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[Mepiinym :
The campaign of Diophantus, general of Mithridates VI Eupator, took place between 110 and 106 BC against the Scythians of Taurica, with theaim

of protecting the Tauric Chersonese. Diophantus’ victory, aswell as his diplomatic and military activities in Panticapaeum and Theodosia led to the
destruction of the Scythian kingdom and Mithridates' dominance in Taurica and the Cimmerian Bosporus.

Xpovordynon
110-106 BC

lewypopikdg Evromiopog

Crimea

1. Sources - Events

The events of the campaign are described in a votive inscription set up by the Deme of Chersonesus, in honour of
Diophantus of Sinope, son of Asclepiodorus and general of Mithridates VI Eupator, placed on the marble pedestal of

statue.l

The background to Diophantus’ campaign begins in 179 BC, when the citizens of Chersonesus Taurica entered into a
pact with the king of Pontus Pharnaces 1.7 The people of Chersonesus, facing the threat of a Scythian invasion, entered
into this agreement, on the grounds that Pharnaces would offer them assistance should the neighbouring tribes

become aggressive against the city or its hinterland.

The fears of the citizens of Chersonesus soon came true. The Scythians under the leadership of king Palacus, attacked
an area belonging to the city, and soon Chersonesus lost all of its possessions in west Taurica. Under these
circumstances, the people of Chersonesus sent for help to the Kingdom of Pontus, where since 111 BC Mithridates VI
Eupator was ruling. In 110 BC Mithridates dispatched in Taurica a force of 6,000 hoplites, under the command of
Diophantus, to defend Chersonesus.® Mithridates’ intervention was aimed at establishing in the long run his rule over
the northern coast of the Black Sea, which would afford him significant strategic advantages in his contest with Rome
over ascendancy in Asia Minor. The following events are outlined in the text of the votive inscription.

Diophantus attacked the Scythians in the area of the north bay of what is modern Sevastopol. The Scythians were
defeated and Palacus retreated into the steppe. To secure his rear, Diophantus subjugated the Taurians and founded a
city in their lands, Eupatoria, close to the old Dorian colony of Cercinitis.* Thence he moved towards the Bosporus,
where “in a short period of time he achieved many things”, and then returned to Chersonesus. This passage of the
votive inscription probably pertains to the settlement of the problems with the Scythians. According to a rather well-
founded view, the first trip of Diophantus to Panticapaeum was aimed at thwarting joint military action between the
Scythians and the Cimmerians of Bosporus in his rear. The fact that the state of Bosporus paid the Scythians a regular
tribute could mean that there was an alliance between them.® It is also thought that during his first visit to Bosporus,
Diophantus managed to secure King Paerisades Vs promise that he will cede his throne to Mithridates, for Paerisades
was in no position to face the barbarians without support. Having completed his mission in Taurica, Diophantus
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Approximately a year later,” the Scythians became once more aggressive against Chersonesus and recaptured the
Scythian fortresses, which the people of Chersonesus and Diophantus had left ungarrisoned. Very soon, the Scythians
also recaptured the whole of western Taurica, and Palacus laid siege to the city of Chersonesus. The garrison, left
behind by Diophantus in Chersonesus, was surrounded by the Scythians in Cape Ctenous, close to the city, which was
fortified with a fortress and moat. To eliminate the garrison, the Scythians attempted to fill the moat with reeds, to
which the Greeks set fire at night. During the siege, the people of Chersonesus managed to construct a parapet which
connected the city with the cape. Because the situation remained precarious, they were forced to call in Diophantus
again. He returned to Taurica and Palacus was forced to lift the siege of Chersonesus. However, as winter was close,
Diophantus decided to continue his operations in northwest Taurica, where he was mainly concerned with expelling
the Scythians from Cercinitis and Kalos Limen,® which belonged to Chersonesus. Diophantus recaptured Cercinitis,

leaving the people of Chersonesus to lay siege to Kalos Limenas, which probably fell during the same winter.

Taking advantage of the fact that Diophantus’ forces were busy in western Taurica, Palacus managed to gather a great
army and allied himself to the tribe of the , who were ruled by king Tasius, an alliance which reinforced him
with 50,000 more horsemen. In the battle that ensued, the Scythians were defeated by Diophantus.

After this victory, Diophantus returned to Chersonesus, and together with its army launched a campaign in central
Taurica, forcing the Scythians to surrender their strongholds of Chabaei and Neapolis, and recognize Mithridates’ rule.
Palacus again retreated into the steppe. What happened to him afterwards is unknown.

Following the end of the war against the Scythians, Diophantus returned to the Bosporus, where, according to the
votive inscription, he “arranged matters in a manner advantageous to Mithridates”. This is obviously a reference to
Paerisades’ cessation of his kingdom to Mithridates, which infuriated the Scythians in the court of the last Spartocid
ruler, who were probably supported by Palacus. Thus, as Diophantus was busy conducting negotiations (i.e. after the
spring of 107 BC),? certain people in the entourage of the Scythian Saumacus rebelled, murdered King Paerisades and
organized a conspiracy against Diophantus.'® He managed to escape to Chersoneus, where he begun assembling
troops and warships, but was ultimately forced to await for reinforcements from Pontus. In the next year Diophantus
managed to sail off for Bosporus and finally captured Theodosia followed by Panticapaeum;!! “having punished the
inciters of the revolt he restored the rule of Mithridates Eupator”. The information supplied in the votive inscription can
be supplemented by Strabo: when discussing the Cimmerian Bosporus he mentions an area, ruled by dynasts, “up to
the time of Paerisades who ceded his rule to Mithridates”.* It is believed that the Cimmerian Bosporus was under the
rule of Saumacus for approximately a year. The details of this policy remain unknown.

2. Assessment

Diophantus’ campaign was in fact a twofold operation; it had a military and a diplomatic aspect. The military part of
the campaign pertains to his operations against the Scythians, where he acted as a general. His diplomatic activity
focused on the Cimmerian Bosporus with the aim at achieving the peaceful annexation of the Kingdom of Bosporus
into that of Pontus. Both objectives were achieved. The Scythians were defeated and the Kingdom of Bosporus was
ceded to Mithridates, notwithstanding some complications. As a general, Diophantus was forced to launch two
campaigns instead of one. As a diplomat he failed to correctly asses the power of the dissenters in Bosporus and its
internal political problems, being thus forced to resort to the force of arms instead of using purely diplomatic means.
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If the military part of Diophantus’ mission is rather clear in its broad outlines, the same cannot be said for its
diplomatic part. The vagueness of the votive inscription with respect to Saumacus allows room for speculation with
respect to his role and the true nature of the revolt. The inscription is also silent on the identity of Saumacus, as it does
not explain how the Scythians were found in Panticapaeum and why Paerisades abdicated. A formerly prevalent view
was that Saumacus was a slave, and the events are interpreted as a slave rebellion. In this view, the word

14 on the inscription was usually interpreted as an indication that Saumacus was a slave.® A more

“exOpéPavrtog
cautious view has also been put forth; it challenges the relegation of Saumacus to the class of the slaves and considers
this to be a Scythian revolt led by Saumacus and aimed at deposing the king of Bosporus.'® Few modern scholars
doubt that Saumacus’ revolt was a coup, intended at thwarting the intended power transfer from Paerisades to
Mithridates.!” Furthermore, no one doubts that this coup was motivated by the desire of the Scythians, and possibly

sympathizers of Palacus, who had found their way into Panticapaeum to protect their interests.

Two suggestions have been made with respect to the presence of Scythians in Panticapeaum. The first'® is grounded on
the fact that central Taurica was the main theatre of operations in this campaign, as it was there that the most
important Scythian strongholds were located. The Scythians, as soon as they received news of the intended surrender
of Bosporus to Mithridates, invaded Panticapaeum, under the leadership of Saumacus, who was probably of royal
Scythian stock, to avert a shift in the balance of power. The second hypothesis'® argues for a permanent Scythian

presence in Panticapaeum in the late 274 cent. BC. It is much more convincing, for according to the votive inscription
of Chersonesus, they appear to be in Panticapaeum at the same time as Diophantus. Furthermore, the inscription does
not mention any Scythian invasion there. The word ‘ex0péavtoc’ on the inscription really intimates that Saumacus
belong to the court of the king of Bosporus.

The likelihood of Scythian presence in Panticapaeum and possible dynastic links between members of the Scythian

royal family and the Bosporus royal house is reinforced by a dedicatory inscription of the late 274 cent. BC, which
refers to the daughter of the Scythian king Scillouros.?® That Saumacus belonged to the elite can also be seen in the
fact that Diophantus did not punish him, like he did with the rest of the citizens that joined in the revolt, but simple
expelled him to Sinope. It is very probable that Saumacus was related to the two royal houses. At any rate the events at
Panticapaeum are strongly suggestive of a courtly coup, aimed at preventing the change of the status quo and the
establishment of a ‘protectorate’ by Diophantus’ troops in the region.

As to the causes behind Paerisades’ cessation of power to Mithridates, one hypothesis correlates this to the fact that the
king of Bosporus was heirless. However, this cannot be ascertained, and even if this were true, it would not suffice to
explain it. Equally unfounded is the hypothesis that there were family ties between the dynasties of Bosporus and
Mithridates, on the basis of which Mithridates could claim the throne of Bosporus. A more likely explanation was that
Mithridates became master of Bosporus by right of force. The events that ensued proved that the Greek cities of the
Black Sea, irrespective of their polities, one after the other recognized the rule of the king of Pontus. At any rate, the
votive inscription in honour of Diophantus testifies that even the Scythians were forced to do the same, albeit
temporarily. In fact, the only other option available to the Greek cities was to place themselves under the power of the
Scythians. As a result of Diophantus’ campaign the Cimmerian Bosporus, Chersonesus, Taurica and later Olbia, that
is, the entire are of the Black Sea, came under the rule of the king of Pontus.

Diophantus’ campaign was instrumental in the destruction of the Scythian kingdom, the downfall of the Spartocid
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dynasty in the Cimmerian Bosporus and the submission of the northern Black Sea to Mithridates VI Eupator. In this
sense, it is a first rank event in the history of Antiquity.
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Rhoxolani were Sarmatian tribes. Their original homeland lay between the Don and Dnieper rivers. They migrated in the 1st century
BC toward the Danube, to what is now the Baragan steppes in Romania.

[MopaBéparta

Decree honouring Diophantus (late 2nd century BC)

mav- € [0 Atvpavtog AokA] [mi]odweov Livwmels dpirog [pév kat][evegyétas apwv] v, mote[v]opevog de  [i

TIWEVOS 00]0evog flocov OO BaoiAéoc MiBpadd a Evmd[togog], & mavtog &yabob magaitiog yivetar [kdotwt] uwv, énfi]
T kKdAAoTa Katl €vdolétata tov [Pac]iréa mpoteemdpevos magakAnOeic & U avto [kal] ovmoti  VOag mMOAepov
avadeEApevog [kal]  apayevOUEVOS EIG TAV TTOALY ARV, ETTAVIQWES TAVTL TWL OTOATOTIEDW TV €lg TO TéQav daPalot]v émonjoarto.
ITaAdkov d¢ o0 ZkvBav BaotAeiog aipvidiwg EMPaAdvTog peta dxAov mMOAAOD, mapa[ta]Eapevos év laL, TOLG AVUTTOOTATOVG
dorovvTag elpev Zrvbag toepdpevos mowtov an’ av[tw]v émonoe Paciréa MiBpadatav Evmdtopa 1oénaiov avaotaoat toug d¢
nagotkovvtag Tavgovg V[P’ é]lavtov monoapevog kat TOALY €L TOL TOTOL CLVOLKIEAS, €ig TOVS kKata BOomogov toTovg €xwol
[0ON] kai TOAAAG Kat peydAag €v OAlwL xQOVwL MEAEELS EmiTeAéoag ALY elg TOUG kaB' aue tomoug [é]mé[ot]oee katl
MaQAAaBwV TOUG €V AKUAL TV TTOALTAV eig péoav tav ZrvBiav meonAde. magaddviwy d¢ [avt]wt Zxvbav ta facideia Xapaiovg
kol Néav moAwy, oxedov mavtag vtakdovg ovvéBa yevéoOar [Pal tAet MiBoaddtat Evmatoor ¢’ oic 6 dapog evxaglotwy
étipaoe tailc kabnrovoalg avToOV TUAlS, [w] dmoAeAvuévog 110N Tac v BagPiowy Enucateiag. twv 8¢ Zxvdav tav Eépudutov [a]

T016 AdBeoiav EKPavh KATAOTACAVTWY KAL TOD UEV BAOIAELIOG ATTOOTAVTWYV, To d¢ MEA[YH]ata eig petafoAav dyayoviwy, d &g
attiag Baoiretoc MiBpaddta Evmatogog Atdpavtov [ta]Aty éxmé Pavtog HeTo 0TOATOTEDOV, KalmeQ TOD KAlQob ovyKkAelovTog
el xepwva, Awo[dpalvrog avaaBawv tovg diovg Kal TV TOALTAV TOUG DUVATWTATOVS WOHAOE UEV €T avta [ta Blacidewa Twv
ZxvOav, kwAvOeic 8¢ dix xelpwvag, Emoteéag émi tax magabaddooia Kegrvitiv [uév] éAdBeto kai ta Teixn, tovg d¢ tov KaAov
Alpéva katotkobvtag moAlogkelv émefdaAeto. [TaAda[rko] dé QYELV TOV KALQOV EXVLTWL VOUILOVTOC KAl ouvayayovTog ToLG
Wiovg mavrtag, Tt de [kat] 0 TV PevEvadwv €Bvog ovvemomaoapévov, a dia mavtog Xegoovaottav mpootatovoa [Ila] 0évog,
Kal T0te ovUTAEOLOA ALOPAVTWL, MEOETAAVE HEV Tav PéAAovOoaV YiveoOatl TEa&v [t T]@V €V T@L LegL YEVOUEVWY OapElwY,
04&000¢ d¢ kal TOAHAV EVETOMOTE TAVTL TAL torté[dwr AJloddvTov d¢ diata&apévov cwdeovws, oLVERA TO Vikapa yevéoDat
Bacidet MiB[p]add[tat EV] &toot kaAov kat pvapag &ELOV eig TAvVTa TOV XQOVOV' TV HEy ya melwv fjtotti  ov[B¢eic é0w] 1),
TV ¢ inméwv oL ToAAOL diéduyov: oDdEva d¢ XQOVOV YOV maels, magaAaBwv [T0 otoatémedov], QoL ToL éaog émi XaPalovg

LNé[av m]oAw EABwV tavTl [————— ] of. Jo[. - W |]m——————— WOTE TOUG P&V — — — — — — — — ]
[— —]. dvyelv, ovg dé Aotmovg LkvOag meot v kad’ éavto [¢ — — — — — ] twt BovAevoaoBat. eic te TOUG KT
Béomogov toTtovg [t]c kai [kataota]oduevos kai ta Ev<O>va KaAws kal ovudeQdviws Paocidel MiBoadatat Evm [toot],

TV el Zavpakov ZKuBav vewTteglEavTwy kal Tov puev ékfoéPavta avtov FAYTO[ —] (facs.))? [fa]oiréa Boomtdgov Iatgioadavy
AVEAOVTOYV, avTWL O’ EMiBovAevodvtwy, dtad[vywv TOV]KkivOuvoV ETEBat peV ETLTO ATIOOTAAEVY €T aUTOV DO TV TOALTAV TTAOLOY,

[evo]uevos [£] kal mapakaAéoag Tovg moAltag, ouveQyov mEoBvoV éxwv Tov EE[amo]otéAdovia  aoléa M[1]Opadatav
Evmdroga, manv éxwv dkeov tov éagog  [toa] tomedov [6]V te kai vavtikdv, Tagarafwv d¢ kal TV TOALTAV ETUAE-KTOUG
£u mANEWUaoL TOLot, 6ouabEeic &x TAC MOAeog ap@v magéAap[e]uév @codooiav kat [lavTikamalov, Tovg d¢ aitiovg Tag
Emavaotaoeo[g] TIHwENOAEVOS Kal Zavpakov Tov avtéxelpa Yeyovota PaotAéoc Iawg-odda Aapwv Dmoxeiglov eig tav
Baoeiav éEaméotelde, ta d¢ moaypata  vekt[a]oato Pacidel MiBpadatat EvmaTooL taic te mpeoPelang taig amooteAAopévalg
VO TOV dAOV CLVEQYQV ElG TtV TO oLVUPE[p]ov Xepoovaaitals eDVOLY ERUTOV KAt PIAGTLIOV TAQEX ETaL. OTWS 0DV KAl O dAMOG
TOLG €VEQYETALS EAVTOV TAS kaBniovoag palvitat xaottag aAmoddovg, deddxOat tat fov-Adt Kal TOLd&UWL oTeEPavRoaL
Aopavtov ATKAATLOdWDEOL XQuoéwt otehavwt ITapBevelolg €V TaL TOUTAL TO AVAYYEAUX TOLOVUEVWV TV CUHHVAROVWVY* "0
dapog otedavot AvdPavtov ACKAATIOdWEOU Livwméa AQETAC Eveka kal evVO[l]ag Tag elg avTOV". oTaBnpeV ¢ aVTOD Kal elkoOva
XaAxéav EvontAov &v tal akQomoAe[L] magda tov tac Iagdévou Bwuov kai Tov tag Xegoovaoov, Tepl d¢ tovtwy émipeA [¢] yevéoDat
TOIG €MLY EYQAUMUEVOLS AQXOVOL, OTIWS OTL TAXLOTA KAl KAAALOTA Y vijtar avaygapat d¢ kai 1o Ppadloua eic v BActv ToL
AVOQLAVTOG, TO DE €1 TADTA YEVOUEVOV AVAAWUA DOUEV TOUG TAPIAG TV LeQ@V. TaDT €do&e BovA [i] kal d&pwt unvog Atovuoiov
évveakawekatat, Baoctlevovtog AyéAa tov Ala]yopivov, mpoatovuvavtos Mrviog tob ‘HoakAelov, yoappatevovtog [aokA]
eloc Tov ABavaiov. vacat

IOSPE I2 352
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Xpovordyto

179 BC: Chersonesus of Taurica enters into an alliance with Pharnacus I of Pontus
121 (111) - 63 BC: Regnal dates of Mithridates VI Eupator in Pontus

110 BC: Diophantus’ first campaign against the Scythians of Taurica. First diplomatic mission of Diophantus in the Cimmerian
Bosporus

109-108 BC: Second campaign of Diophantus against the Scythians
107-106 BC: Saumacus’ revolt

106 BC: Diophantus’ campaign against Saumacus; Diophantus is victorious and the Kingdom of Bosporus is finally annexed by the
Kingdom of Pontus



