).
(copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

seventh century the area was
controlled by the Lydians and
from 546 BC until the arrival
of Alexander the Great, by the
Achaemenid Persians. The
Early Iron Age successors of
the Luwians became the Carians, the Pisidians (for whom
Sagalassos was a major city),
and finally the Sidetans, or
inhabitants of Side in Pamphylia90.
According to recent research, however, from the fifth to the second century BC two proto-urban
settlements existed next to one another in the region of Sagalassos. The first is a major site located on the
plateau of Düzen Tepe91, ca 1.8 km southwest of current Sagalassos, occupying an area of ca 120 ha92 (fig.
11) and therefore one of the largest, if not the leading settlement of Pisidia during most of the Achaemenid
and the earlier part of the Hellenistic periods. If it also had a dominant political
position it would have rapidly lost it to Selge
and the much smaller Sagalassos (walled
area in the third century BC: 12.8 hectares)93. Both Düzen Tepe and Sagalassos
(fig. 12) were initially thought to have
Fig. 12 – Aerial view of the centre of Tepe Düzen. The
dark arrow indicates the centre of the site, the white
one in the background shows the location of
Sagalassos, whereas the grey arrow identifies the
conical hill upon which Alexander the Great defeated
the Sagalassians (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).
90

OETTINGER 2002, 52 fig. 3.
The site, briefly surveyed in 1994 by a non intensive approach was already described by W AELKENS ET AL. 1997a, 43–44 figs. 34-35,
but in 2005 identified as a major proto-urban site during the intensive surveys of H. Vanhaverbeke. Since 2006 it has been excavated by
H. Vanhaverbeke and K. Vyncke.
92
One has to bear in mind, however, that even not all surface remains (and therefore even less the still buried structures) were
contemporary: the four phases of the house visible at the surface and excavated in 2006 are connected with fifth/fourth century BC
pottery dated by J. Poblome. The nearby much larger dwelling/workshop(the so-called “courtyard” building), which was also visible at
the surface before the start of the excavations in 2008 has an orthogonal plan laid out around an inner courtyard. Thus far, it has only
produced fifth to second century BC material. An isolated storage building to the north of the “courtyard building” contained in its
occupation layer two coins dated to the late fourth-third century BC (see infra). Recently pig bone collagen from a waste pit as well as
excavated pottery point to an occupation from the sixth-fifth century BC on (see infra). Restudying the surface pottery also produced
sherds of the “Sagalassos red slip ware”, still indicating some kind of activity in Imperial times.
93
The larger walled area of fig. 5, represents the late Roman refortification around 400 AD, but incorporates some Early Hellenistic wall
sections and most likely corresponds with the Hellenistic walled area.
91
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Fig. 13 – The so-called Market Building
along the northern edge of the Upper
Agora at Sagalassos dated to the early
third century BC (copyright Sagalassos
Archaeological Research Project).

Fig. 14 – The “monumental structure” at
Tepe Düzen.

Fig. 15 – View of the breccia blocks of Tepe
Düzen’s circuit wall.

coexisted with several other proto-urban sites, Herrensitze and hilltop sites of which the internal relations are
thus far unknown. As most of these sites, however, contain decorated painted pottery94, which, together with
Phrygian or Lydian wares, thus far are totally absent in both Düzen Tepe and Sagalassos, many of these
sites may be older than the latter two. Recent research carried out by J. Poblome95 on the pottery sampled
during intensive surveys at both Düzen Tepe conducted by H. Vanhaverbeke and at Sagalassos by F.
Martens, and also originating from five years of excavations at the former site, indicate beyond any doubt the
coexistence of both sites during the above mentioned period fifth to second century BC. This date based on
the typology of the pottery studied by J. Poblome is now also corroborated by coin finds and by seven still
unpublished AMS14 radiocarbon dates of faunal (by W.Van Neer) and macrobotanical remains (by E.
Marinova). Whereas the oldest surface pottery from Sagalassos can thus far be dated from the fifth century
BC onward, occupation at Düzen Tepe may already have started during the sixth/fifth century BC. This is
suggested by pottery from a bakery excavated in 2010 and by one pig bone collagen sample from a waste
pit excavated in 2006 that provided a calibrated date around Cal. 510-380 BC. The weighed mean of four
other pig bone collagen samples from a structure excavated in 2006 (originating from floor levels or levelling
activities inside the building) and of three charred cereal samples from the so-called “courtyard building”
(originating from open fires in the courtyard and in an alley south of the structure) provided calibrated (AMS)
radiocarbon dates within the range Cal. BC 355 – Cal.BC 231. Two unpublished silver obols from Selge
(from non stratified locations) minted in 350-300 BC, as well as a silver drachme from Erythrai and a bronze
94

Most decorated pottery either represents black geometric or figurative motifs on a light grey surface or orange pottery with black
motives (“black on red ware” also known as Southwest Anatolian ware), of which the latter is abundantly present at Yarımada or Ada
Tepesi (probably Livy’s XXXVIII, 15 Darsa) a proto-urban site with megara and a rock- cut tomb dating to the eighth to sixth centuries
BC, possibly the residence of a Phrygian governor or a local Phrygian vassal. The site remained occupied until the Imperial period and
is located immediately south of the territory of Sagalassos in the valley of Lake Yarıšlı. See W AELKENS ET AL. 2000a, 176–187 figs .234244. The Early Iron Age to pre-Hellenistic pottery of the territory of Sagalassos is studied both typologically and archaeometrically in the
recently completed Ph. D. of D. Braekmans (BRAEKMANS 2011) supervised by Jeroen Poblome and Patrick Degryse respectively.
95
The following comparison between the pottery from Düzen Tepe and Sagalassos is based on the preliminary results of J. Poblome’s
study of the pottery from both sites.
Bollettino di Archeologia on line I 2010/ Volume speciale C / C5 / 3

Reg. Tribunale Roma 05.08.2010 n. 330 ISSN 2039 - 0076

www.archeologia.beniculturali.it/pages/pubblicazioni.html

30

XVII International Congress of Classical Archaeology, Roma 22-26 Sept. 2008
Session: Beyond Identity in the Hellenistic East

coin from Magnesia at the Maeander from the occupation layer inside an isolated storage facility next to the
“courtyard building” and dated (by J. Van Heesch) respectively to the early third century BC and the period
ca. 330-280 BC may identify the (second half of the) fourth and the third centuries BC as the most flourishing
period of the proto-urban settlement at Düzen Tepe.
Yet, the larger and the smaller site eventually went through completely different developments. From
at least the early third century BC, the much smaller (ca. 12.8 fortified hectares) Sagalassos already had
96
97
public structures along the northern (fig. 13) and the southern edges of the Upper Agora. These are built
of slightly curved ashlars and by the end of the same century also seem to have been surrounded by a
circuit wall of smooth limestone ashlars98. At Düzen Tepe there is only one example of a building with large
rough limestone boulders, which like the rest of the visible structures, may only represent the socle of a
mudbrick building belonging to a major structure of unknown date (fig. 14), whereas the site’s equally
undated circuit wall is made of local rough breccia blocks (fig. 15). The excavated houses and workshops of
Düzen Tepe, which mainly date from the sixth/fifth to the third/second century BC, were laid out rather
chaotically (fig. 16) and were still composed of socles (fig. 17) made of fieldstones supporting walls in torchis

Fig. 16 – The central area of Tepe Düzen, with its rather chaotic layout of structures visible at the surface (surface (black lines; mapped
by S. Aydal and H. Vanhaverbeke) and those buried below (brown lines) identified through geomagnetism by B. Mušič (copyright
Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

96

For the so-called ‘Market Building,’ see W AELKENS ET AL. 2000b, 303–304 figs.106, 109–117.
It concerns a building excavated in 2007 by Julian Richard below the west portico of the Macellum dedicated to Commodus.
98
W AELKENS 2004, 460 fig.8.
97
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Fig. 17 – Aerial view of a third/second century BC workshop-dwelling at Tepe Düzen of which only the stone socles of the “torchis” walls
are preserved (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

(fig. 18) because of the quantity of snow in winter, most likely covered by thatched roofs made of organic
materials (reeds, straw) instead of terracotta tiles, not a single fragment of which is present on the site.
Whereas during the third to second century BC ashlar structures at Sagalassos followed prototypes present
in the contemporary Greek settlements99 of western Anatolia, the houses at Düzen Tepe contain several
anachronistic features, among which are the total absence of tiles and the presence of potentially oval or
apsidal structures known from Protogeometric and Geometric colonies in Ionia100. In 2006, three successive
phases of such an apsidal house, now rather considered to have been an orthogonal structure throughout its

Fig. 18 – Remains of burnt “torchis” walls still
showing the reed impressions in the fired
mudbrick coating (copyright Sagalassos
Archaeological Research Project).

Fig. 19 – Maya hut on Yucatan in Mexico showing houses as those
excavated in 2006 at Tepe Düzen and associated with fifth to fourth century
BC pottery (copyright M. Waelkens).

99

At Pergamon, the walls of Eumenes II near the access to the upper city are very similar in shape and surface treatment.
For example, some of the oldest structures at Old Smyrna/Bayraklı or at Ephesos below the Tetragonos Agora. Cf. COOK, NICHOLLS
1957-58, 59; SCHERRER 2000, 146; TSETSKHLADZE 2006, 133. Yet, after restudying the surface remains at Düzen Tepe, the presence of
buildings with curved walls is no longer certain.
100
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Fig. 20 – Pottery fragments belonging to the same
typology and fabric as the contemporaneous second
century BC wares at Tepe Düzen sampled as surface
material in the northwest quarter of Sagalassos. (copyright
Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

Fig. 22 – Bowls and echinus bowls (centre of the picture)
following the same tradition sampled and/or excavated at
Tepe Düzen (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research
Project).

Fig. 21 – Rims belonging to cooking and storage vessels following
the contemporaneous Eastern Mediterranean pottery koinè sampled
or excavated at Tepe Düzen. The oxidizing firing points already to a
second century BC date (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological
Research Project).

Fig. 23 – Hellenistic locally produced pottery of both reduced and
oxidized firing from Sagalassos following contemporary
prototypes from the central part of the Anatolian west coast
(copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

existence and associated with fifth to fourth century BC pottery101 and with four (AMS) radiocarbon dated pig
bone collagen samples mentioned above (weighed mean calibrated date Cal. BC 359-175). Similar dwellings
can still be found today in Maya settlements of the Yucatan (fig. 19). More recently excavated structures
such as the “courtyard building” and a storage facility immediately north of it (see supra) provided (AMS)
radiocarbon dates of charred cereals and coins belonging to the second half of the fourth and the third
centuries BC respectively.
A similar picture as that of the architecture emerges from the pottery. Originally both settlements
used locally produced pottery made of “fabric 4 clay,” which is characteristic of the coarseware at
Sagalassos (fig. 20) until the seventh-eighth centuries AD. Most common are cooking and storage vessels
(fig. 21) and bowls with a straight upper rim or echinus bowls (with slightly incurving upper rims) (fig. 22) that
101

As already mentioned above the impression that this building consisted of three apsidal structures changing in orientation and
growing size, covering an orthogonal first occupation level, is now considered to be rather doubtful and may have been the result of the
difficulty to distinguish in situ fieldstones from those belonging to the collapsed upper part of the socles corresponding with the three
most recent building phases.
Bollettino di Archeologia on line I 2010/ Volume speciale C / C5 / 3

Reg. Tribunale Roma 05.08.2010 n. 330 ISSN 2039 - 0076

www.archeologia.beniculturali.it/pages/pubblicazioni.html

33

M. Waelkens, J. Poblome, K. Vyncke - Indigenous versus Greek identity in Hellenistic Pisidia: myth or reality?

were part of the contemporary Eastern Mediterranean pottery koinè. Both sites imported
Attic black glazed wares dating to the fifth or
fourth century BC and around 200 BC also
made the transition from reduction-fired dark
wares to orange-red wares fired in oxidizing
conditions, following overall Mediterranean
trends. They both also imitated Achaemenid
bowl forms as well as Greek omphalos bowls
of the Megarian type. Yet, there was again one
major difference; Düzen Tepe continued until
the second century BC to produce shapes that
imitate prototypes of the fifth to third centuries
BC, whereas Sagalassos from early Hellenistic
times onwards imitated prototypes from production centres in the central part of the
Anatolian west coast (fig. 23).
Despite the enormous difference in
Fig. 24 – Picture illustrating the completely different, conservative
size, it was Düzen Tepe that stagnated and
prototypes belonging to the Eastern Mediterranean pottery koinè still
produced at second century BC Tepe Düzen (left) versus the “modern”
eventually disappeared, perhaps stimulated by
pottery found in contemporary Sagalassos that followed prototypes
water shortages caused by its karstic underproduced in centres located in the central part of the Anatolian west
coast (right) (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).
ground. It seems to only have lasted as an artisanal suburb of Sagalassos through the third
and second centuries BC. However, several sherds of “Sagalassos red slip ware” collected as surface
material still point to some activity at Düzen Tepe in Imperial times, though the hey-days of the site were
clearly the (second half of the fourth) and the third centuries BC. The much smaller Sagalassos, perhaps
occupied by a different tribal subgroup that was more open-minded towards innovation, had already become
the regional centre at the time of its capture by Alexander the Great in 333 BC102. This striking difference
between the locally produced pottery and architectural remains of two major settlements, located in clear
view of one another, illustrates what a patchwork of strongly differing societies Hellenistic Pisidia may have
been, with progressive versus conservative and even anachronistic material cultures.
The Persian satrapy to which both settlements once belonged may have changed throughout its
existence, but eventually must have belonged to that of Greater Phrygia with its administrative centre at
Kelainai (near Apamea/Dinar), a mere 50 km as the crow flies from Sagalassos. More than two centuries of
Iranian control and presence in the area makes the mixture between Pisidians and Iranians who acquired
estates in the vicinity of the city more than likely, a fact documented by two inscriptions set up by the
priestess Breiseis, daughter of Antiochos, grand-daughter of Attalos, great-granddaughter of Arsakes, a
Persian dynastic103 name. One found at Sagalassos is dedicated to Demeter and Persephone104 and another
105
to Angdisis (Cybele) has been found at Bağsaray, located in a valley with rural estates in the southern part
of the territory of Sagalassos. As mentioned by S. Mitchell in his forthcoming publication of both monuments,
102

In fact the detailed description by Arrian (see infra N.128) of the defeat of the Sagalassian troops and a Termessian contingent on
the Alexander Hill leaves no doubt about the location of the fight and the fact that it was current Sagalassos, which Alexander defeated.
The presence of a larger site nearby is not mentioned at all.
103
It was the original name of the son of Dareios II Ochos, who would become Great King as Artaxerxes II and also that of some of the
Parthian rulers. See BRIANT 2002, 589–590, 807.
104
W AELKENS ET AL. 1997b, 147, 149, fig. 67.
105
W AELKENS ET AL. 1997a, 56–57, fig. 53. A bust of Zeus, now kept at the Burdur Museum, was found during our surveys at Çeltikçi in
the centre of the plain of Bağsaray-Çeltikçi. It is dedicated by the choria (estates) to Zeus Karpophoros (the harvest-bringer). This plain
seem to have maintained its rural character, being composed of perhaps imperial and other estates, as it belonged towards the end of
the Ottoman period to sultan Abdul Hamid II.
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Persian families continued to play an important role in the
religious life of the middle or second half of the second
century AD and such families, although based in the city,
could also be active outside the city in rural sanctuaries with
strong agricultural associations.
During the Persian period, Pisidians turn up for the
first time as a distinct ethnic group in Greek sources.
Throughout the period of Achaemenid rule they seem to have
been a permanent source of unrest, simultaneously serving
the Great King and/or his enemies as mercenaries, or simply
106
taking part in rebellions against him. The oldest reference is
Herodotus’ describing Artaxerxes’ I (465-425/4) failed attempt
to have Themistokles slaughtered by Pisidians at a stop along
the Royal Road107. Whereas in this text, they are referred to
as being hired to carry out specific missions for the
Achaemenid king, from the late fifth century BC the failure of
the Pisidians to be submissive is frequently highlighted by
Greek authors. According to Diodoros Siculus, during the
Battle of the Eurymedon (465 BC) the Persian troops at first
believed they had been attacked by “Pisidians”108. From that
period onwards, they do in fact seem to have become a
continuous threat to the stability of this part of the Empire,
which led to an intervention by Pharnabazos, satrap of
Fig. 25 – View of the rugged country of Central
Daskyleion in Hellespontine Phrgyia109. As a result, in 401 BC,
Pisidia as seen from Pednelissos (copyright M.
Waelkens).
Cyrus the Younger could easily hide his intention to eliminate
his brother Artaxerxes II (405/4-359/8) from both his Persian
troops and Greek mercenaries by making them believe that he was leading them to wipe out the Pisidians
entirely110.
The importance of this false pretext for both the Greek mercenaries111 as well as the King’s men may
have played a decisive role in how Greeks perceived Pisidians later on, i.e. as eternal rebels. Characteristic
already is Xenophon’s description of how, after the Battle of Cunaxa during the infamous journey of Cyrus
the Younger, Klearchos, tyrant of Heraklea Pontica, who had come to power with Persian support,
addressed Tissaphernes, satrap of Lydia (Sardis), with the following words: “I know that the Pisidians also
trouble you, and I hear that there are likewise many other tribes of the same sort; I could put a stop, I think,
to their being a continual annoyance to your prosperity”112. In his Memorabilia the same author wrote: “The
Mysians and Pisidians occupying very rugged country (fig. 25) in the Great King’s territory and lightly armed,
contrive to overrun and damage the King’s territory and to preserve their own freedom”113. Around the time of
Cyrus the Younger’s infamous campaign against his brother, Egypt had also rebelled against the Empire,
with a pharaoh Amyrtaeos being recognized already as ruler in a document from Elephantine dated to 400
th
BC. Two years later another king, Nepherites (398-383), founded the 29 dynasty. After the Peace of
Antalkidas (386 BC) pharaoh Hakoris (392-380 BC) entered as an equal partner a coalition with Euagoras,
106

BRIANT 2002, 498 wrongly includes Pisidians among Herodotus’ list of Xerxes infantry in 483-465 BC (Herodotus VII.72).
Plutarch, Them. 30.1; Cf. BRIANT 2002, 368.
108
Diodoros Siculus XI. 61. 4; Cf. BRIANT 2002, 597.
109
Xenophon, Hell. III. 1. 13. Cf. BRIANT 2002, 596.
110
Xenophon, Anabasis I.2.4-5,.XI, 61.4.
111
For a similar interpretation, see BRIANT 2002, 597. See also Diodoros Siculus XIV.19.9.
112
Xenophon, Anabasis II. 5.13; Cf. BRIANT 2002, 730.
113
Xenophon, Memorabilia III. 5.26. This light armour is also mentioned as being characteristic of the Sagalassian troops opposing
Alexander the Great during the capture of Sagalassos. See infra N. 127-128.
107
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king of Salamis (Cyprus), and Sparta114. A fragment from the Greek historian Theopompos115 states that
Hakoris would also have made an alliance with the Pisidians.
Yet, as P. Briant argues, such an alliance is rather unlikely, as the Pisidians could not have been
placed on the same footing as Hakoris-Euagoras-Sparta, so that the mentioning of the former, most likely
referred to a simultaneous conflict pitting the Pisidians, or some of them, with royal forces somewhere in Asia
116
Minor, a fact which by that time had become common . They appear again in the so-called “Revolt of
117
Datames.” This story is mentioned by several Greek and Latin historians , but Briant rightfully warns
against their veracity and historic reliability as the story was one of many employed to illustrate Artaxerxes’
disloyal behaviour towards former allies. In the past many scholars placed this episode also within the so118
called “Satraps’ Revolt,” ca. 366-359/8 BC, which according to Diodoros Siculus , would have represented
a monster coalition composed of the Ionian cities, the Lakedaimonians and their allies, Tachôs of Egypt, the
satraps and generals ruling the coastal districts of Anatolia (Ariobarzanes of Phrygia, Orontes of Mysia,
Autophradates of Lydia), together with Lycians, Pisidians, Pamphylians, Cilicians, Syrians and Phoenicians,
with the common goal of destroying Artaxerxes II in Babylonia.
This maximalist view, also represented by Pompeius Trogus and Polyaenos119, presents this
“rebellion” as a unified movement that around 361 BC would have brought Artaxerxes’ II empire to the brink
of implosion and disaster. Yet, according to P. Briant’s minimalist view, the rebellion in reality may have been
a series of successive and separate events in the 360’s that never threatened the Great King, but were
represented as such by Greek authors to show the Great King’s weakness120. Briant assumes that the
treason by Datames’ family occurred during a trip to the Pisidians121, or at least a group of Pisidians122, which
could either have been one of the periodic Achaemenid army sallies against the unruly mountain tribes, or it
also might reflect Datames’ desire to enlist Pisidians in his service123. In any case, the huge army sent
against him by the Great King, led by Autophradates, satrap of Lydia, contained more than 100,000 soldiers,
among which there would have been some 3,000 Aspendians and Pisidians124. If the above mentioned
reason for Datames’ campaign is correct, this would have pitted Pisidians against other Pisidians, a fact
which regularly occurred in Hellenistic times as well. We hear a final anecdote about the Pisidians before
their submission to Alexander the Great, during the latter’s winter campaign in 334/33 BC, when the
inhabitants of Phaselis on the Pamphylian coast where he had set up his winter quarters, offered him golden
crowns, primarily for the protection that he offered against Pisidian attacks, a service that had previously
been provided by the satraps125. The least one can say about Pisidia during the fourth century BC is that it
was a very unstable region, with many Pisidians either serving in the army of the Great King or fighting him.
Both this service as mercenaries and their incursions into the satrapy of Lydia and into Pamphylia must have
brought them in direct contact with the Greek colonies in Anatolia’s coastal areas.
It is not surprising, then, that during the third century BC, both the Syrian Seleucids and the Egyptian
Ptolemies still used Pisidian mercenaries who were famous as excellent soldiers. Immediately after
Alexander’s death, the first regent’s (Perdikas 323-321 BC) brother Alketas had an army of 6000 very loyal
Pisidians at his disposal when he was defeated by the Diadochs in the Battle of Kretopolis. In both the
Seleucid and Lagid armies, Pisidians as well as Lycians and Pamphylians fought as light-armed merce114

BRIANT 2002, 634.
FGrH 115 F 103.
116
BRIANT 2002, 650–651.
117
Cornelius Nepos, Datames 1.1-2, 5.1-6; Polyaenos VII. 21.1-7, VII. 29, 1-2; the Pseudo- Aristotle, Oecon. II. 24 a-b (= Polyaenos VII.
21.1).
118
Diodoros Siculus XV.90, XV.93.1.
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Pompeius Trogus, Prol. V; Polyaenos VII. 21.3.
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BRIANT 2002, 656–659.
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Cornelius Nepos, Datames 6.
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Conelius Nepos, Datames 6, 1.
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BRIANT 2002, 660–661.
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Cornelius Nepos, Datames 8, 1-2; Cf. BRIANT 2002, 796.
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Arrrian, Anabasis Alexandri I. 24. 6; Cf. BRIANT 2002, 855.
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naries. In fact, during the Battle of Magnesia
near Mt. Sipylos, where Antiochus III was
defeated by Rome, Pergamon and Rhodes,
Pisidians
were
involved
as
caetrati
126
(targeteers) . The Sagalassians are described by Arrian at the time of their defeat as
the “most warlike” of all Pisidians and their
127
city as “not a small polis”
- the latter
description perhaps included the artisanal
suburb of Düzen Tepe. They most likely
earned this reputation as the result of their
participating in many of the fourth century BC
rebellions, raids and activities as mercenaries.
In fact, we might even suggest that the
Fig. 26 – Early Hellenistic ash urn from Sagalassos decorated with a
difference between the inhabitants of Düzen
“Macedonian” shield (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research
Project). .
Tepe and Sagalassos could have been
caused by the fact that the former were
mainly interested in their craft and farming activities, whereas the latter became prosperous as soldiers,
returning home with loot, but also new ideas about urbanism. This might also explain the extreme popularity
of weaponry reliefs on Hellenistic ash urns (fig. 26) and public monuments when compared with the rest of
Pisidia.
Their presence in the Persian army might even explain the popularity of the name Dareios among
some of the native, non-Persian elite families. The popularity of names like Demetrios, Antiochos and
Seleukos in the same families might suggest that their forefathers had served predominantly in the Seleucid
army (until the Battle of Magnesia and the following Treaty of Apamea, which forbade the Seleucids any
further recruiting of troops north of the Taurus Mountains) and not in that of the Ptolemies, and perhaps to a
limited extent in that of the Attalids, seen perhaps in the popularity of their dynastic name Attalos (fig. 2).
Such a scenario could easily explain the much greater awareness among the population of Sagalassos of
contemporary urban developments in the Greek cities and the differences between this community and
others in the region. Such a disparity may not have fostered the development of a common awareness of
“ethnic” identity or the creation of an ethnic culture - as was the case in contemporaneous Lycia - except for
the fact of having the reputation of being excellent soldiers, which even resulted in the fact that at many
occasions Pisidians were fighting other Pisidians. The Greek city states, also, constantly fought with one
another, but shared at least a feeling of a common identity. Despite differences in architectural orders, for
example, there was a developing a common architectural vocabulary and the obeisance to a Panhellenic
religion linked to the Panhellenic games, which in the case of the Olympics even interrupted warfare,
allowing enemies to compete with one another on the agonistic level.

From Alexander to Trajan: various degrees of Greek acculturation without the presence of “Pisidian”
resistance
The description of Alexander the Great’s capture of Sagalassos in 333 BC128 leaves not the slightest
126

For a good discussion of their role in the Hellenistic armies and the ancient historic or epigraphic sources about their role in
Hellenistic armies, see BRACKE 1993, 19–20.
127
Arrian, Anabasis Alexandri I. 28.
128
Arrian, Anabasis Alexandri I. 28. The battle took clearly place on the “Alexander Hill,” whose conical shape and dominance of the
entrance to Sagalassos corresponds perfectly with the Greek text. This hill also corresponds with a coin depicting the battle, minted at
Sagalassos under Claudius II Gothicus. See BABELON 1898 n° 3887; PA n° 1853; VON AULOCK (1964) n° 5206; HILL 1897, n° 50.
Bollettino di Archeologia on line I 2010/ Volume speciale C / C5 / 3

Reg. Tribunale Roma 05.08.2010 n. 330 ISSN 2039 - 0076

www.archeologia.beniculturali.it/pages/pubblicazioni.html

37

M. Waelkens, J. Poblome, K. Vyncke - Indigenous versus Greek identity in Hellenistic Pisidia: myth or reality?

doubt that the city conquered by Alexander was
already the site currently known as Sagalassos
and not Düzen Tepe (fig. 27). By that time,
Sagalassos and some other major cities of
Pisidia may already have experienced strong
Greek influences from the cities on the Pamphylian south coast. These seem to have been
more or less democratic polities during the
fourth century BC, when Selge (from 370 BC)
and later Etenna (ca. 300 BC) issued coins of
their own, although still in Persian currency until
the third century BC. Termessos minted silver
tetradrachms under Antigonos Monophthalmos
after 319 BC, and again during the reign of
Antiochos III, together with Sagalassos129. That
at the time of Alexander’s journey, however, the
Fig. 27 – View of the conical flat-topped “Alexander Hill,” seen from
Pisidians did not seem to have yet developed a
Sagalassos, whose main approach is completely controlled and
dominated by it. The arrow points to the location of Tepe Düzen
strong feeling of ethnic identity, is shown by the
(copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).
fact that when Selge sided with Alexander,
Termessos and Sagalassos immediately opposed him in order to defy Selge through Alexander.
In the early third century BC, Greek gradually replaced Pisidian in the urban centres, but in parts of
the countryside Pisidian dialects130 were still spoken in Imperial times131. Ancient historiography is very
elusive about these dialects, but one of them, Milyan, was spoken by the Milyadeis, who occupied the
western Pisidian borderlands from the Klimax Pass (near Ariassos) in the South to the south-western edge of
Sagalassian territory, in the Lysis Valley132. Two Pisidian inscriptions of Imperial date still using some nonGreek characters were also found in the central part of the territory of Sagalassos133. They certainly
represent another dialect than the Milyan, most likely that of the Sagalassians. The inhabitants of Termessos
Major belonged to the tribe of the Solymoi, which also had its own language that was still spoken as one of
four languages in the four cities united into a Tetrapolis, better known as the Kibyratis134, composed of Kibyra
and Oinoanda, Bubon and Balbura. During the late 19th century, 16 sepulchral stelae of Imperial date, written
in pure Greek characters, but representing a Pisidian dialect, were found at Sofular in east Pisidia. In the
1970’s no less than 24 similar stelae were retrieved from the area between Lake Eğirdir and Lake Beyşehir
in northeast Pisidia135. They could represent the language of the Killaneis and the Orondeis, two Pisidian
tribes that never developed cities before Imperial times, and were part of the Roman Republican ager
publicus as Cillanicus tractus and Orondicus tractus conquered by P. Servilius Isauricus around the transition
from the first to the second quarter of the first century BC136.
Most likely, the Homonadeis, a tribe of uncertain origin (Pisidian or Isaurian), where King Amyntas of
Galatia met his end in 25 BC, may either have spoken a Pisidian or Isaurian dialect as well, as the area
remained without urban settlements before Imperial times. Finally, inscriptions in yet another native (Pisidian)
language, written in Greek characters of the Imperial period were also found by J. Nollé near Selge137. The
129

BRACKE 1993, 21–23; W AELKENS 2004, 453. On Pamphylian influence and on coinage as a sign of Hellenisation, see MITCHELL 1993,
82, 87.
130
About Pisidian, see OETTINGER 2002, 52 fig.3.
131
BRACKE 1993, 23–24. W AELKENS 2004, 449–450.
132
Strabo XIII. 4. 17(C 631).
133
BRACKE 1993, 24. They were found at Büğdüz, located between Sagalassos and the Plain of Lake Burdur and at Osmankalfalar
south of Burdur.
134
Strabo XIII. 4.17.
135
BRACKE 1993, 23–24.
136
BRACKE 1993, 18–19; MITCHELL 1993, 87.
137
NOLLÉ, SCHINDLER 1991, 18–19; BRACKE 1993, 24; MITCHELL 1993, 87.
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fact that most of the literary sources and
certainly the epigraphic evidence points
towards the continuity of using various
Pisidian dialects as late as the midImperial period, shows how strong the
cultural variety between the different
regions of Pisidia must have remained
throughout the Hellenistic, and even the
Imperial period, when these dialects
were still written and therefore also
understood.
At Sagalassos, for instance,
almost all Greek inscriptions are written
in impeccable Greek, whereas those of
its countryside are many times full of
mistakes. A similar distinction, mentioned
Fig. 28 – Helmet from the weaponry frieze decorating the Bouleuterion ca. 100
below, also concerns the use of names
BC (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).
of both elite and non elite: whereas at
Sagalassos, except for the dynastic Persian name Arsakes carried within a family of Iranian descent, all
other names are purely Greek, some referring to a potential Macedonian origin, whereas the elite - before
obtaining Roman citizenship - had a predilection for dynastic names, be they Persian (Dareios), Seleucid
(Demetrios, Seleukos, Antiochos) or Attalid (Attalos). At Termessos Maior, however, the only Pisidian city to
have been provided in Hellenistic times with a Greek theatre and certainly then one of the most
“Hellenised”138, Pisidian names remained popular throughout the Imperial period139. Selge was the Pisidian
settlement that was most affected by Greek material culture due to its vicinity to the Pamphylian cities, where
this culture was either very influential in previously Luwian settlements such as Perge (Luwian Parha) and
Side, or in real Greek foundations such as Aspendos (founded by Argos) of Phaselis (founded by Rhodos).
In this city, the aristocracy even continued using a pure Pisidian nomenclature until the constitutio antoniniana of AD 212 made them all Roman citizens140.
After Alexander’s conquests the system of satrapies continued with Antigonos Monophthalmos being
the first satrap of Greater Phrygia to which Sagalassos belonged in 333-301 BC. He and his son Demetrios
Poliorketes were the first of the Diadochs to assume the title of ‘king’ in 306 BC. After their defeat by the
other Diadochs in 301 BC, Northern Pisidia may have become autonomous again until 281 BC, after which
date it became Seleucid until 189 BC141. As mentioned previously, after the Treaty of Apamea in 189 BC, the
Seleucids were forbidden to recruit mercenaries north of the Taurus Mountains, but Pisidian mercenaries
continued to serve in the Ptolemaic army142. Despite the fact that Pisidia under Seleucid rule was raided by
the Galatians and some of the local governors belonging to the Seleucid royal family (Antiochos Hierax,
Achaios) used Pisidia to some extent as the power base of their rebellions, Pisidia on the whole and certainly
Sagalassos, in which region most Seleucid Macedonian veterans were likely settled143, seem to have been
rather loyal subjects of the Seleucids, who did not oppose the fact that the larger cities of Pisidia acquired

138

Used here with the meaning of showing many affinities with the Greek culture, but not with the meaning of the paradigm of
‘Hellenisation: as opposed to “Romanisation,” which is the topic of this paper.
139
W AELKENS 2004, 449–450. MITCHELL 1993, 175 stressed the fact that the southern Taurus mountain districts (including Pisidia)
showed in their onomastic remains more common ground than regional diversity and preserved the linguistic culture of the Luwians,
more than anywhere else. This makes the overwhelming majority of Greek names at Sagalassos the more striking.
140
MITCHELL 1999; W AELKENS 2002, 357–358.
141
On the history of Hellenistic Pisidia and Sagalassos, see KOSMETATOU 1997; W AELKENS 2004, 438–448, 466–468.
142
BRACKE 1993, 19–20.
143
KOSMETATOU, W AELKENS 1997. For a Macedonian shield on an ash urn from SAGALASSOS, see fig.27.
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impressive fortifications during the third century
BC144.
On the other hand, other ethnic mercenary groups, such as the Thracians, obtained
145
land in the Lysis Valley and probably also in
the western Plain of Burdur, most probably
already then a royal estate. Thracian names still
146
occurred there in Imperial times . That even
then feelings of ethnic identity still did not overcome foreign attacks was illustrated once more
147
in 218 BC , when the Pisidian city of Etenna
sent 8000 hoplites, some of them perhaps
mercenaries148, to assist the Seleucid usurper
Achaios in his siege of Selge, then by far the
Fig. 29 – View of the probably Atttalid fortress near Insuyu meant to
control Sagalassos’ easiest connection to its fertile fields in the Plain
most important Pisidian city, after he had reof Burdur (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).
sponded to an appeal made by the neighbouring
city of Pednelissos that was under attack from
the Selgeis. Relations with the Attalids of
Pergamon, the next rulers, between 189 and 129
BC, were less peaceful and Pisidia was a
constant concern for them (fig. 29)149.
At any rate, both under Seleucid and
under Attalid rule, many Pisidian cities seem to
have maintained a large degree of autonomy and
during this period the first sanctuaries of Greek
type arose at Selge and at Termessos150. The
latter city, which in 189 BC attacked another
Pisidian city, Isinda, just as it engaged around
the middle of the same century in a war with the
cities of the Lycian federation151, profited from a
special relationship with Pergamon. This resulted
Fig. 30 – View of the Hellenistic cavea of the theatre of Termessos.
in the construction of a Pergamenian stoa on its
The stage building goes back to the Early Imperial period (copyright
agora donated by Attalos II, whereas PergaM. Waelkens).
menian influences can still be seen in late Hellenistic building ornaments and reliefs at the site. Through his euergetism at Termessos Attalos II possibly tried
to prevent the Attalid colony of Attaleia, which was its neighbour, from being attacked by the Termessians152.
In mid Hellenistic times, Termessos may have been the most Hellenized city of Pisidia, the only one to have
had already in the early second century BC a Greek theatre, as already mentioned153 (fig. 30).
Yet, during the first century BC, Artemidoros, the source of Strabon, still described Pisidia as having

144

W AELKENS 2004, 441–446, 458–461.
In 5 BC they were part of setting up a Sebasteion near Kozluca, together with the Milyadeis and the Roman traders and land-owners
in the Lysis Valley. See W AELKENS ET AL. 2000a, 188–192, fig. 250; W AELKENS 2002, 335.
146
W AELKENS ET AL. 2000a, 183.
147
Polybios V. 77, 1; W AELKENS, 2004, 441.
148
For a discussion of the excessive numbers of Pisidian urban troops mentioned by Greek authors, see W AELKENS 2004, 450–453.
149
W AELKENS ET AL. 1997a, 80–85 figs. 86-88; W AELKENS, 2004, 446–448 fig. 4.
150
W AELKENS 2004, 461–463.
151
Polybios XXI, 35; SEG XVIII n° 570; Cf. W AELKENS 2004, 445.
152
W AELKENS 2004, 445, 462–463.
153
W AELKENS 2004, 449–450 fig. 5.
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Fig. 31 – The Bouleuterion of Sagalassos built under Roman Republican Rule ca. 100 BC (copyright Sagalassos Archaeological
Research Project).

few cities. In fact democratic institutions and magistracies of Greek type became widespread in this period,
which was a spontaneous, not an imposed development154. The rest of the tribal groups were ruled by
tyrants155. This perception certainly was exaggerated, but may have been true for some of the backward
regions of the Western Taurus Range. Except for a small interval, when Sagalassos was added to the
province of Cilicia in the south, between 129 and 39 BC, Sagalassos and most of Pisidia were part of the
156
province of Asia, with Pergamon as its capital. The first part of Roman rule was rather peaceful and seems
to have been a period of prosperity and new building activity. Most of the smaller cities seem to have been
fortified under Attalid or Roman Republican rule, whereas the latter period also saw the construction of
“democratic” buildings such as bouleuteria at Termessos and Sagalassos (fig. 31) ca. 100 BC and in the
(early) first century BC respectively, stepped meeting places157 and other administrative buildings such as
the free standing Marktgebäude, the latter two building types being very characteristic of, but not confined to,
Hellenistic Pisida158.
In fact, based on the architectural evidence, one should conclude that architectural Hellenisation meaning nothing more than the emergence of monumental architecture inspired by that of the larger Greek
159
cities in Anatolia - of many Pisidian communities was only completed under Roman Republican rule . It is

154

For evidence and discussion, see W AELKENS 2004, 453–458, 467.
Strabon XII.7.2 (C 570). For a critical discussion of this opinion, see W AELKENS 2004, 466–468.
156
For a general discussion on this period, see W AELKENS 2004, 455–468.
157
W AELKENS 2004, 453–458 figs.6 (Selge) and 7 (Kapıkaya).
158
For a discussion of these monuments, see W AELKENS 2004, 463–466.
159
See W AELKENS 2004, 467–468.
155
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necessary, however, to stress that just like the so-called Romanisation of Pisidia160, this appearance of
Greek architecture instead of the development of an “ethnic” one in the region was not imposed. Most likely,
the explanation for this phenomenon is threefold. Just as the Pisidians serving as mercenaries in the
Achaemenid army may have resulted in the introduction of the first elements of Greek monumental
architecture, as mentioned above, those serving in the Seleucid, Ptolemaic and possibly the Attalid armies
may have further completed this picture. Secondly, the adoption of Greek building types and decorations
may have received a strong impetus through simple peer polity interaction with the Greek colonies and the
“Hellenised” native cities of coastal Pamphylia. Thirdly, some Pisidians may have adopted part of the Greek
material culture in order to avoid interventions from royal rulers seeking to urbanise them161. The strong
differences between third and second century BC Düzen Tepe and Sagalassos, mentioned above, prove,
however, that not every community followed this trend.
The three Mithridatic wars (in
89-85, 84-74 and 74-63 BC), together
with the interruption during the first
half of the first century BC of the
Mediterranean trade caused by
Cilician pirates, initiated a period of
stagnation162. This was further increased in 123 BC by the proclamation of
the lex Sempronia de Asia, a new
taxation system introducing publicani,
normally Roman knights (equites) to
whom tax collection was leased out
following the system of the most bidFig. 32 – Civic bronze coin of Sagalassos dated to the reign of Marcus Aurelius
ding. As a result, many landowners
(after LEVANT, W EISS 1994 n° 1779; courtesy Cabinet des Médailles).
and even cities were forced to mortgage their estates or buildings to a
class of Roman traders (negotiators) and money lenders (sometimes also of indigenous origin), who after
many bankruptcies thus acquired large estates throughout the province163.
The short rule of the Galatian King Amyntas over Northern Pisidia was just a mere interval (39-25
BC) and upon his death Augustus incorporated Pisidia, this time for good, into the Roman Empire as part of
the province of Galatia164. The lack of a Pisidian ethnic identity even at that moment is clearly reflected by
the fact that whereas the former Greek dialects had melted since the time of Alexander into a common
language known as the koinè Greek, Pisidia continued to have several dialects, at least still spoken and
understood in its countryside until the late second century AD165. This continuing diversity and absence of a
common ethnic feeling is clearly expressed by the fact that in already in 5 BC just outside the city mound of
Kozluca in the Lysis Valley, immediately southwest of the territory of Sagalassos, a sanctuary was dedicated
to Rome and Augustus by the Milyadeis, the Thracian colonists and the Italian negotiatores of the region166.
The Milyadeis thus joined the Thracian and Italian settlers of the Lysis valley to set up an Imperial sanctuary
at Kozluca, rather than doing this together with the neighbouring Pisidian tribes such as the Solymoi, living at
and near Termessos, and the Sagalassians. Instead of establishing closer ties with one another, which might
have resulted in a Pisidian a unified cultural and ethnic identity, the larger Pisidian cities put forward claims

160

See the discussion in W AELKENS 2002.
See W AELKENS 2004, 467.
162
BRACKE 1993, 18–19.
163
On this law and its consequences, see MITCHELL 1993, 30, 154.
164
W AELKENS 2002, 314.
165
On these inscriptions, see supra N.134, 136, 137.
166
For the evidence, see supra N. 146.
161
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during the Julio-Claudian period of being founded by famous Greek cities. Selge167 and Sagalassos thus
claimed to have been founded by the Spartans. During the reign of Caligula, the latter city even established
a cult for the Heros Lakedaimonios168 (fig. 32). The choice of Sparta certainly was not a coincidence, but
inspired by the fame of its soldiers, a reputation shared by the Pisidians as made clear by their popularity as
mercenaries in the Persian and Hellenistic armies. In their efforts to invent ties with famous Greek cities, the
Pisidians may have imitated to some extent the Pamphylian cities, who claimed to have been founded by
some of the Homeric heroes, such as Kalchas (at Perge) and Mopsos. It is striking that whereas native
Pisidian names still remained popular throughout the Imperial period at Selge and at Termessos, of which
the former city in AD 212 still possessed euergetic aristocrats bearing exclusively Pisidian names169, the
Sagalassian aristocracy rather preferred Greek dynastic names such as Demetrios, Seleukos, Antiochos and
Attalos and even Persian ones, such as Dareios, before becoming cives romani (fig. 2).

Fig. 33 – Reconstruction by J. Richard of the Late Hadrianic Nymphaeum (after MÄGELE ET AL. 2007, 474 fig. 3; courtesy J. Richard;
copyright Sagalassos Archaeological Research Project).

The merger of native, Greek and Roman elements into an “Imperial culture” under Hadrian
This internal competition among the Pisidian cities that began during the second century AD also
affected the urban layout and may have been the beginning of a kind of aemulatio municipalis, whereby
Pisidian cities tried to become recognized as the most important, most beautiful and oldest of all Pisidian
settlements170. This process may eventually have resulted in the expression of an ethnic and cultural identity

167

Strabon XII. 7. 3 (C 570). In the case of Selge, this would have been a recolonisation as their first founder would already have been
Kalchas, a claim that certainly imitated that of the inhabitants of Perge, in reality a Luwian city (Parha). On this last aspect, see
W AELKENS 2000.
168
This claim is only known from the city coinage of Sagalassos from Caligula (37-41 AD) to Claudius II Gothicus (268-270 AD). See
TALLOEN 2003, catalogue, vol. 2, 273–274 n° 386–404.
169
MITCHELL 1999.
170
See the detailed discussion in W AELKENS 2002, 348–360.
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Fig. 34 – View of the “neokoros”
temple dedicated to the divine Hadrian
and to Antoninus Pius (copyright
Sagalassos Archaeological Research
Project).

as Pisidians, when Hadrian
granted Sagalassos not only
the title of “first city of Pisidia,
friend and ally of the Romans”
but also selected the city as the
neokoros, the officially recognized centre of the Imperial cult in
171
Pisidia , which had been
transferred by him from the province of Galatia, to which
Trajan had moved it (after having become part of Asia under
the Flavians), to the “provincia Lycia et Pamphylia”172, which had already neokoroi serving their ethnic
groups. The creation of a Pisidian neokoros centre also implied the existence of a koinon of Pisidian cities
supervising the region’s Imperial cult and must have fostered a sense of ethnic unity. The emperor’s choice
was certainly influenced by the fact that by then Sagalassos was the most opulent city of Pisidia as far as
urban amenities were concerned and probably also the one with most Roman citizens originating from the
native elite. The city’s claim to have been of Spartan origin may also have influenced his choice.
It is perhaps no coincidence that precisely under Hadrian, the city minted a coin with an obverse
portrait of Hadrianos Olympios, which dates it to the years after 128/9 AD and on the reverse the image of
the heros Lakedaimon wearing a helmet and holding a spear in his right and a nikè on his extended left
hand173. Hadrian is also called Olympios in the dedication on his statue base placed inside the LateHadrianic nymphaeum174. In fact, this Late-Hadrianic nymphaeum (fig. 33) was strategically located near the
Apollo Klarios Temple, which already housed the urban Imperial cult from Vespasian on and maintained this
function, even after a “Pisidian” emperor cult was organized during the first half of the reign of Hadrian in the
newly built neokoros temple dedicated to him posthumously (fig. 34). This may have been a sign of extreme
gratitude for his benefactions towards the city. The nearly 5 meter tall colossal statues representing the
young Hadrian (fig. 35) and his wife Sabina placed in the baths must be seen in the same context. This
choice also explains why most of the buildings that served for leisure in the city, such as the Roman Baths
and the Theatre, are far too big to have served the urban population and that of the Sagalassian countryside
only.
As already published elsewhere, it was from this moment onwards that most Pisidian cities began to
imitate the opulent architecture of Sagalassos and that their elites eventually also tried to become Roman
175
citizens . Because of the long tradition of monumental architecture in the Greek East, even typically
“Roman” elements may have been perceived by locals as mere additions to or developments of their preexisting urban order176. If a Pisidian ethnic identity thus gradually emerged during the second century AD,
almost certainly stimulated by Hadrian’s interventions, the region never developed a “cultural” identity of its
own, except perhaps for its continuous emphasis on the Pisidian mastery of the martial arts, expressed by
171

See supra N. 74-75: W AELKENS, 2002, 350–351.
On the changing provinces to which Sagalassos belonged, see W AELKENS 2002, 324–327.
173
VON AULOCK 1964, n° 8623; T ALLOEN 2003, catalogue, volume 2, 273 n° 388.
174
MÄGELE ET AL., 2007, 491 fig. 16.
175
W AELKENS, 2002, 348–360.
176
PERKINS, NEVETT 2000.
172
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Fig. 35 – Colossal head of the young Hadrian
found in 2007 inside Frigidarium I of the
Roman
Baths
(copyright
Bruno
Vandermeulen).

the popularity of weaponry reliefs on public buildings and especially
on ash urns and on sarcophagi from the third century BC until the
third century AD (fig. 36).
During the same century, the old martial spirit also emerged in the popularity of agonistic games, especially wrestling (palè)
already represented on Postclassical and early Hellenistic coins of
Selge. Also in the Klarian games at Sagalassos, which were
founded during the Flavian period either within the framework of or
at least linked to the Imperial cult, the agones were composed of
athletic and pugilistic games, both important to the production of
177
good soldiers and organised separately for children and adults .
The pride of being a good soldier may thus have been the most
characteristic feature of Pisidian society as an ethnic group, going
back to the Persian domination of the fifth and fourth centuries BC
at the latest, if not originating already from their Luwian forefathers,
who almost continuously were at war with their Hittite neighbours.
The eventual emergence of an ethnic identity may only
have occurred during the reign of Hadrian and resulted from his
intervention in organizing the region’s hierarchical order of cities.
Sagalassos profited most from this situation since it held both

Fig. 36 – Second century AD sarcophagus from Sia in Pisidia decorated on its front by weaponry (courtesy of
Neslihan Yilmaz; copyright Neslihan Yilmaz).

177

See the discussion in W AELKENS 2002, 345–347.
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Pisidia’s neocorate and the title of first city. The city expressed its gratitude through the construction of a
nymphaeum dedicated to Hadrian, discussed above, and colossal statues of the emperor, his wife and his
first two successors with their spouses that were discovered in Imperial baths during the last two years. This
fits very well with what is known from contemporary Anatolia. Especially in second and third century AD Asia
Minor a city’s Hellenic culture and past seem most likely to have given a city its primary sense of identity,
178
leading to an archaism in art, literature and rhetoric labelled the Second Sophistic , a movement carried by
179
intellectuals drawing on many facets of the Greek cultural past in order to reaffirm their cultural identity .
180
For many individuals, Greek and Roman identities seem to have been of equal importance .
This perception of “Greekness” and “Romanness” as a coherent package in the Greek East may
have been further stimulated by the fact that under the Principate governors of Greek provinces were not
only Romans but also Greeks181, a fact which was also the case in the province of Lycia et Pamphylia during
182
the third century AD, when several Sagalassian aristocrats made it to governor of their own province . Just
as coastal cities of western Asia Minor sometimes adopted part of the cultural influences to which they were
exposed through long-distance trade, they also passed their own regional ideas to other parts of the
Empire183. In such a context, transposing Greek elements in the Greek East from original religious or civic
contexts to the domestic level could even become an element of a patron’s socio-political advancement in
his hometown184.
Daily exposure to festivals, civic cults and the decoration of public buildings extended this pride in
Hellenistic culture also beyond the élite185. Claims of kinship with the historic cities of Greece, as Selge and
Sagalassos made with Sparta, or appropriating Greek heritage into their own locality, already a trend in Early
Imperial times as mentioned above, was further stimulated by Hadrian’s creation of the Panhellenion in 131/2
AD of which the membership requirements were descent from a major Greek city, as well as good relations
with Rome186. The creation of this league dedicated to the celebration of Hellenic culture indicates that
Hadrian understood Greeks to be comfortable with their status within the Empire187. Both national pride and
loyalty were thus linked in favour of Rome, whereby the Imperial cult was fully integrated into Greek rather
than Roman culture in the East and the Imperial family, instead of replacing Greek history, became absorbed
into the ranks of benefactors and protectors, as shown by their close connection with games and festivals
that were signs of Greekness. The competition to receive neocorates188, of which again the colossal statues
recently exposed in the baths at Sagalassos form an exceptional “material expression,” can also be seen in
this context. It is even fair to say that Roman power, which had restricted the autonomy of the Greek cities
throughout the East, had curbed the traditional rivalry between cities in a competition for Roman esteem
through obedience and loyalty, measurable for the population by tokens of Roman favour189.
In the case of Pisidia, it is even fair to say that Hadrian seems to have used the competition between
cities both to obtain neocorates or to be placed high in the hierarchical order of the district, together with
recognizing and rewarding signs of “Greekness” even if based on false claims, to knit the region for the first
time closely together in its koinon of the emperor cult. That this cult had a very strong agonistic component
meant that the only real sense of an ethnic identity which the Pisidians had since Classical times, i.e. being
good soldiers, could be perfectly incorporated into the games. The competition between individuals on the
178
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local level and cities or communities on the regional level was directed from warfare to athletic pugilistic and
wrestling games.
Some have even suggested that Rome saw no threat in the Greeks’ obsession with their heritage
since that power had come to an end, which thus enhanced the Roman image of itself as a superpower190.
191
192
Yet, the subject of provincial art is still much overlooked and should also be decentred from Rome . As
193
peripheral regions formed the majority of the Empire, multiculturalism , regional styles and artistic
194
expressions did continue to exist and to develop in some regions perhaps even to the point of resistance
195
against Roman ideas . For instance, in the Greek East, cities not recognized as “first cities” in their
province or without a neocorate, rather put their energies into stressing their own heritage, local myths
(especially those attached to the foundation of their cities) and connections with Greece. This particular topic
could and should be further studied for the smaller cities of Pisidia, which was already mentioned several
times above, only started to follow the building orders and building types during the reign of Hadrian, possibly
as a result of his efforts to unify the region and give it an identity similar to that of the more prosperous
provinces of Asia Minor. These styles and ideas were already at home at Sagalassos from the Early Imperial
period. Before the Hadrianic era, instead of claiming associations with Rome or its emperor196, these cities
may have claimed distinctiveness by remaining faithful to their Hellenistic tradition of ashlar Doric
architecture, using this as a survival strategy against the majority culture197. It was only when the Roman
fleet was stationed at Side under the Severans that these inland cities of Pisidia also could reap profits by
providing the Roman army with food and possibly even weaponry or iron ore198.
Sagalassos lost its exceptional position and distinguishing public architecture to a boom in building
activity in late second and early third century AD Pisidia at large199. What S. Mitchell200 considered to be the
finalisation of the “Romanisation” of the district“, once its elites started to recognize the economic benefit
resulting from the new military situation and henceforth also aspired to become Roman citizens, was in
reality also the completion of a kind of “Hellenisation” of the area, skilfully exploited by Hadrian through an
appeal to the ethnic characteristic of the Pisidians, such as their mastery of the martial arts. He attempted to
unify them by more peaceful agones which tied them together in the Imperial cult and gave them for the first
time an identity of their own. One would have to wait for Diocletian when, between 308 and 311, a provincia
Pisidia was created, with the largest Roman colony in the East, Pisidian Antioch, as its capital, although it
was located in Phrygia Paroreios201.
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