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VASILE LICA 

Pompeius and Oroles, Dacorum rex 

Prof Vladimir Iliescu septuagenario 

The first decades of the 1 st century B.C. of the Dacian his tory are a shadowy 
period, still insufficiently clarified. For a group of scholars that was initially restrieted 
in number but has become more numerous, the facts have acquired a c1earer outline 
by being integrated into a new historie al reconstruction, focused on King Oroles, who 
is mentioned by lustin XXXII 3, 16. 

King Oroles' chronology, name and "biography" are all highly eontroversial 
questions. A resumee of the controversy may help to c1arify a major question in the 
political history of the Daeians and Getae in the 1 st eentury B.C. It is also capable of 
placing their relations with Rome in a different light. 

For this attempt at reconstruction it is essential to discuss some fundamental ele­
ments referring to the "Daeian digression" in the Prolo of Book XXXII of Pompeius 
Trogus' Historiae Philippicae and in Book XXXII 3, 16 of lustin's Epitoma . 

The Historiae Philippicae are the first world history in Latin and were written 
during Augustus' reign, at the end of the pt century B.C.1. The author of this monu-

Abbreviations: 
Babe§, Beitrag = M. Babe§, Die Poiene§ti-Luka§evka-Kultur. Ein Beitrag zur Kulturgeschichte 

im Raum östlich der Karpaten in den letzten Jahrhunderten vor Christi Geburt, Bonn 1993. 
Bessell, Getae = W. Bessell, De rebus Geticis, Göttingen 1854. 
Brandis, Dacia = C. Brandis, RE IV 2 (1906) 1948-1976, s. v. Dacia. 
Cri§an, Burebista = I. H. Cri§an, Burebista §i epoca sa, Bucharest 21977. 
C. Daicoviciu, Dacica = C. Daicoviciu, Dacica, C1uj 1969. 
H. Daicoviciu , D"ci(1 = H. Dtlicoviciu. Docia de 10 BIII"ebisw ICI c /(Ceril"l!(/ 1"0 1//(1// 11 Cluj 1972. 
Goslar. La residellce = N. Gostar. La ,.,Jsidftl/ce dll roi doce Burebi.l"ltI, Analclc §tiintifice ale 

nivel'sil1l1ii .,Al. I. Cuza" din lil ~ i 16.1 ( 197() 57- 67 (= A un. 
Goslar-Lica, Societatea = N. Gostar, V. Lica, Societatea geto-dacica de la Burebista la 

Decebal, Ia§i 1984. 
Iliescu, Alexander = VI. Iliescu, Alexander der Große und Dromichaites, in: Studia in honorem 

B. Gerov, Sofia 1990,101-113. 
Iliescu, Burobostes = VI. I1iescu, Rubobostes oder Burobostes?, StudCI 10 (1968) 115-122. 
Iliescu, Oroles = VI. Iliescu, Pina cfnd a trait regele Oroles, Arheologia Moldovei 7 (1972) 

378- 38l. 
Lica, Oroles = V. Lica, Oroles = Rholes ?, AU! 33 (1987) 1-8. 
Mommsen, RG = Th. Mommsen, Römische Geschichte I-rn; V, Berlin 1854-1856; 1885. 
Patsch, Beiträge = C. Patsch, Beiträge zur Völkerkunde von Südosteuropa V'I' Wien, Leipzig 

1932. 
Pärvan, Getica = V. Pärvan, Getica. 0 protoistorie a Daciei, Bucharest 1926. 
Reinach, Mithradates = Th. Reinach, Mithradates VI. Eupator, König von Pontos, German 

translation by A. Goetz, Leipzig 1895. 
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mental work in 44 books was Pompeius Trogus, who, aeeording to his epitomist, 
Justin XLIII 5, 11. 12, in postremo libro ... ait maiores suos a Voeontiis originem 
dueere ... patrem quoque sub C. Caesare militasse, epistularumque et legationum, 
simul et anuli euram habuisse. This information is extremely valuable from at least 
two points of view: 1. Pompeius Trogus was a Gaul by origin, whieh aeeounts for his 
support of the Celts and other barbarians; 2. His father's being Caesar's private seere­
tary is a preeious guarantee for the good quality of much of the information supplied 
by the historian for the 1 st eentury B.C. Of this extensive history only the prologues of 
the 44 books have been preserved. Nobody knows who wrote them or when and why 
they were detaehed from the rest of his work and cireulated seperately. They are ex­
tremly important as, being a genuine "analytieal table of eontents", they per mit one to 
gain an impression of what the monumental work inc1uded, of the way it was written 
and of its author' s outlook. At the same time the Prologues make it possible to 
appre i.He the value of (he ummary made by Justin, in the late 2nd and the early 3rd 

eentury A.D., or perhaps later2, and entitled Epitoma Hisfuriarum Philippicarum 
Pompei Tragi. It is well-known that Justin did not fully stick to the coneeption of 
Pompeius Trogus' work. He substantially summarized it in a moralizing spirit, wish­
ing not only to delight, but also to educate his readers. He hirnself eonfesses this in 
Praef. 4, where he seleeted eognitione quaeque dignissima exeerpsi et omissi his, 
quae nee cognoscendi voluptate iucunda nec exemplo erant necessaria, breve veluti 
flomm corpuseulum feei. This is, to a historian, a very important warning and the 
prelude to a serious disappointment, for he will find detailed deseriptions of insigni­
fieant facts, whereas many whieh have real historieal value will be deleted from tbe 
epitomist's presentation. Long ago outstanding philologists and historians pointed to 
Justin' s pr cedure und one of Ihem ven stated rat her per. uasi vely that the entire epi­
tome is "lI l1a costell azione di aneddoti"3. Therefore, ]lISlin s Epiloma has to be used 
as cautiously as possible: one must eonstantly bear in mind the author' s eriterion for 
seleeting facts as well as the comparison with the "analytical table of contents", the 
Prologues. These too have to be critically examined. 

The well-known information ab out King Oroles is to be found in Justin XXXII 3, 
16: Daei quoque suboles Getarum sunt, qui, eum Orale rege, adversum Bastarnas 

Suceveanu, Arcidava = Al. Suceveanu, Sur une nouvelle inscription romaine, Revue Roumaine 
d'Histoire 14 (1975) 111-118. 

R. Vulp ,Studia = R. Vulpe, SII,d;a Thracolng;('a, ßucharest 1976. 
White, lIJ}pian = Appian' s ROlI/lIU 1/islory. With on English translation by H. White, London 

1955 sq. (L eb Classical Library). 
Wirth, Pompeills = G. Wirth, Pompeius-Armenien-Parthien. Mutmaßungen zur Bewältigung 

einer Krisensituation, BJb 183 (1983) 1-61. 
Wirth, Osten = G. Wirth, Der Großmächtige Osten. Zum Problem der römisch-persischen 

Auseinandersetzung in der Kaiserzeit, Arheologia Moldovei 17 (1994) 85-101. 

1 A. Klotz, RE XXI 2 (1952) 2300-2313, s. v. Pompeius (Trogus) nr. 142; P.-L. Schmidt, 
KIP IV (1975) 1031-1033; Iliescu, Orales 377, n. 2. 

2 Ibidem; W. Kroll, RE XI (1918) 958, s. v. Iunianus nr. 4; R. Syme, Roman Papers VI 
(ed. by A. R. ßirley). Oxt'ord 1991,358 sq. with interesting remm"k. anel recent lilcralure. 

3 G. Forni , Valor/! sro/'ico e fonti di POlllpeo Trogo, 1. PCI' 10 gl/ ' I.,.C greco-p /! I'sirllle, Urbino 
1958, 126. Cf. also Kroll (note 2) 958. 
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male pugnassent ad ultionem segnitiae, eapturi so mn um eapita loeo pedum ponere 
iussu regis eogebantur ministeriaque uxoribus, quae ipsis ante fieri solebant, faeere. 
Neque haee ante mutata sunt quam ignominiam beUo aeeeptam virtute delerent. The 
Prolo of Book XXXII does not refer to a King Oroles, but we see that, after a few data 
on the history of Macedonia during Philip V' s reign, Pompeius Trogus deals in ex­
cessu with the res Illyrieae and mentions the incrementa Dacorum per Burobosten 
regem. 

As early as 1659 the learned Dutch philologist Is. Vossius noticed the elose 
connection between the narrative of Prolo 32 ab out the inerementa Daeorum and the 
one given by Justin XXXII 3, 16, about King Oroles . Under qui eum Orole rege ad­
versum Bastarnas male pugnassent, Vossius wrote: mirum quam turpiter depravatum 
fit nomen hoc Daeici regis. In minore epitome Trogi dieitur Rubobostes. Et hoc male. 
Legendum: cum Barebista rege, ete. Vide Strabonem, !ib. VII cui est BOlpEß{(11:a~. If 
one cannot aeeept the idemificati n of Oroles with Rubobo te. -Burobo. les . uggesled 
by Vos ius, on the other hand quite relllaJ'kable is the eerlainLY with which h esta­
blished the relationship between Justin's Epitoma and the "minor epitomes", the 
Prologues, and diseovered the mistake made by eopyists in transcribing the barbarian 
names in the case of Rubobostes. It is well-known that the manuscripts do not contain 
the reading Burobostes, which was suggested by Vossius followed by most scholars. 
They read Rubobosten, Rubobusten, Ruboboten, under which one can find the name 
of the king during whose reign the inerementa Daeorum occured. The correction 
made by the Dutch philologist was accepted without reserves by Bessell, who elassi­
fied the change Fr !TI. Burobostes into Ruboboste with the typical cases of palaeo­
graphic errors by metathesi , such as Zalmo L -Zamolxis, that are to be ascribed to 
mediaeval copyists5. Shortly afterwards A. von Gutschmid6 took up this question 
again and the reading Burobostes, as updated by hirn, was accepted by the principal 
edit rs of POll1peius Trogu and Justin, RuehJ7 and See18, who took over the edition 
of the ProloglIes made by V. Gutschmid. The form BlIfobosles is also acccpted by 
most crilics of Pomp ius Trogus and Justin, such as Ferrero9. J'orni 10, and Ilie. cu 11. 

A parlicu lar int rpretati n was adopted by C. Brandis. who nccept the relati on hip 
between Pompeiu. Trogus's ProJogues aJld Justin's Epizoma, arguing that Ruboboste 

4 In an ed ition cnlitlcd l u.wil/J/.\" Variorl/II/ ... , whieh eontain Bongarsills'. Vossill ' . e lC .• 

notc . Amslcrdam 1659. 408, n. 16 <lnd replIbJishcd as Jus/i" i Hi~'ro l'ia/'ulII ex Trogo P(lmp '0. 
conlaining Is. Vossi lls' nOl S, Amslerdam 1664. 323. J., Iso D. 1Ill1emir. Opere IX J (cd. Dan 
S l u~an ·chi ). Bu horesll 98 . 148- 149, 156- 157. 

5 Bessel1. G(!/(te 46 70. 
6 A. von Gutschnlid. Ober die Frtrgmt:lllit des TrogLls Pompeius. Jahl'bü h r fiir klo 'i 'che 

Philologie 2. Suppl. ( 1856-1857) 201. 
7 M. IUII;(/lli IU.f/ illi Epi/o//U/ HiSlOriul'I/1/I Phifippien,.um POlllpe; Trogi: Aceedlll/l ProloK; 

ill POII/peium 1'l"o}:/III1. cd. Fr. Ruchl Leipzig [886 (Tcl1bner). 
8 l'vf. fllllitlll ; Ius/ini Ep;IOlIIll .. . ; POSl Fr. Rliehl cd. O. cel. Leipzig 1935 (Teubner ; 

POI1~}(d Trog; JrllgllleJlla. ed. O. Scel. $llIl1garl 195 (Tcl1bner). 
( L. Ferrcro, S/ruIIIII't/ e IIIC/O(/O dd/'epiTome di Gil/SlilW, Torino 1957, 11 4. 
10 Forni. V(/IOI'c s/ade/) (n. 3) 58. 
11 l/icsclJ,8ul'Obos/cs 1.16 ~'q. 
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of the Prologue and Oroles of the Epitoma are one and the same king 12, as Vossius 
also believed. But to contradict hirn and v. Gutschrnid, Brandis strongly asserts that 
Rubobostes and Burebista are two different persons 13. It is strange that the German 
scholar, though considering that Oroles and Rubobostes are one and the same person, 
does not accept the fact that Burobostes was changed into Rubobostes by a minar 
palaeographic mi take14. Following Jardanes, on the other hand, he suggests the form 
Burbista for Bw·ebisla15 . 

Brandis' strange philological construction has to some extent found support. C. 
Dalcoviciu rejecls tbe identifi 8lion .f Orole and RlIbobosle ', bUI agree Ihal Rubo­
bo les and Burobostes are IwO different dynasts eparaLed by a long span f lime l6. 
Thc Brandis-Daicoviciu hypothesis wa. accepted by a nlll11ber of Romanian 17 und 
llon-Romanian l R hislorians: but il was also rcjected by some 0lhers l9. This res rve 
was answered by C. Daiciviciu too, with resort, in particular, to archaeological rather 
than philological arguments. He thinks that, in the present case, the relationship 
belween Ihe Prul. xxxn and th EpifonlCl i not rel vanl, as lh res lIIyricoe of Prol. 
32 might not be inc luded in Book XXXU of JusLin s Epitolllo20. This interpretati 11, 

wilh Immc archaeological addition, ha been accept cl by other Romanian s holars21 . 
Competent commentators on Pompeius Trogus' and lustin's work have pointed to 

the unquestionable fact that the narrative about King Oroles (Justin XXXII 3, 18) is a 
fragment from the digression on the incrementa Dacorum per Burobosten regem 
(Pompeius Trogus, Prolo XXXII). King Oroles was remembered by Justin for what L. 
Ferrero calls "la strana punizione", applied to his soldiers after their defeat by the 
Bastamae. Examining the Dacian and Pannonian digressions in Prol. XXXII and their 
reflection in the Epitoma, Ferrero concludes that, by emphasizing the anecdotic 
element too much lustin removed the far-reaching historical perspective of Pompeius 
TI' gus, a fact which is quite obvious für lhe Dacian digression in parliculm·22 . As 
early as 1854, Bessell showed that the presence of the Dacian digression after the 
Pannonian one in Prolo XXXII is accounted for by the development of the Dacians at 

J 2 Brandis, Dacia 1956. In an edition of JlIstin (lustini hisforici ... , Venetia 1503, f. 30) the 
dilor replaces "Orole" by "Olore". This reading works better than Vossius ' in Barcbisla, since 
loros is a well-known, even famous Thraciun anthroponym: Kimon's grandfather and Thuky­

dides' father also had this name (Herodotus VI 39; Plutarch, Kimon IV I; Thukydides IV 104). 
13 Brandis, Dacia 1956; idem, RE III 2 (1899) 2903, s. v. Burbista; idem, RE Supp!. I 

(1903) 261- 264 .1'. 11. BlIrebista. 
14 As Bessell bclieved, Ge/ae 46; 70. 
15 This rcading was also adoptcd by A. von Premerstein, JÖAI 7 (1904) 228 (Beiblatt). 
16 C. DaicQ ic iu. Dacia 5 - 54. 
17 E. g., the latcstl11onographs by H. Daicoviciu and ri~an . 
18 R. Werner, Abriß der Geschichte tI/l tiker Randkllifuren, München 1961, 124; G. 

Dobesch, Zur Chronologie des Dakerkönigs Burebista, in: R. Göbl, Die Hexadrachmenprägung 
der Groß-Boier. Abfauf, Chron%Sie und historische Relevallz .fl;r No,.; 11111 /Il1d NachbClqJ{' ­
biefe, Wien 1994. 54, n. 88, SIIPPOSC. that "lust. pro!. 32 ist entweder sinn los odcr meint eincn 
viel früheren - incrementa Dacorum - König (Rubobostes?)". 

J 9 Cf. Ili S LI, BIII'II/)osles 116 sq. with literatLIre. 
20 C. Daicovicill . Olle;ca 53. 
21 Cf. 1. Glodarill, Bemerk/mg!!/l über einen Oakerkönig, ActaMN 7 (1970) 501-505. 
22 Ferrero, Strutlura (n. 9) 114. 
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the time of Pompeius Trogus. The German scholar also noticed that there was 
mention of the Dacians before Burebista23 . An extensive demonstration in this respect 
is also due to Iliescu, whose viewpoint we have followed. He is actually the trailblazer 
for the debates on this question in Romanian historiography24. 

These two demonstrations, like many others, either forgotten or insufficiently 
examined, have not been given the place they deserve in the literature on this que­
stion, which sometimes, when referring to them, offers them further indirect support. 
The resumplion of this qucstion makes it imperative Lo give a comparati ve analysis of 
the incrimlnated fragment of Prol. 3225 and of hapter 3 in Bo k xxxn of the Epi­
toma by Justin. This chapter sums up all the facts which were mentioned in the quoted 
fragment of Pro!. XXXII as being part of Book XXXII of Pompeius Trogus' Histo­
riae Philippicae. Before the analysis proper mention should be made again of the 
"mechanism" of the organisation of the subject matter in Historiae Philippicae: when 
his narrative comes to a new people that is related to the one which he has been telling 
reader about so far, Pompeius Trogus (and Justin too) immediately starts lclling the 
hi. tory of this people26. One can appreciate this point when reading the Prologues and 
the Epitome, which show that this procedure was usually achi ved through digres­
siolls27 . Icarly lhi . applies to this case too. The digression of Prol. XXXI I was writ­
ten not because of the Ba tamae, who were meoti ned immediat Iy before lhe phra 'e 
inde in excessu28 , as lhey previously attracted Pompeius Trogus attention: he deals 
with them in Prolo XXVIII, in excessu Basternici motus. When reading Chapter 3 of 
Book XXXII of the Epitoma carefully, one can realize that Philip V had made an anti­
Roman alliance with the Scordisci (XXXII 3, 5). Hence, the starting point of the 
digression about res Illyricae is not Bastarnae, but the Scordisci and then the Tecto­
sagi, who had not been mentioned before. The Illyrian digression can be divided into 
three "micro"-digressions. 1. Scordiscan-Tectosagian (XXXII 3,6-12); 2. Pannonian 

23 Bessell, Getae 70. 
24 On the same line ideas can be found in C. Jullian, Histoire de La Gaule III, Paris 1914, 

428, n. 2; E. Cavaignac, His/oire de L'Antiquite III, Paris 1914,428, n. 2; J. Boerma, Histori­
scher Kommentar zu Iustinus Epit. Hist. Phil. des Pompeius Trogus, XXVII-XXXVIII und zu 
deli Prolog; die er BUc/"r, I-Iague 1937, 106. arguing lhol roles was a Dacian king from the 
1 st cenlury B. C. 

2 I?ugis Philippi pfopter ab/Glas sibi civiwfe aliel/aws in Romanos animu.\', ef ob hos al­
ter filiorum Demetrius occisus, concitatique ab eo Basternae transire conati in I/aliam. Inde in 
excessu dictae res Illyricae: originesque Pannoniorum et incrementa Dacorum per Burobosten 
regem. 

26 Cf. Bessel!, Getae 70: "Atque quum saepissime Pomp. Trogus posteriorum temporum 
facta passim historiis suis inseret, sane fieri poterat, ut incrementa Dacorum, quae gens maxime 
florebant ipsius Trogi temporibus, hoc loco afferet, occasione oblata in describendis originibus 
Pannoniorum". 

27 Identified as in excessu die/i (Pro/. 1,7, 11,12,13,15,18,28,32,36,37,41) or as inde 
repetifae (Prol. 2, 3, 9, 10, 15, 16, 17,20,23,24,36,38,42). 

28 The account ab out the Bastarnae urged by Philip V to move to Italy and about their 
actions in the Balkans was not related by Justin in Book XXXII where he fully describes the 
significant and moralizing circumstances (cf Praef 4) in which Philopoimen, Antiochus the 
Great and Demetrios, Philip V's son, found their death (XXXII 1-3). See Polybius XXVI 9,2-
3; Livy XXXIX 35, 4; XL 57,2-9; XL 58,1-8; XLI 19,4-8; XLI 23,12; XLII 11, 4 for the 
presence of the Bastarnae in the Balkans. 
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(XXXII 3, 13-15); 3. Dacian (XXXII 3, 16). To resurne: Pompeius Trogus mentions 
Philip V's alliance with the Scordisci and he describes in excessu their deeds in Illy­
ricum - after Hellas was p1undered - and then the return from Gaul and settlement 
of the Tectosagi in Pannonia. Obviously there had to follow a "history" of the Panno­
nians, and as Burebista fought29 in Pannonia it was but natural that readers should be 
offered some information, briefly indicated in Prolo XXXII by the incrementa 
Dacorum per Burobosten regem. 

The way the historical matter was organized by Pompeius Trogus and Justin, 
which was previous1y exemplified in a concrete manner, confirms that fact that the 
King Burebista and Orole were contemporaries and emphasizes the reasons for the 
presence of the laUer in lhe Epitome to030. 

Accepting the hypothesis that Oroles is a Dacian king of the pt century B.C. 
brings other questions into the picture too and, implicitly, other historical sources, 
making it possible to draw a picture different from the traditional one of Dacia's 
history before Burebista. 

Undoubtely, one of the most important documents on Dacia's political history and 
its foreign relations in the middle of the 1 st century B.C. is the decr e of Ak rn ion, 
son f Dionysios of DionysopoIis31 . One may summarize the cont n.t of the p ephis­
ma as folIows: Akornion makes a diplomatic journey to the son of a barbarian king; 
then another journey to the king hirnself, whom he met at Argedava or, maybe, 
Sargedava. Then the high-ranking citizen discharges the function of a priest of the 
Great God, of the god Serapis, of the god Dionysus, again of the god Dionysus when 
C. Antonius Hybrida, proconsul of Macedonia (62-61 B.C.), spent the winter in that 
city, his last sacerdotal dignity being that of a high priest of the gods of Samothrace. 
Finally, the most important services to his homeland are carried out by Akornion 
through his embassies to King Burebista and, while in his service, to Cn. Pompeius in 
48 B.c. 32. Akornion is considered to have gone on the first embassies between 70 and 
62 B.C. or even earlier33 . 

One of the most controversial topics is the name of the place where Akornion met 
the unknown dynast and, equally, its Iocation. It is now generally accepted that the 
name of thi city wa probably Argedava, alld since Pilrvan' time il ha been believed 
that il was to be locatcd on lh R. *Argesis = Arge 4 and that it c uld be identified 
according to R. Vulpe, with rhe c/ava di covered at Pope§li, on lhe Arge 35. 

29 Cf. Irabo VII 3, I I. 
:10 Cf. Juslin, PI'(/ej: 4; Ferrcro. II'ItIlIll't1 (n. 9) t1 4. 
31 Äll10ng lhe cdi.r.ion of the decr e: E. Kalinka, A",ike Del'lkm(iler i/l Bulgariell , Wien 

1906, 86-94: Syl1.3 11 762; M. Hollcaux Ell/de.l· d'epi8raphie CI (/'ltisrolre grecqlle I. Paris 
1938, 285~2 7: G. Mihailov. 1GB 12 5 I- 56, nr. I . For il literature, cf. Goslar, La n!sidellce 57 
sq.; Cri ~ß I1 , ßurebisla 89 .I'q. 

32 Fo.r I.h dating of lhc decree, see Gostar, La residence 59, n. 12. 
33 Ibidelll ; ~J. Daicoviciu, Da ia 39. 
34 Parvan, Getica 81. 
35 R. Vulpe, Studia 69-79. 
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Before the word APrEtlA YON Kalinka notieed two horizontal hastae, whieh he 
recon trHc ted as L36. The re toration was aecepled and the editor of the in eription 
impr ved it to [00. Eile; 'AP'YfOCi.Uov37. H. Dai oviciu thought thallhis might belong to 
the next word and, therefore, the toponym might be LAPrEtlAYON38. This idea was 
taken up again by Gostar, who brought to be ar important arguments in the fields of 
epigraphy, philology and historical geography39. 

As is known, Ptolemy III 10, 8 mentions three loealities bearing Daeian names on 
the left bank of the Siret-Hierasus (their order is from the south to the north): Pirobo­
ridava, Tamasidava, Zargidava. They were loeated in Moesia Inferior, that is in 
southern Moldavia. Starting from the information supplied by Ptolemy, Gostar sug­
gested, with the neeessary eaution, identifying the toponym Sargedava-Zargedava in 
Akornion's deeree with the Zargidava mentioned by the aneient author40. He thought 
that "dans la ligne 6 de I' inseription, devant le mot APrEtlA YON, ou les editeurs ont 
vu la moitie d'un L, eelle-ei pourrait etre aussi Z; et en ee eas la loealite de 
l'inseription pouvait etre aussi Zargedava, un nom assez rapproehe de eelui transmis 
par Ptolemee"41. 

Subsequently H. Daieovieiu gave up the reading Sargedava, thinking that Akor­
nion' s messages to that unknown king and to his son might have not been outside the 
borders of the Dobrudja, henee that Argedava was somewhere in the Dobrudja42. 
Shortly afterwards Sueeveanu diseovered in Histria an inseription in whieh a vieus 
Areidava pays homage to Mareus Aurelius about A.D. 16643 . The editor maintains 
that "la valeur partieuliere de notre inseiption reside justement dans la possibilite 
d'une identite entre I' Argedava d' Aeornion et la nouvelle Areidava de Dobroudja, ee 
gui eonfirmerait de maniere deeisive la brillante hypothese de H. Daieovieiu". 

The general eomparison of the arguments invoked by these three hypotheses44 

shows that, in the long run, none of them has any deeisive proof. On further in­
speetion, it is dear that only the hypotheses of Gostar and H. Daieovieiu-Sueeveanu 

36 Kalinka. Antike D/!IIkmiil r (n. 31) 90. 
37 Syl1.3 762; rGB I, 13. 
38 See H. Dllic viciu, Da ii, Bucharest 1965, 104-105, where Sargedava is located in the 

Orll§tie Mountains; the River Sargetia is also mentioned there; later H. Daicoviciu, Dacia 34; 
46, n. 150, wou lcl make no menti 11 of his earlier sugge. ti n. 

39 Gos tar, Lu J'esidence 62-{;3, n. 29-36, argues that the reading LAPrEAA YON is valid 
from a philological and epigraphical point of view. Furthermore, Gostar made a complex, 
critical approach to different categories of sources. Thus he concluded that the ancient name of 
the River Argq was Marisus and not *Argesis. He also showed that the Dacians did not form 
toponyms by adding the suffix -dava to hydronymes; idem, La population de Za Dacie avant la 
conquete romaine, in: R. Vulpe (ed.) Actes du ne Congres International de Thracologie II, 
Bucharest 1980, 28- 29. His hYPolhe. is was also supported by Cri§an,Burebista 98 sq. 

40 Gostar, La ri1sidCllce 62, 11.28; 63. 
41 Gostar, La residence 63. 
42 H. Daicoviciu, Dacia 30-47. 
43 Suceveanu, Arcidava 112 sq. Cf also E. ondurachi, AAntHung 25.1-2 (1978) 7. 
44 l'nilially it was supposed that Akornion had reach d Arcidava in Banat which was men­

tioned by Ptolemy III 4; Tabula Peutingeriana VIII 3; Geogr. Raven. 204, 4; Syl1.3 446. Cf. G. 
G. Mateescu, Anuarul Institutului de ISlorie Nationalli 4, Cluj 1926,330; Patsch, Beiträge V.l, 
46, n. 2; 59, n. 4; C. Daicoviciu, SCIV 1-2 (1955) 53, n. 1. 
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offer arguments worth consideration: either the information supplied by Ptolemy III 
10, 8, that justifies the reading Zargcdava in Akornion's decr e, or an inscription 
testifying to the exi tence of a vicus Arcidava in lhe rural territory of Histria45 . 

The decisive argument mentioned by Suceveanu is the honorary inscription of the 
vicani of Arcidava. Although the editor of this inscription ass ures us that Arcidava is 
the Latin form of Argedava, the presence of such names as 'ApKlvva, 'ApKoßaöapa 
in Dacia or 'ApKOUV€<; in the Balkans46 cannot remove methodological doubt at least. 
With good reason H. Daicoviciu47 and Suceveanu48 stress the fact that the relations 
between Dionysopolis and the unknown Dobrudjan dynast of Arcidava were similar 
to those between Histria and the dynast Zalmodegikos and Rhemaxos49. Suceveanu 
considers in this context that the defeat of C. Antonius Hybrida50 in 61 B.C. was not 
due to the Greek cities, which were too weak to try to revo]t, but to the Getic dynasts 
of the Dobrudja, who were Rome's allies after M. Terentius Varro Lucullus' cam­
paign and then rebelled against her51 . 

This hypothesis is of course quite attractive, but there are a few objections that 
cannot be ignored. Cassius Dio XXXVIII 10,3, mentions the tyrannical behaviour of 
Hybrida to the "allies of Moesia" (tou<; GUI.q.taxou<; tou<; ev t11 MUGi~). Indeed, by 
"allies" one could understand both the Greek cities and the dynasts between the 
Danube and the Balkans who had joined the Roman dient-system after the campaigns 
of Macedonia's governors during the Mithridatic Wars, that is the Getic dynasts 
to052. But one must also not ignore the fact that the Getae are not mentioned by the 
well-informed Cassius Dio XXXVIII 10, 3 as participating in the coalition that de­
feated Hybrida near l-li u"ia. The pm"licipat ion of the Gelae, side by side with the 
Ba larnae aod the Greek ', is a modern hislOlical reconslruction of Pa.rvan53 which is 
based on the information by the same Cassius Dio LI 25, 5: this notes the justifica­
tions of M. Licinius Crassus ,54 action against Dapyx by the fact that he had heard that 

45 This hypothesis advanced by Pärvan was taken over and developed by R. Vulpe. It be­
came the eommunis opinio in Romanian historiography although it cannot provide an argument 
of the same value beeause the shorteomings of the * Argesis-Argedava theory were relevated by 
Gostar (cf. n. 39). This hypothesis ean only put forward arguments from general history 
(eoncerning the Mithradatie Wars whieh also involved Pontie-Danubian Dacia) that ean be used 
by other hypotheses, as aetually happened. Besides these, R. Vulpe mentioned an "arehaeolo­
gieal" argument: the Pope~ti settlement on the Arges River. Arguments of the same type or 
even more revealing ean be mad by those who eontraclicled hirn as weil. 

46 As R. Vulpe. Studia 73 righlly notieed. FUrLhcr e' amples ean be found in D. Detsehew, 
Die thrakischen Sprach reste, Wien 1957,25. 

47 H. Daic viciu. Daci(1 22 sq. 
48 llcevcanu, Arcidava 11 8. 
49 See D. M, Pippidi, Inscriptiones Scythiae Minoris I, Bueharest 1983, nr. 15,82-93, for 

texts of deerees, detailed eommentaries and literature. 
50 Cf. T. R. S. Broughton, The Magistrates oi the Roman Republic 11 (99-31 B.C.), 

New York 1951-1952,165-166; 175-176; E. Klebs, RE I 2 (1894) 2577-2582, s. v. Antonius, 
nr. 19, 

51 Sueeveanu, Arcidava I J 7. 
52 V, Liea, Das Foedus zwischen Rom und Kallatis, StudCl 28-30 (l997) 27-38, with the 

literaturc ofthe subject rTom Mommsen to A. Avram. 
53 P;irvan, Geli '1I78- 79; 90. 
54 E. Groag, RE XIII 1 (1926) 270-285, s. v. Lieinius (Crassus), nr. 58, 
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the standards lost by Hybrida in 61 B.C. might be at Genuc1a - the city of the 
Getae55 . In this context the absence ofthe Getae from the anti-Roman coaliLion might 
be accounted for by their enmity with the Bastarnae, as they preferred to be faithful to 
the agreements concluded with the Romans56. Similarly, perhaps one should not 
ignore the fact, already pointed out by R. Vulpe57, that in the decree Akomion's jour­
ney to Zargedava is mentioned as being completed under special circumstances: "les 
termes (1uvunoorw.mv et U1t11pu'to nous font comprende que cette localite (seil. Arge­
dava) se trouvait loin de Dionysopolis". Of course, to Akornion a "journey to a 
foreign country" in practice meant any joumey beyond the borders of his native polis. 
But it is quite significant that these words da not occur again in the text of the decree 
to qualify the other mission on which Akornion went to Burebista and, when in his 
service, to Pompeius (line 20 sq.). 

On the other hand it must be emphasized, the attempt to identify Arcidava with 
[Z]argedava in Akornion's decree cannot account for an archaeological support as 
convincing as Gostar' s hypothesis. The results of recent archaeological research cIear­
ly show that - south of the "fron tier" between the Getae, the Dacians and the Ba­
starnae58 - there is remarkable continuity in the autochthonous civilization. The 
davae discovered at Bitca-Doamnei, Brad, Räditäu, Poiana, Bärbo§i, Orlovka59 , 
which reach the akme of their development in the last century RC., eloquently illu­
strate the evolution to well-consolidated, strong political and military forms of the 
Getae and the Dacians in the area between the Carpathians and the Dnjester60. All 

55 Emphllsis hould again be placed on the idea that they were conquercd by the Ba, larnue. 
56 See al. 0 Pilrvan, Gelica 77: "Finally the Romans' war itself ngninst Mithridale and 

Bastarnae enabled the rise of the Getic power. Actually on the one hand their Eastelll rivals, the 
Bastarnae were wasting their forces as mercenaries in Mithridates' army; on the other hand the 
weakening power of the Bosporan Kingdom - mainly determined by Mithridates - allowed 
the Getae to adv:mce slightly to the We, t and the North of the Black Sea in order to light 
agrünst the Sarmntians and lhe Scythinlls". Mention should be made of the fact that Parvan, 
Getica, passim, relying on the archaeological informations of his time believed that the centre 
01' the Gelie power wn in Walaehia. 

57 R. Vulpe. Sludia 70. 
S 'f. Inlesl Bab~, Bei/mg 122 sq., Wilh lhe literature on Ihe I pie. 
59 N. Gosll1r, CelifJi dacice dill Moldova. ßuchnre t 1969,9- 22.29 .I'q.; A. Vulpe Plo/am>, 

and {/w (/Il 'ielll geograph>, of Moil/(Illia. SlUc! I 6 19(4) 233 sq.: V. Ursachi. SallclI.IGnc/ dill 
cetatea dacidi de la Bmd (sec. I. a. Chr. - sec. I. p. Chr.) , Memoria Antiquitatis 12-14 (1980-
1982) 93-104; V. Capitanu, V. Ursachi, Bmd und Racatau, zwei getisch-dakische befestigte 
Siedlungen, Thraco-Dacica 1 (1976) 271-277; R. Vulpe, Studia 103-124; V. Ursachi, Cetatea 
dacica de la Brad, Thraco-Dacica 8.1-2 (1987) 100-127; Babe§, Beitrag 122: "In der Tat 
fehlen im P-L-Kultur Siedlungen vom dava-Typ (Oppida) aus der Zeit der Existenz wie 
übrigens auch llach dem Verschwinden der P-L-Kultur. iid1ich dieses G bietes, bezcug n 
diese natürlich oder künstlich befe 'ligtcn Siedlungen - wie elwa die von Bilcn Doamnei. ßrad, 
Racälau, Poiana, Barbo§i und Orlowka - durch den Reichtum und die Vielfalt der Funde die 
normalc "iltwiekluilg der geto-dakischen Kultur in ihrer .kJnssi ehen ' Phase". 

60 This evolution i. 111 conlinuali 11 01' a process uppor(cd by evidence for the prcviou 
cellluries when grelll eitles werc buHl (e. g. Slinc~ti, COlnari. BUHC§Ii. ArSura, Mo~na, BulU­
ccni Mlliculi. Zaharml, eIe.). The signi fi canee 01' IhC,\ic eilies is dealt with in ßnbc§. Bei/rag 
164--166, witll IilcriHurc 0 /1 the topic. One . hould not n glect th fnct lhal il i. Ihi. arell lhut waS 
the target of Dareios, Alexander, through Zopyrion , or Lysimachos. This may stand as evidence 
for showing that in that region there were - Scythian and subsequently Getic - political and 
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leads led us to the conc1usion, which is well-founded in our opinion, that in the first 
half of the 1 si centUl'y B.C. there existed in this area a powerful kingdom capable of 
controlling the Greek cities61 , so that Akornion's message to Zargednva was quite 
natural62. Gostar uggested locating thi kingdom in the south of MOldavia63 , but he 
did not try to identify the "King of Zargedava" with any of the dynasts mentioned by 
literary tradition. 

Init ially the fir. t missions Akol1110n undertook were supposed to have been cm 10 

Burebi La a hYPolhe. is Ulal may now be considered quite fragi le64. Can one sti ll iden­
tify the dynast whom Dionysopolis repeatedly asked for help? Literary sources and 
arehaeological research, which have previously been described and exarnined, show 
- quite convincingly in our opinion - that Akornion went on the first mission to 
King Oroles, the conqueror of the Bastarnae. 

Of course, this suggestion of an identification, at first sight rather shocking, raises 
some chronological and historie al questions, which are analysed below. 

military centres wh ich endangered any attempt of the right bank of the Danube. Cf Herodotus 
IV 97 sq.; Diodorus XXI 2, 16- 17; Curtius Rufus XI , 43-44; Arrianus 14,1-5; Justin XXI 2, 
16-17; Iliescu, Alexander, passim. 

61 As king Rhemaxos and Zalmodegikos had dominated previously. Cf. I. 1. Russu, Zoltes 
~i Rhemaxos. Thracii. seitii ~i Istria In sec. I/l-/I I. e. n. , Apulum 6 (1967) 133 sq.; Gostar, La 
residenee 65-66. According to Russu, loe. eit. 141 (Zusammenfassung) "Rhemaxos ein König 
aus den nördlich von der Donau gelegenen Gebieten, der von den meisten (vor allem den ru­
mänischen) Forschern für einen Geten gehalten wird, ist in Wirklichkeit ein Skythe, möglicher­
weise ein Nachfahre des Ateas (aus dem 4. Jahrhundert), dessen Herrschaftsbereich zwischen 
dem Pruth, dem Dnjestr und dem Bug lag. Sein Name ist skythischer (nicht dakischer) 
Herkunft, ebenso wie der seines Sohnes , des Prinzen Phrad[ ... ?]". Undoubtly, Russu's 
philologicnl and onomastic relllurks !I re correct, but it is n I unlikely that a Gelie or Daeian 
dynast hould have had a name ra different origin. In support of this the latest archaeological 
research (cf. Babe§, Beitrag 121 sq.) demonstrates the aetive presence of the Getae in the region 
mentioned earlief. 

62 Gostar, La residenee 61; Cri§an, Burebista 113 sq. Another significant argument in this 
respect is provided by numismatics (see C. Preda, Monedele gelo-daeilor, Bucharest 1973, 
427-428). According to Preda Southern Moldnvia and Noth Eastern Walachia were active 
Illonclary centres since the second half of 2nd cenlury B. C. till the middle of 1 Sl century B. C. 
This would point to "lbird greal union Getic tribes at that time". 

63 Cf. Gostar, La rl!si(/e11ce 65-66, where he did not attempt to loeate Zargidava mentioned 
by Ptolemy: "Toutes ees trois loealites (seil. Piroboridava, Tamasidava, Zargidava), d'apres les 
coordonnees de les PtoJemee, se trouvent au Sud de Moldavie, mais c'est diffieile de les identi­
fier sur place avec une certitude absolue" (p. 63). Since Justin XXXII 3, 16 considers Oroles a 
Dacorum rex, it is admitted that the latter' s kingdom also extended to the South East of Trans­
silvania (cf. Babe§, Beitrag 168). It is eertainly difficult to assert whether Oroles' kingdom 
included or not the region bordered by the Carpathians and the Dnjestr. This hypothesis would 
not be unlikely eonsidering the Southern ,,frontier" of the P-L-culture: a line starting from the 
North of Piatra-Neamt, crossing the Siret River between Badlu and Roman, then the River 
Pruth at Leovo to reach Tighina on the Dnjestr (see Babe§, Beitrag 116). The Bastarnae could 
not eonquer the whole Moldavia precisely bccause of this kingdom' s resistence. 

64 Cf. Gostar • .LA1 residencc 65 sq., with lilerature. 
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We believe that King Burebista starts his rise - in keeping with Strabo VII 3, 11 
- about 60 B.C., but after 63 B.c.65 Oroles' reign can only be chronologically defi­
ned very approximatively: the first half of the 1 st century B .C. Whi1e the beginning of 
this reign is comletely unknown, its end can be established with more probability, 
starting from Oroles' battles against the Bastarnae. The attempt to date these conflicts 
entails so me other questions, among which mention should be made of Oroles' ethnic 
origin and his relations with Mithradates VI Eupator. 

Oroles' cLh nic origin wa, the foeu' of . eri 11 contr ver ies, aimed aL discovering 
whether he wa a Geran66 J' 1/CIliollC DacLls67 : thcy b gan wilh thc queSlion whether 
Oroles and Rh le. 68 were one and lhe ame pcr:' on 0 1' LW different dynasl ,69, 

The examination of these hypotheses shows that the idea of identifying Oroles 
with Rholes arose because of the similarity of the two names, and, equally, because 
both were associated with the Bastarnae. On the philological and onomastic side, re­
search into the critical editions of Justin and Cassius Dio shows that their manuscripts 
are unanimous in transmitting the names in their well-known form: Oroles 70 and 
'PCOA:T]s, 

One could also ans wer this question by a passage in Lucan 71 (Pharsalia III 200-

202), where he mentions among Pompeius' barbarian aBies: ... barbara Cone, 
Sarmaticas ubi percli/ aqrws sparsamque proJlll1do lIlultifidi Peuc(!I1 1II1l1111 caput adluit 
Histri ... Gostar72 notes that: ,Dans une de scholiae de Pharsalia on explique: 
barbara Cone regio in ultimis Europae partibus et apud Sarmatas (Adnotationes 
super Lucanum, III, 200) et dans la scholia du Codex Bernensis litt. 45, Cone civitatis 

65 Cf. V. Lica, Pfnacfnd a trait Deceneu ?, StudCl22 (1984) 57-67, with the literature on 
the topic. See also Dobesch (n. 18) 54, n. 88, who maintains that "Die Hochdatierung bei 
Iordanes Get. 11 ,67 ist natürlich falsch, wie so vieles bei ihm". He also supposes (54) that: "Es 
erscheint als möglich, daß Burebista überhaupt erst in den Fünfzigerjahren graß wurde, eher 
erst ~egen deren Ende". 

6 K. Müllenhoff, Deutsche Altertumskunde III, Berlin 1906, 144; Boissevain, Cassii 
Dionis Cocceiani Hist. Rom. qun/? supersrmt II, Berlin 1898, 375 s. v. 'P(ÜA~<;, refeITing to 
Getarum rex Orales, and Gr. T() ilescu, Dacia fnaillle de /'o/l/(mi, Bucharest 1880, 722 with an 
ambivalent position; R. Roesler, Romanische Studien. Untersuchungen zur älteren Geschichte 
Rumäniens, Leipzig 1871 ,23; Pärvan, Getica 67-68; Alföldi , CAH XI, 81. All these authors 
mistranslated the text in lustin XXXII 3, 16: Daci quoque suboies Getarum sunt, qui, cum 
Orole rege ... , by associating qui with Getarum and not with Daci as it is natural. Cf., for in­
stance, Iliescu's remark (Oroles 380, n. 41). SimiIarly mention should be made of the topic of 
the digression in Prolo XXXII which concerns incrementa Dacorum and not incrementa 
Getarum. 

67 Brandis, Dacia 1965; C. Daicoviciu, in: Istoria Romaniei I, Bucharest 1960,218,318; 
Ilie CII, Orales 380-381: H. Dnicoviciu, DC/cia 26; Cri~lIn , ßurebista 30, etc. 

68 ' bclieved MüllenhofT, Boisscvain lind Tocilescli (cf. n. 66), 
69 As it is ndmiUed by mOSl pm'l 01' modern historiogruphy, Olle should negiect the early 

assuptions concerning Orales as one and the same person as Burebista (Is. Vossius), as Scorylo­
Cor~"us (Cantemir) or as the imaginary Rubobostcs (B11lndis). 

o In one edition of lustin's Ep;(ol/la an unknown editor replaced Orales by Oloros. See 
supra, n. 12. 

71 Cf. M. Fuhrmann, KIP III (1969) 745- 748 s. V. M. Ällll HClIS Lucanll., with Iiterature. 
n N. Gostar, La population de la Dach! a V(II/{ la cr)/lque/e roll/ein (Ptoll!III6c. Geogr .. IIl, 

8,3), in: R. Vulpe (ed.), Actes du l/e Congres Internat. de Thracologie II, Bucharest 1980,28. 
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vel insula Histri jluminis (G. Cavajoni, Aeme 28.1-2 [1975] 112). Il est plausible que 
la loealite *Cote, d'ou vient le nom des K01;~VcrtOt, soit la meme que la barbara 
Cone. Nous pensons que le nom de la localite a ete *Cote, tel qu'il existe dans le le­
xique dace, KOtta'HX, plante medieinale (Dioseoride, IV, 29). On pourrait invoquer 
une parente avee les anthroponymes thraco-mesiens: Cotis, Cotos, Cotus, Cotys ou 
avec l'anthroponyme daee Cotiso, ou avee le theonyme thraee Cotto, Cotytto". Who 
are the KOt~vcrtOt? Gostar73 also notiees that "Les KOt~vcrtOt apparaissant unique­
ment avee cette graphie dans les manuserits de la Geographie de Ptolemee. Bien que 
les Kot~vcrtot aient habite au sud de la Moldavie et au sud-est de la Transylvanie, 
done en plein milieu dace (sur ee territoire se trouvaient, d'apres les longitudes et les 
latidues de Ptolemee, des sites a nom speeifiquement daee, eomme Piroboridava, 
Tamasidava, Zargidava, Utidava et, probablement, Sangidava), on a dectuit qu'ils sont 
des Celtes et eela, pour la seule ressemblanee avee Cotini, peuple celtique bien 
eonnue sur le territoire de la Slovaquie. Mais la desinenee -llvcrtOt nous oblige a 
admettre que l'ethnonyme vient d'une localite *Cote, non eneore atteste. 11 ne serait 
cependant pas exc1u que la localite *Cote se retrouve dans la Pharsalia de Lucain (111, 
200-202)". Was barbara *Cote used by Luean as a label for all the Getie and Daeian 
tribes ruled by Burebista or does it name only the barbarians located around it? And 
eould the latter be the KOt~vcrtOt, as Gostar argued? Aeeording to Ptolemy, these 
Ko~vcrtot settled in the region where Oroles' kingdom can be located (cf n. 74). 

As for Rholes' relation with the Bastarnae - assuming that the information sup­
plied by Cassius Dio is fairly aeeurate - things are dear enough: their eonfliet taok 
plaee south of the Danube, in 29-28 B.C., under the eircumstanees of the Getic 
dynast's alliance with the Romans. Oroles' eonfrontation with the Bastarnae took 
place in the first half of the 1 st eentury B.C. A supplementary argument can be infer­
red from the fact that Oroles is a Dacorum rex, whereas in the Prologues and the 
Epitoma the Getae are mentioned only onee. Justin XXV 1,2 mentions that the Gauls 
defeated the Triballi and the Getae at the time of Antigonos Gonatas. The event 
undoubtedly oceurred soulh of the Danuhe. So one can eonel ude that, as he was 
Dacian or at least the king of some Dacians 74, Oroles cannot be identified with 
Rholes. They are two different dynasts, who both reigned in the pt century B.C., the 
former in the first half and the latter in the seeond half75. 

73 Ibidem 27. 
74 This led to the conclusion that Orales ' kingdom inc!uded the South-Eastem of Transyl­

vania. Cf. Iliescu, Orales 379; H. Daicoviciu, Dacia 26; Cri~an, Burebista 30; Babe§, Beitrag 
168: "Für eine Lokalisierung von Orales "Königreich" findet man keine Hinweise außer der 
Tatsache, daß hier ausdrücklich von Dakern und nicht von Geten die Rede ist und man daher 
vielleicht an den Innenkarpatenraum, genauer an Ostsiebenbürgen, denken könnte, wo übrigens 
die Entdeckung von More§ti auf ein Eindringen der Poien~ti-Lukasevka-Kulturträger hindeu­
tet. Da jedoch die geographische Abgrenzung zwischen Dakern und Geten in W-O-Richtung 
unscharf ist, darf man nicht die größere Wahrscheinlichkeit übersehen, daß Kämpfe zwischen 
Einwanderern und Einheimischen vor allem in dem von Bastarnen eraberten Gebiet, also öst­
lich der Karpaten, stattgefunden haben könnten . 

75 Cf., for a c mprehcnsive cJiscussion, Lica Orales, passim. 
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Undoubtedly one of the most provocative issues is to ascertain Oroles' attitude to 
Mithridates VI Eupator76, who was at war with Rome77 . Appian, Mithr. l7, enume­
rates the size of the Pontie king's imposing army in the first war against Rome: 
"Mithridates had in his own army 250,000 foot and 40,000 horse, 300 ships with 
decks, 100 with two banks of oars each and other equipement in proportion"78. Ac­
cording to Appian, Mithr. 15, Mithridates "has allies also ready to obey his very 
command, Seythians, Taurians, Bastarnae, Thraeians, Sarmatians, and aIl those who 
dweIl in the region of the Don and the Danube and the sea of Azov"79. The same 
Appian, Mithr. 69, says that during the preparations for the Third Mithridatic War, "in 
Europe he (seil. Mithradates) drew from the Salmatian tribes, both the Basilidae and 
the Iazyges, the Coralli, and those Thracians who dwelt among the Danube and on the 
Rhodope and the Bastarnae, the bravest nation of all"80. 

Did the Getae and the Dacinns hurry to fight under the banner of Milhradates, as 
Mommsen put it81 , like the olller genres from the Caueasus to the Danllbe? Judging 
by analogy with other historieal situations, it is not impossible that Getae and Daeians 
should have taken part in Mithradates' eampaigns, at least those between the Danllbe 
and the Balkans. But one must not ignore the fact that Mithradates' expansion to the 
western co ast of the B1ack Sea created a political and military situation that was pro­
bably difficult for Orales and maybe far his predeeessor. On the one hand, the natural 
tendency of the rulers north of the Danube to dominate - at least partially - the 
Dobrudja and the Greek cities is now hindered by the extension of Mithradates ' effec­
tive protectarate over this region82. On the other hand, the position of the rivals of the 

76 Among the rieh lileralllrc nboullhe king uf POIllU , e lila basi mOllograph by .Reinach, 
Mit/mulmes. passim. n weil us B. . McGing. 17,e Foreign Poli 'Y ol Mitltmdale.v vr E"I'llIor, 
Leiden 1986. passillI with racent Iitera t1!rc. 

77 Thc last years of L. Lucullus's campnigns alld lhe end of lh Third Mithradatic Wal' are 
carefu Jly and incilingly analy ed by Wirlh , Pompeius, passillI . Wirth (68) uocurately sires cd 
the relmi n bctwccn illlention-renliIY-llossibilily; lhe Romans' new view in compari on with lhc 
(lcwal fac l ' i.n Orienl wh ich allowed bim u correct reconsidcration of Pompeius: "Für weiter­
schauende. }Iuch gegeniiber eigen n Krärten 11l ~1ßvo lle Im periumspolilik nach außen . Zuriick­
ha ltung, Anpassung an die natürlichen cgcbenheitcn und Verr.ichl nuf persönlichen Tatcn­
ruhm gibl es untcr den lMlsmiinncrn und Heerführcrn der spiiteren Republi k nichl allzu iclc 
Beispiele. P mpcius in Armenien und ill1 Kuukasusgcbiel haI in solche ' geliefer! '; ;(/CI1I, 

Osten 87: "Erst Pompeius im Osten isllJRCh natürl ichcn Katastrophen ein Zeichcn dllmr, wic 
weit deullich gewonJen war, was man ~ich leis ten dürfe und was nicht", 

78 Transluted by White, /\(JfJian LI 269, 
79 II)idl1l11,271. J also Appian, Mi/hr. 41. 
80 /blde/t! 369. 
81 Mommsen, RG II 288: ,. ... Thraker, Skythen, Sauromaten. Bastarner, Kokhier, Iberer 

(im hculigcn Georgicn) drtlnglcn sich unlcr seine Fllhne ... ". 
82 r Pippidi . 'cYllt ica Mil/om , Buchurest, Al1lslerdam 1975, 165; EI. Salomone Guggero, 

ReftllilillS poliliqlles el lJIiliw;res cfe Milhridate VI Ellpmor {fllee les poplIlations 111 les dtes de 
/(, 71/1'{1I.:e et (Jvec fes colal/ie . gre('(/lles ele I" Mer Noire oe ·identafe. Pulpudeva 2 ( 1978) 294-
305, lC. Unforlunalel,y we are nm in n position to detillc more accuratcly lhe forms t<lkcll hy 
Mithradates' innucnce alld domina tion in [he rcgi 11 . A new inscriplioIl discovcrcd at Hisu'i a 
which I11cnlions Cl c;tpa't11'YOC; of MilhradaIC.~ who wa .. CIlI Eie; ti1l,v EK1.l0lr.(V? '! was (Iamngecl 
juS! where il could 11(1Ve providccl signific,l11l dewils. 'fhc marble in scription was di scovered in 
June 1995 by . ß uncgru and V. Lungu. I 3m gralcl'lIl 10 my collcague. A. Avrnm. for 
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Getae and Dacians in the north and the east - the Bastarnae - was consolidated 
owing to their status as Mithradates' privileged allies, as one can see in Appian, 
Mithr.69 83 . 

The attempt to establish a chronology of Oroles' actions must also consider the 
information to be found in Akornion's decree. The first certain chronologie al land­
mark of Akornion's activity is a high position held when C. Antonius Hybrida spent 
the winter in Dionysopolis, in 62-61 B.C. Previously, Akornion went on a mission to 
the son of a Dacian dynast and then to the dynast himself, whom he met at 
[Z]argedava. But when did Akomion go to Zargedava? 

In 72-71 B.C. the Greek cities were conquered by M. Terentius Varro Lucullus 
and brought into the Roman system of alliances84. We maintain that the Roman pro­
consul also included the Thracian-Dacian tribes in the area in the political, diplomatie 
and legal regulation of the newly created situation85 . Undoubtedly, Rome's aim was 
the liquidation of Mithradates' military bases and sources of mercenaries here and the 
creation of a new component in the Roman system of alliances. 

It is quite probable that M. Lucullus tried, as his brother, L. Lucullus, and then 
Pompeius86 did, to draw, by peaceful means, some of the dyn asts in their area into 
this system. As the Bastarnae were Mithradates' privileged allies it is to be presumed 
that M. Lucullus tried to annihilate them by an alliance with the Getae and the 
Dacians, the prevailing ethnic element in this area87. No doubt they were interested in 
such an alliance, which made it possible for them to reinstate, here, their own do­
mination that was contested by the Bastarnae88. 

The only force that could be considered for the Romans' plans was the powelful 
kingdom north of the Danube mIed over by King Oroles, the master of the davae at 
Piroboridava, Tamasidava, Zargidava and the conqueror of the Bastarnae. 

If Rome's relations with the dynasts - or, at least, with most of them - south of 
the Danube were based on the deditio as a direct consequence of M. Lucullus' victo­
ries, it is difficult to define the nature of the possible relations established with 
Oroles89. Considering the common interest of the two partners - the removal of the 
Bastarnae as Mithradates' allies - it is to be presumed that Oroles' position was 

informing me about this find, which he will publish. According to A vram the inscription could 
be dated before or after the First Mithradatic War. 

83 Supra, n. 80. Cf. also Mommsen, RG Il 288: " ... vor allem rekrutierte er seine Kriegs-
scharen alls den tapferen Baslarncrn". 

84 Cf supnl, n. 82; Liea, Das Foedus zwischen Rom und Kallatis (n. 52). 
85 Ibillelll . 
86 Cf. Wirth, Pompeius, passim, for the policy of attracting and ineluding the oriental 

dynasts in H coherent elientary system. 
8? Later M. Licinius Crassus would act in a similar way. He acknowledged Rholes ' domi­

nation over Scylhia Mil lor. 
88 On the other hand, Rome could control indirectly a region that stood for the starting 

point of the ceascless raids again t Macedonia. 
89 Only Flol'Us I 39. 6 mainlains thal ... LIU:lIllus ad termilll/lil gentium (seil. Sarmatae) 

Tanain lacumque Maetin. This would imply a campaign 10 the Norlh of the Danu e and there­
fore the possibility of a elash with the Getae, Dacians and Bastarnae. The other ancient authors 
- Sallust, Livy, Appian, Eutropius, Festus, Ammianus MarcelJinus, etc. - state that M. Lu­
cullus only reached the river without crossing il. 



Pompeius and Orotes, Dacorum rex 149 

superior to that of the others as he was gran ted the title of amicus et socius populi 
Romani, the protection of the Roman interests in the area being incumbent on hirn. It 
is quite probaable that Rome accepted that Oroles, in exchange, should control the 
territories south of the Danube. 

E. avaignac maintained that Oroles' victory occured after the disappearence of 
Mithradate 90 but did not try to date it more preci ely. Cavaignac's remark is correct 
as, after his brilliant initial successes, L. Lucullus did not manage to defeat Mithri­
dates, with the result that in 66 B.C. he would be replaced by Pompeius91 . If for the 
general th alre of military operalions the plan, remincling one of Hannibal, imaginecl 
by MiLhridales92 had no major imp0i1ance93 the ame does not h tu go d for the in­
fluence on the barbarian peoples on the northern and western coasts of the Black Sea 
and of the Sea of Azov that were closely connected with the king of Pontus94. 

Obviously, the Bastarnae were still one of Mithradates' important allies and further 
worked in this region to impose their own and the king's interests. 

90 Cavaignac, Histoire (n. 24) 482, n. 2. 
91 Wirth, POlllfJeius 7: " ... so ergab sich zwangläufig um 67 als Erkenntnis eines fast 

siebcnjährigen Krieges. daß die bi herige Art und Wcis , elie 'en zu führen, versagt halte ... 
Beide Gegller, Mill1Jadalc. \ i Tignmes, I cfanden ich nach mChrfHchel' Venrcibung wieder 
im vollen Besit7. ihrer MachL,ja gingen ihrerseits zur Offensive iiber ... ". 

92 Appian, Mitllr. JO]: " ... Hcrc ( ·cil. <1L Dioscurias in olchjs) he conccived thc V,\SL plan, 
a strange plan for 11 fugi li vc, of mnking Ihe circuiL of lhe wholc PonlllS, alld Ihcn 01' SCYlhia and 
Ih Sea or Azov, Lhus arri vi ng al LI! · Bo p ru .. .'; - Mifllr. 102: .,Such was Ihe chimerical 
project Lbat MübJadate now cagerly pur lied ... He even forrned an Ililinncc with Illern (seil. 
SCYlhian lribes) in contemplation of other or more novel exploil s, such a mal'ching Ihrough 
Tllrflce 10 Maccdollia, lhrough Macedonill 10 Pann nia. and pas. ing ovel' Ihe Alp ' inlo lIaJy ... "; 
- Mith,.. 109: "He proposcd LO llIrn hi ' course to the Gauls, whose friCJldship he had CUILivalcd 
a long lime rol' this purpose, and wilh Ihem LO in ade ha ly. hoping Ihal many of the llalians 
lhemselvcs would join him on ac QUn!. of lheil' hatrcd of Ihe Roman: [01' he hn.l hea!'d lhal Ihis 
had been Hannibal's policy when the Romans wel'e waging war against hirn in Spain, and IhnL 
he had becomc in this way an object of Ihe greatcst tell'OI' to them". Cf also Reinach, Mi/llra­
dates 394 sq.; W. Hoben, Untersuchungen zur Stellung kleinasiatischer Dynasten in den 
Mach/kämpfell der ausgehenden Repllblik, Diss. Mainz 1969, 6 sq. 

93 Wil'lh, Pompeius 28: "Soweil ersichtlich, reagiert man auf neuerliche Machtzunahme 
des Mithridates von nun an nicht mehr, und auch dessen Westpläne scheinen, falls Kenntnis 
davon überhaupt zu Pompeius gelangte, keine Beachtung mehr gefunden zu haben". Wirth's 
re mark (29, n. 86): "Allgemeine Kenntnis von der Entwicklung an der Donau wird Mithradates 
gehabt haben, ein geplantes Zusammengehen mit Burebista ist indes nur Spekulation", is cor­
fe t since the Gclae and ll!c Dacians could nOI be Milhradales' allies becllllse they were fighling 
against the BlIsl<lmae. Neverthe1ess one sl!ould notice that at the time - 65-63 B.C. - Bure­
bista wa nOL king:-tl the Lower Danubc. Cf. V. Lica, StudCI 22 (1984) 61 sq. 

94 Reinach, MifhradOles 396: "Mithradates ... rief seine alten Vasallen, die Fürsten der 
maitischen Stämme, zu den Waffen ... Die langen Jahren seiner Abwesenheit und seiner 
Niederlagen haUen sein persönliches Ansehen so wenig zu erschüttern vermocht, daß die 
Barbaren sich hlluJ'cllweise um den alten Kriegsmann scharten. Auch in der bosporanischen 
Bevölkerung begl1nn es zu gären"; ibidem 403: "In der Hoffnung auf den Beistand der 

rU'millen, BaSLUrner und Kelten 111g zudem nicht widersinniges ... In ihren Augen war da ' 
Ansehen cl allen Königs ungeschWächt, und das von Sino!'ia mitg nOll1l11Cne Gold genligLe, 
um ihnen bis ZlU' Pliinderung Italiens Geduld zu ver chllfFcn"; Hoben Ulllel's/lcl/lll/gell (11. 92) 
8, 11. 6: Wirlh, PO/llpeills 58. 11. 152. 
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Consequently, considering the entire context briefly presented here, the scenario of 
the events might be as follows: 

1. After the withdrawal of M. Lucullus, after 70 B.C., there is a competition for the 
western coast of the Black Sea between Oroles and the Bastarnae, the latter acting on 
behalf of Mithridates; 

2. The Greeks react and Akornion gets Oroles' assistance through his son (SylP 
762, the destroyed lines); 

3. This son is defeated (Justin XXXII 3, 16), a fact that forces the Greeks to inter­
cede again with Oroles himself (SylP 762, lines 5-7); 

4. Another war is waged between the Dacians and the Bastarnae and it ends in 
Oroles' victory (Justin XXXII 3, 16), which marks the end of the power of the Bastar­
nae in the Danubian region95 . 

When did this victory take place? Cavaignac thought that the disappearance of 
Mithradates is the terminus post quem. With a view to a more precise dating, one 
1ll11. t ign()re the account given by Cassius Dio XXXYlII 10, 3 nud LI 26, 5, of the 
derent of Hybrida in 61 B.C. bya coalilion between the Greeks and the Bastarnae96. 
In this context one can accept that Oroles' victory occured after 60, but before 55 
B.C., the year when Burebista went to the Pontic cities without having to surmount 
the obstacle of the Bastarnae97 . 

East of the Carpathians and, probably, in the south-east of Transylvania, there was 
a powerful king dom that was accustomed to dominate part of the Dobmdja as well, up 
to the middle of the 1 st century B.C. At the head of this powerful kingdom was King 
Oroles. If the "Dacian digression" written by Pompeius Trogus was thinking first of 
all of ßurcbi tn and of the significanc of hi in rementC/98, the imp rtance aua hed 
to Orolcs IllUst not be judged by Justin's preference for the anecdotic elemellt99. On 
the contrary, the presence of Oroles in the Epitoma - by the very means of an anec-

95 Babe§, Beitrag 153: "Die Enddatum der P-L-Kultur wurde bis vor kurzem um die Mitte 
des letzten vorchristlichen Jahrhunderts angesetzt. Nach der Entdeckung des Gräberfeldes von 
Dolinjany muß dieses Datum in Übereinstimmung mit den für die Spätphase der jüngeren vor­
römischen Eisenzeit bzw. für die Stufe Latene D2 geltenden Zeitansätzen um einige Jahrzehnte, 
etwa bis ins letzte Viertel des Jahrhunderts, herabgesetzt werden". Babe§ 177 also maintains 
"daß der ausschlaggebende Faktor für das Verschwinden der bastarnischen Bevölkerung aus 
dem Raum östlich der Karpaten in dem explosionsartigen Aufstieg der Geto-Daker um die 
Mitte des 1. Jh. v. Chr. unter Burebista (incrementa Dacorum) zu suchen ist". 

96 The presence of Hybrida' s banners at Genucla can be explained through their seizing by 
the Getae and the Dacians who would later defeat the Bastarnae. On the other hand, it is not 
impossible that everything might be an argument from the pattern of bellum iustum, invented by 
Crassus, as it is obvious in Cassius Dio. This argument was intended to justify the attack against 
Zyraxes who had done Jlothing to provoke the Romlin . 

97 Gostar, La /'Iisidellce 66, n. 53 rightly stressed that: ,,1I n'est atteste nulle part qu'une 
guerre serait dechainee par Burebista contre les Bastarnes". Cf. also Gostar, Lica, Societatea 22. 
According to R. Syme, Caesar's Design on Dacia and Parthia (ms. 1941-l944) 11 "the Ba­
starnae were his allies or subjects". Again I express my gratitude to A. R. Birley for having the 
kindness 01' l1lllking this very interesling lind provoclIlivc study availablc to me. 

98 Slrabon VU 3, 11, stresses fl'Om the bcgi nning Burebista' , quick incrementa and the 
fightening force of his "empire". 

99 Justin, Praej. 4. 
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dote - shows that the Dacian king was then well-known lOO, as he was one of the 
leading figures in the history of the Getae and the Dacians at that time. 

Pomp ius tri d 10 ecure Ih Roman interests and fron tiers not only by con ]uests, 
but 31. 0 by "verl.J11gl ich gesichert - Priede" 101 , inlegrating even Pharnaces, Milhra­
dates' son 102, inlo the . ySlem wh ich he conccived and buill up. 

Oroles, one of the important dynasts in the area, could certainly not be left out of 
the system created by Pompeiu!): Ihe Dacian king had the role of pr lecting R man 
interc [s to the west of the ßlack Sea 103. Perhaps he was also an amic/ts POlllpei. 
Thus, one could assume that Oroles or his successor, by virtue of the earlier relations 
wilh Pompeiu . helped hirn - with or without Burebista's agreement - against 
Caesar nl Pharo alus 104. 

Thus King Oroles probably initiated the legally formalized relations between 
Rome and the Getic and Dacian peoples. 
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100 Simililr is Ihe case of Atea., thc c)' lhian kin . Sec VI. Il'ic~ LI, Cerce/i'iri Istorice IIl, 
Ia§i 1972, 59 .I'g. \ ill1 intcrcsling mcthodologi 1I 1 rcmark '. 

101 Wirlh, POII/peius 9 sq. 
102 Appian, Mi/hr. I J 3: "Phornllc S. far delivering Ilaly from mueh trouble. he inscribed as 

n frieJ1d unel ally 01' Ih R man" and gave hlm BOSPOfUS as his kingd m ...... 
103 Thc. e reIntion would bc furlher devcloped lhrough the alliance bClween P 1111 eiu. allel 

Burebisltl, The evcnlS of 48 B.C. cannot be undcrslooel \ ithOllt prcviou relations. Cf 
uccveanu. Via/(I eco"oll/ic~l tn Do/Jro eil mI/Will! ce. !- /ll . 11., BlicharCSl 1977 16; Wirlh, 

POII/peius -9, n. 152: "Die Gesandtschaft 48 läßtllUf Be1.iehllngen bereits vorher schließen; sie 
könnten auf Intercssengem in chan lwil\cht;11 P mpciu' lind dem dur h die P1än ele Milhra­
dates gefährdeten Burebista zurückgehen". For the "gefährdete Burebista", see my re marks 
lInder note 93. 

1(J4 aesar, B. C. III 4,5-6. could not omil Burebi . llI ' Dacians in Pompeius' "calalogue of 
alli s". 'ou ld Caesar skip over Oro les, King of Kon'lvOlo1'? 


