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THE PROCESS OF GLOBALISTIC ROMANIZATION AND IBERIA-COLCHIS (Ancient
Georgia). In its essence Romanization was a globalistic process, implying the spread and establishment
of Roman political-economic norms and culture in the provinces of the Empire and neighboring countries.
The gist of Romanization lay in involving the peoples subject to Rome and under its influence in a single
system and establishment of a way of life governed from a single centre and based on common standards
[see Hopkins, A. (ed.), 2003:4-9; Shelton, J. 1998:21-30; Matthew, D.; Garland. L. 2005:134]. Processes
of globalization did occur in various forms and scale before the period of the Roman Empire as well. For
example, the state of Achaemenid Iran or the Empire of Alexander the Great performed the function of
globalization. Later, the Roman Empire was distinguished for an unheard of scale of the process of
globalism. In a number of provinces of the Roman Empire Romanization was attended by the
development of technological, communication and East-West contacts, a process of assimilation and
cultural syncretization of peoples, occurring in the annexed countries under the aegis of Pax Romana. The
process of Romanization differed in tempo and scale in the boundless space of the Roman Empire. It took
place at a relatively accelerated rate in the western provinces of the Empire than in the Eastern countries,
which was due to the non-uniform socio-economic and political structure here [see Gamkrelidze,G.
Todua,T. 2006:97].

A peculiar process of historical development took place for millennia on the territory of ancient
Georgia. Here, in the Classical period — the 6" c. BC - 4™ c. AD — political hegemony was gained by the
kingdoms of Colchis and Iberia, on whose place and basis a single state — Georgia — was formed. Iberia-
Colchis, lying at the junction of Asia and Europe, was the arena of the exercise of military and political-
economic power — the scene of hostilities of countries of Iranian orientation, on the one hand, and that of
Classical orientation, on the other.

Study of the history of the relations of Iberia-Colchis and Rome is largely feasible on the basis of
archaeological material, for written sources on this period are few. The archaeological excavations,
carried on for years, have resulted in the accumulation of fairly diverse evidence from the following sites:
Kldeeti, Bichvinta, Inkiti, Poti, Tsikhisdziri, Vashnari, Gonio, Thilisi, Dighomi, Ureki, Dedoplisgora,
Urbnisi, Uplistsikhe, Zhinvali, Mukhatgverdi, Mtskheta (Armaztsikhe, Armaziskhevi, Kamarakhevi,
Ghartiskari), Sokhumi, Tsebelda, Ghebi, Itkhvisi, Shorapani, Vani, Shukhuti, Tagiloni, Zghuderi,
Tsitsamuri, Sarkine, Dzalisa, etc. Individual artefacts attested at the sites just listed are important, as they
allow us to trace the Romanization process throughout Iberia-Colchis [Gamkrelidze,G., Todua,T. 5-24,
97-116].

In 65 BC. the legionaries of the Roman Republic appeared in Transcaucasia, led by Gnaeus
Pompeius Magnus. It was basically the economic and strategic advantage that attracted the Romans in the
Caucasus; bringing new countries within the sphere of her influence; gaining possession of new trade
routes and markets for selling their goods. Especially noteworthy for them was the road that came from
Central Asia, from the Caspian Sea, on the river Kura (resp. Mtkvari.), crossing the Likhi range, through
the Phasis (resp. Rioni) river to the Black Sea. This road acquired particular significance after the
strengthened Parthian state placed under its control the southern transit highways running from China and
India. At the same time the Caucasus Range was a good obstacle for regulating the inroads of North
Caucasian aggression nomadic tribes into Transcaucasia and Roman Asia Minor. In this respect
especially noteworthy are the passes of Mamisoni, Darial and Derbent. Whoever held these roads he
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could control the movements of the North-Caucasian warlike tribes [see Gamkrelidze,G., Todua,T.
2006:25-57; Zerbini, L., Gamkrelidze, G., Todu, T., 2012:].

Geopolitically, the Caucasus held one of the key territories. This was a definite meeting-place of
Eastern and Western civilizations, with its gorges, rapid, hard-to-cross rivers and dense forests. Iberia-
Colchis must have been a hard nut to crack. The Romans managed to establish a definite control in the
towns of Colchian littoral where, unlike hinterland Colchis, the Classical economic and cultural influence
was stronger. Colchian littoral was a strategic region that was indispensable for Rome to establish her
influence in the Caucasus, Asia Minor and the Bosporus [see Braund, D., 1991:35-52].

Rome had a definite impact on the process of development — first, of Colchis and then of Iberia,
which proved negative. The littoral came under Rome’s political influence, while in some regions the
flexible policy of the Romans resulted in an unstable situation, subsequently in the formation of
principalities semi-dependent on Rome [see Arrian, PPE, 11]. Rome — a state highly developed by that
time — played a somewhat positive role. In particular, the local population became acquainted with the
advanced Roman culture, new economic and culture, military tactical and technical innovations, Roman
capital appeared in coastal cities.

The so-called Pontus-Caucasian border system took shape in the eastern Black Sea region towards
the end of the 1% c. AD. Its principal task lay in strengthening Rome’s geopolitical positions and control
in the Caucasus. Apsarus (Gonio) [see Mamuladze,Sh., Kakhidze,E., Khalvashi,M., 2009:107-130;
Khalvashi,M., 2002; Lordkipanidze,O., Mikeladze,T., Khakhutaishvili,D., 1980], Phasis (Poti) [see
Gamkrelidze,G., 1992:30-48; Gamkrelidze,G., 1992:30-48; Gamkrelidze,G., 2009:175-194; Zerbini, L.,
Gamkrelidze,G., Todu,T., 2012:], Sebastopolis (Sokhumi) [see Puturidze,R., 1956:54-94] and Pitiunt
(Bichvinta) [see Lordkipanidze,G., 1991; Berdzenishvili,K., Puturidze,R., 1975], involved in this system,
turned into city-fortresses of militaristic character. The Romans expanded the boundaries of the empire
not only by military force but by flexible diplomatic stratagems as well. Some peoples settled along the
entire perimeter of the empire were governed by kings, retaining a measure of independence. Rome
spared no diplomatic effort to establish friendly relations with these rulers, for the successes of the empire
occasionally depended on them.

In the Eastern policy of Rome the Black Sea area communications were indispensible in her rivalry
with such powerful a state as Parthia [see Bokshanin,A., 1966]. Notwithstanding her power, at the initial
stage, Rome failed to subordinate inner Colchis. This failed to be done either by the hand of Aristarchus,
Mithradates of Pergamum or Polemon. Lucullus’s prediction that subjugation of this region would prove
very difficult turned out to have been correct to a certain extent (see Plutarch, Lucullus, 14). The process
of setting up and development of Roman settlements in the eastern Black Sea area took a peculiarly
different path. Roman classical type canabees did not rise here. At the castellums of Dioscurias —
Sebastopolis, Apsarus, Pitiunt and Phasis there existed vicus type small trade and artisan settlements,
whose area of activity was limited to a concrete coastal zone. Along with the setting up of the Pontus —
Caucasus border system and the numerical growth of garrisons, Roman manufacture — pottery, glassware
and metal items — spread in the eastern Black Sea area. Among the items, traditionally, wares of Asia
Minor centers prevailed. Transportation of this manufacture was largely carried on by sea. It was mainly
directed at supplying Roman military units. The Roman garrisons were supplied in the 2 — 3 ¢. on a
centralized basis from Trapezus [see Maksimova, M., 1956], and in the 4"c. from Antioch. The
involvement of the coastal zone of the eastern Black Sea area in the border system of the Roman Empire
ensured to a certain extent the security of the approaches to Rome’s eastern provinces and the
strengthening of the Romans, geopolitical interests in the Caucasus and eastern Asia Minor. Roman
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political influence on the kingdom of Iberia (resp. Kartli) did not last long. The rulers of Iberia were
quick to take advantage of the intestine political strife in Rome in the second half of the 1% c. BC, that
ended in the overthrow of the Republic, declaration of an Empire, and extreme aggravation of relations
with the powerful state of Parthia. By this time Iberia was completely free from political dependence on
Rome. Iberian kings successfully used Rome for the consolidation of the political power in their struggle
against Parthia. In the 1 -2 ¢. AD the relations between Rome and the Iberian kingdom were largely of
good-neighborly character. This relationship was expressed in a peculiar alliance, determined by bilateral
economic and political interests. The trade route that linked Eastern countries with the Western world via
Georgia was in Rome’s economic and political interests. Pompey was known to have taken special
interest in the potentialities of carrying on trade relations along this road. According to Varro: “Adicit
idem Pompei ductum exploratum in Bactros septem diebus ex India perveniri ad Bactrum flumen quod in
Oxum influat, et ex eo per Caspium[Caspian sea] in Cyrum[Kura river] subvectos, et V _non amplius
dierum terreno itinere ad Phasim in Pontum Indicas posse devehi merces...” (see Pliny, NH, VI, 52).

In the 1% - 2" ¢. AD, the kingdom of Iberia played an active part in Rome’s foreign policy,
emerging as her ally in the Near East. The Roman historians Tacitus and Dio Cassius have supplied
detailed evidence on this. At this time some North-Caucasian tribes found themselves under the influence
of Iberia. The Iberian authorities controlled the major trade and strategic routes and passes. Iberia attained
especial power in the 140s AD, during the reign of King Parsman Il, when the territory of Iberia
expanded appreciably, reaching the Black Sea. The Roman Empire was interested in having the
strengthened lberia as her ally. According to Dio Cassius, the Emperor Antoninus Pius invited Parsman,
the king of Kartli, to Rome, lavishing honors on him (see Roman History, XX, 2). This event is reported
as well in an inscription discovered at Ostia, near Rome. The might of the lberian Kingdom in the
opening centuries of the new era found graphic reflection in material culture too. Let us recall the rich
burials of the Iberian royal family and nobles, discovered as a result of archaeological excavations, as
well as cities with advanced, diversified artisan manufacture and intensive trade and economic relations.

The residence of Iberian Kings was at Armaztsikhe in Mtskheta. A whole set of structures of the 1%
- 3" ¢. AD came to light here, in the construction of which lime mortar was widely used. These are: the
palace, bathhouse, economic facilities, water conduits, cultic structures, wine cellar. The structures are
adorned with relief representations. A gable roof stone sarcophagus, standing out for its rich grave goods
was found in Armaziskhevi, Mtskheta. Among the items found here there is toreutics of Roman
provenance, a silver cup, phiale, ladle, spoon, coins [see Apakidze,A., et al, 1955, v. I; Apakidze,A. (ed),
Mtskheta v. 11-X1].

A mausoleum-type stone crypt was discovered near Armaziskhevi, at the foot of the Kartli
mountain with a tile gable roof. Its architecture is basically of Roman type. The residence of the high
officials of the Iberian Kingdom was situated on the right bank of the Mtkvari, in Armaziskhevi.
Excavations here have revealed a palace complex and necropolis of the 2™ — 4" ¢. AD. Here too the stone
walls of the structures were bound with lime mortar, and tiles were used for roofing. The architectural
adornment of the palace is attested to by the palmetto capitals, relief cornices, etc. Here is a Roman type
bath of the palace. The necropolis of the nobles was in an area adjoining the palace. The grave goods of
the necropolis are exceedingly rich and diverse, comprised of gold and silver items adorned with precious
stones. Among these are gold insignia, daggers, bells, diadems, silver vessels adorned with
representations, bracelets, necklaces, buckles, fingerings, iron weapons, etc. The bulk of these artefacts
are Roman or Roman imitations. It should be noted also that synchronous rich burials of Iberian nobles
have also been discovered in Bori (Kharagauli district), Zhghuderi (Kareli district) [see Braund,D.,
Javakhishvili,K., Nemsadze,G., 2009] and in the Aragvi valley.
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As evidenced by archaeological excavations, in cities of the Roman period and the Early Middle
Ages — Mtskheta, Dzalisa, Urbnisi, Bichvinta, Tsikhisdziri, Nokalakevi, Kutaisi, Gonio — appropriate
attention was paid to the observation of sanitary and hygienic standards, as evidenced by the discovery in
these cities of baths, water supply, water pipes and sewage systems. As a result of intensive political and
economic relations between Rome and Iberia-Colchis, baths of the Roman thermae type were built here.
One of the first complexes of a 2™ c. bath was brought to light at Armaziskhevi; it was comprised of five
sections: changing-room, cold bath (frigidarium), warm bath (tepidarium), hot bath (calderium) and
furnace room. The lower storey of the bath was occupied by the hypocaust systems, calorifier (air heater)
columns made of circular and square clay slabs. At the bottom of the bath basin clay pipes were laid by
which dirty water was drained into the collector. This bath belonged to the elite of Iberia. Thus, the nobles
of Mtskheta in the period imitated the Romans not only with rich appliances items of luxury but in the
way of life as well. Another graphic example of this is a bath complex of the palace, resembling that of
Armaziskhevi in the village of Dzalisa, Mtskheta district. This bath too has cold, warm and hot sections, a
swimming pool, heating system, sewage, collector and water supply. Water entered the bath by lead
pipes. The floor evokes special interest with its Roman style mosaic.

Apart from the baths of Armaziskhevi and Dzalisa, three baths were discovered in Armaziskhevi —
also of Roman type. They too are built of stone and plastered with hydraulic solution. The Armaziskhevi
baths belonged to the Iberian royal family, as evidenced by an inscription found here.

A bath complex adorned with a 3" c. mosaic was uncovered at the Bichvinta city site as well, with
a rather complex system of water regulation, built of ceramic pipes and lime mortar. The baths built in the
early middle Ages continue Roman traditions. Significant in this respect is the bath complex traced in the
area adjoining the Bagrat church, in Kutaisi. It was comprised of ten parts. Unlike the baths of Mtskheta
and Dzalisa, it was designed rather to cater the public. The Bichvinta and v.Tsikhisdziri baths were also of
the same purpose. Similar baths have been discovered in the villages of Urbnisi and Shukhuti. The floor
of the Shukhuti bath is adorned with mosaic, similarly to those of Dzalisa and Bichvinta. Archaeological
excavations indicate that Roman-type baths were widespread in Georgia in the 2™ - 6™ c., being fairly
complex structures from the engineering-architectural standpoint.

The “Dedoplisgora” settlement site was discovered near the Mtkvari (Kura) river, at v. Aradeti,
Kareli district. Here a 1¥ ¢. BC palace was excavated. Part of the artefacts found here evince closeness to
Roman culture [see Furtwingler, A., Gagoshidze, 1., 2008].

A 2™ - 4™ ¢, AD settlement, brought to light in the modern village of Dzalisa, Mtskheta district, is
proof of the influence of Roman culture, being identified with the city of “Dzalisa”, mentioned in
Ptolemy’s work (2™ century). The city held 50 ha, with a citadel in the north-western part. Excavations
here have attested to traces of monumental buildings with tiled roofs, streets paved with brick slabs and
squares, public, cultic and dwelling houses, mosaics, baths and sewage systems.

The archaeological materials brought to light on Georgian territory attest to the existence here of a
local architectural school that was well-acquainted with the main principles of Greco-Roman architecture,
developing them on local soil. This is seen clearly from a 4™ c. epitaph found at Mtskheta. It mentions the
Mtskhetan “principal artist-architect Aurelius Acholis”. Even Strabo noted: “Furthermore, the greater
part of Iberia is so well built up in respect to cities and farmsteads that their roofs are tiled, and their
houses as well as their market-places and other public buildings are constructed with architectural skill.”’
(Strabo, XI, 1, 1) (see The Loeb Classical Library, London, 1957).

From the 1* ¢. BC gems embedded in ornaments began to spread in Iberia and Colchis. Most of
them were imported from Greco-Roman, Italic and Asia Minor artisan centers. At the same time, local
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workshops for the production of gems are likely to have existed, in whose manufacture there occur quite a
few items done on the Roman pattern [Lortkipanidze,M., 1954-56]. Ornaments of various types hold a
significant place among the items imported in the opening centuries of the new era. This clearly points to
the participation of the population of Iberia and Colchis in international trade and in particular to the
activity of the trade and artisan centers of the Roman world. Among the numerous foreign items bronze
and silver vessels of different purpose stand out — pitchers, pateras, ladles, inkstands [see
Lordkipanidze,O., 1964; Machabeli,K., 1983].

In the 1% -2 ¢. AD, south Italian cities were centers of the manufacture of such items, e.g. Capua.
Such vessels are discovered fairly often on the territory of Iberia and Colchis, pointing to the import here
of Italic production. These items were taken to Mtskheta, the capital of the kingdom and from there they
found their way to various regions of the country. It is worth noting that, along with cities, villages too
were involved in this, as attested to by the archaeological finds from Nichbisi, Zemokhandaki, Atotsi,
Dighomi, Zemoavchala, Lilo, Zghuderi, etc. The participation of Iberia and Colchis in international trade
is graphically illustrated by numismatic material as well. From the 1* c. AD Roman aurei entered the
country, which — along with Augustus denarii soon became the principal tender. Regular trade and
economic relations with the outer world is evidenced by the fact that in Iberia and Colchis the coins of
nearly all Roman emperors have been discovered, beginning with Nero down to Valerian [Dundua,G.,
Dundua,T., 2006; 110-122]. The active trade and economic contacts of the population with the Roman
world appear to have been followed by cultural relations too. This is reflected well on the monuments of
material culture of Roman period Iberia and Colchis.

Separate elements of Roman architecture began to spread on a wider scale from the 2™ c¢. AD. The
spread of the Classical Roman architectural system is indicated by the capitals, cornices and the character
of their decor. Some elements of the adornment of the rock-cut halls of Uplistsikhe, namely, the caisson
treatment of the ceiling, which finds analogies in Roman architecture (see, e.g. Maxentius, Constantine’s
basilicas, Caracalla’s therme). A new variety of buildings — baths — appear in the cities. Interest attaches
also to some changes in wall bricklaying that occurred in Roman architecture back in the 1% c. BC.

Representations made on glyptic and toreutic items, semantically reflective of Roman
mythological themes, point to definite changes in the 1% - 3 ¢c. AD population of Iberia-Colchis.
Particularly widespread are representations of Tyche and Fortuna, Fortuna-Isis, Minerva, Victoria,
Apollo, Mars, Pluto, Mercury, Jupiter, Helios, Asclepius and Mithra, coexisting with local gods (e.g.
Armazi, Gatsi, Gaim, Zaden). From the opening centuries of the new era Christianity spread in Iberia-
Colchis. There was a bishopric at Pitiunt and a Christian commune in Sebastopolis, as attested to by a
church and stele on the grave of a Christian Roman legionary, unearthed here. The stele bears the
inscription: “Christ powerful. Here lies Orestes, a brave legionary, please come.” Christianity appears to
have spread to Gonio. Apsarus, as attested to by the discovery here of fingerrings with Christian symbols.
Christianity appears to have spread intensively from the Roman Asia Minor provinces to Iberia as well, as
evidenced by numerous artefacts. Apart from Colchis early Christian symbolism is attested to in the
necropolis discovered in the Mtkvari and Aragvi valleys. After the aggrandizement of Sassanian Iran,
Rome became the only ally of the Iberian kingdom in its struggle with the Sassanid state, which was
probably instrumental in the proclamation of Christianity as the state religion in Iberia. This meant the
ultimate siding of the Iberian kingdom with the Romans.

As a result of the stationing of Roman military units in littoral Colchis, this region became actively
involved in the system of the Roman world. This process was primarily reflected in the diffusion of
Roman manufacture. In particular, new products began to arrive in coastal Colchis from various centers
of the Roman world: Italic fibulae, amphoras, red-gloss pottery, metal and glass wares characteristic of
the entire Roman world. Similar products found their way into Central Europe [see Kropotkin,V., 1970].
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In the 2™ - 3 ¢. AD more import from the Roman world is attested to at the Black Sea strongholds:
Pitiunt (Bichvinta), Sebastopolis (Sokhumi), Apsarus (Gonio), Phasis (Poti).

In the 2™ - 3" ¢. AD the manufacture of the coastal centers of the Roman provinces of Asia Minor
entered the Georgian littoral centers intensively. For example, amphoras of Sinopean provenance are
attested to in large numbers at the city sites of Pitiunt, Phasis and Sebastopolis. The intensity of Sinopean
import is suggested also by monetarii. In the cited period the littoral centers had lose contacts with
Trapezus as well, as confirmed by numismatic material. Among the imported items found at the city sites
glassware of Roman provinces is prominent. The bulk of metalware and adornments also came from the
eastern provinces of Rome. For example, most items of the Tsikhisdziri and Gonio hoards, by their art-
and-style features, fall within the circle of culture of Roman provinces [Inaishvili,N., 1993; Apakidze,A.,
1947, 128; Lordkipanidze,O., Mikeladze,T., Khakhutaishvili,D., 1980].The 3" - 4" ¢. BC is characterized
by a fresh flood of Roman manufacture. Interest attaches to the greenish incense burners brought to light
at the cemetery of the Bichvinta city site, made in the glassworks of Cologne. West-Georgian
archaeological material features such interesting specimens of Roman manufacture as gold and silver
falerae — awards. e.g. an iron dagger with a gem on the hilt, found in burial #3 of Kldeeti; a silver
armband with an image of Tyche-Fortuna, discovered in burial #345 of Bichvinta; a gold casing from
Gonio. Falerae basically involved: fingerrings with gems, buckles, bracelets, daggers, cups, drinking-
vessels, etc. In the imperial period falerae were awarded not only to individual legionaries and military
units but mercenary fighters and local governors of pro-Roman orientation as well. Coins of Augustus,
Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius were unearthed in Kldeeti burials [Lomtatidze,G., 1957]. Among the
diverse archaeological material found on the territory of the Gonio-Apsarus city site the statuette of
Serapis is of interest. From the 1* c. AD the cult of Serapis was popular in the entire Roman Empire,
especially in Gaul, Spain, Dacia.

The peoples settled along the entire frontier perimeter of the Roman Empire were traditionally
governed by local kings, preserving independence. Rome spared no diplomatic effort to establish friendly
relations with these rulers, for the successes of the Empire were occasionally dependent on them. For
their part, Roman military units played a certain stabilizing role in their surrounding world. In addition,
separate elements of Roman culture spread in hinterland Colchis through the Romans.

The contingent of the Roman military units on the Colchian Black Sea littoral largely consisted of
warriors from Greek and Asia Minor provinces and locals. This is evidenced by the inscriptions found at
the city sites of Sebastopolis and Pitiunt. It is significant that a whole number of components of the
material culture of the city-fortresses of the eastern Black Sea coast are identical with the culture of
Roman Asia Minor. The bulk of Roman import was designed for supplying Roman garrisons. Logistic
provision of these garrisons was effected from Trapezus, the latter being the chief base of the Roman
Black Sea navy. Its role was especially enhanced after the Samosata-Satala-Trapezus highway was built
in Domitian’s time.

Romanization or the spread of elements of Roman culture in the eastern Black Sea region occurred
in a specific way. Here the Romans found demographically fairly dense settlements. Furthermore, here at
the time of Roman presence, as reported by Greco-Roman authors (Ptolemy, Arrian, Procopius) local
indigenous population lived at coastal centers as well. From the mid - 1% ¢c. AD, following the deployment
of Roman garrisons, business contacts were gradually established with the locals. The local indigenous
population and their rulers must have been on loyal terms with the administration of Roman city-
fortresses. This union was based on principles of mutual cooperation and mutual benefit. The native
population constituted a guarantee of the economic and political stability of the city-fortresses, being the
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source of supplementing the labor force to the latter, as well as the source of supply with farming
produce. The latter gave an impetus to the manufacture of local pottery, represented abundantly on the
territory of Pitiunt, Sebastopolis and Apsarus. The native population had to perform certain military
duties as well, as is evident from Arrian’s treatise “Against the Alans”: “Let the allied troops be deployed
next to the hoplites, which are... the Trapezuntines, Colchians and Rize spearmen... ”(Arrian, Tactics, 7).

Roman type hydraulic solution used in the construction of fortifications, lay and cultic structures,
spread in the Colchian littoral from the 3 c. AD and from the 4th c in the hinterland areas. From the
same period, Roman type flattish square, fired bricks and circular ceramic slabs came into use —
absolutely unknown in construction in the previous period. Square bricks were used in building the
corners of structures. Thus, e.g. braces of double and triple brick masonry are evidenced in the 4™ c.
fortifications of Tsebelda, Nokalakevi, Kutaisi, Tsikhisdziri. The city-fortresses of the eastern Roman
provinces were built of mixed masonry of bricks and stones. We find analogous masonry at city Sites of
the northern Black Sea area: Olbia, Tir, Khersonesus. As to the square ceramic slabs, they were used for
laying floors.

Roman influence is clearly visible in ceramic manufacture, primarily reflected in the 2™ - 4™ ¢. One
group of montarii also belongs to the category of clayware made under the influence of Roman pottery.
The latter vessels differ from their Roman counterparts in clay composition. Ceramic handled lamps with
a tube for the wick also belong to local imitations, made of local clay. Here imitations of jugs widespread
throughout the Roman world were also made. Traditional varieties of local pottery coexisted along with
imitations of Roman ceramics, quantitatively exceeding their imported counterparts.

Besides ceramic manufacture, the influence of Roman culture is seen in another sphere of
artisanship. In connection with the wide spread of Roman type bow-shaped pins in the eastern Black Sea
area from the 1 c. AD and the great demand for them, from the 3™ c. the so-called two-piece, and
cruciform of roman culture were made locally from the 3™ c. The influence of Roman culture is
noticeable in some varieties of arms as well. In particular, Roman type, square scutum shields, gladium
type daggers, etc have been attested [see Gamkrelidze, G., 2002:39]. Along with the continuation and
preservation of traditions of goldsmithery, a new, so-called cloisonné polychrome style spread in the
jeweler’s art of Georgia. Brilliant specimens of Georgian goldsmithery of the Roman period are created in
this style: fingerrings adorned with colored stones, buckles, pendants, fibulae, etc from Gonio, Kldeeti,
Ureki, Tagiloni, Zghuderi and Mtskheta. The urbanistic character of the cities of this period Iberia and
Colchis, the architecture and principles of planning obeyed the general laws of city building that were
accepted generally in the Classical world and Romanized East.

Thus, separate elements of Roman civilization appear to have occurred more or less intensively in
the lowland and mountain regions of Georgia. These impulses are especially noticeable in the art of
construction, ceramic production and in a whole number of components of material culture. In the
mountain regions local traditions were very firm; hence radiation of Roman culture reached these regions
with difficulty. Instead, the influence of Roman - Early Byzantine culture is felt clearly in the coastal zone
— in the city fortresses. This is graphically illustrated by the fortresses built by the technique of opus
mixtum.

In terms of cultural as well as socio-economic development the society of the plain of Iberia and
Colchis was at a higher level than that of the mountain zone. Generally speaking, in the eastern Black Sea
area we do not find such features that are characteristic of countries of the West European provinces of
the Roman Empire (e.g. Germany, Britain, Gaul) [Golubtcsova,E. (ed.), 1985:167-302]. Drastic
Romanization of the native population and the rise of the so-called complex culture — mass spread of
artisan products made in the Roman world — the impact here of Roman culture, as well as in the Eastern
provinces of the empire appears to have been rather superficial here. The process of Romanization in
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early Georgia took a peculiar, different course. Roman-European type culture did not emerge here, as the
roots and influence of the so-called Eastern-Hellenistic culture were strong here.

By its historical destiny, Eastern Anatolia was for centuries closely linked to the Transcaucasian
countries. A study of the archeological sites, written and epigraphic evidence — facts confirming the
Romanization influence on Iberia and Colchis — shows that the achievements of Roman culture were
manifested most graphically in the economy. Within a short period of the advent of the Romans here
definite changes are primarily manifested in Iberia and Colchis in the sphere of trade. Following the
cessation of hostilities in Iberia and Colchis by the Romans, the establishment of trade and economic
contacts was facilitated by the favorable geopolitical situation of Transcaucasia in regard to the Classical
world. This is clearly illustrated by the trade routes from the Classical world to countries of the Iranian
world running through the territory of Iberia and Colchis. The use of these roads is attested to by
archeological — numismatic discoveries. In the period of Romanization of Iberia and Colchis the ratio of
foreign trade shows an increase, commodity production expands, foreign coins circulate in large numbers,
and trade and artisan centers develop — primarily in the Roman fortified cities in the Black Sea region.
Subsequently the influence of Roman culture on Iberia and Colchis is manifested clearer in various fields
of local life, in particular in architecture, manufacture of pottery, various lines of artisanship. These
processes acquire a more intensive character from 2™ c. AD.

The impact of Roman culture became especially strong in Iberia and Colchis in the 2™ - 4" ¢. AD.
As to the path of spread of Roman culture, it must have occurred from the sea-littoral and Anatolia. Later,
the influence of Roman-Early-Byzantine culture found more reflection in architecture. In particular the
so-called Roman concrete, the opus mixtum masonry of the walls, rounded arches, peculiar capitals,
contacts, the impact of the process of Romanization was felt more in the coastal cities and in Mtskheta,
the political centre of the Iberian kingdom. Earlier, the diffusion of Hellenistic culture and its technical
achievements in Colchis paved the way for the advent of the Romans in the Caucasus and the start of
Romanization.

*k*k

STAMPS OF ROMAN MILITARY UNITS AND POLITICAL SITUATION. The military-Political
history is researched on the basis of a study of the available written sources and archaeological evidence
of the cultural and historical development of Colchis and Iberia. From the sixties of the 1% ¢. BC, when
the Georgian states first came in contact with Roman legions, and till the Roman Empire had ceased to
exist, these states kept up close contacts. The study of the history of Roman-Georgian relations is of
paramount significance to the political history of Georgia.

Modern Georgia lies in the central and western part of Transcaucasia. The political-economic
situation of ancient Georgia differed in various periods.

The terrain of Colchis, and partly lberia, bounded by mountains, created an advantageous defensive
and military-strategic environment. Notable from this viewpoint is the assessment of the theatre of
military operations in the Caucasus Mountains and adjacent territory, given by Lucius Licinius Lucullus,
Roman general of the 1% ¢. BC (see Plutarch, Lucullus,14). Significant information in this respect is also
found in (Flavius) Arrian’s written report to the Emperor Hadrian. Arrian visited the Black Sea littoral of
Georgia as the emperor’s military and administrative official (see his Periplus Ponti). The fragment of a
stele with the inscription of Arrian: HADR[ian]...[castra in Sebastopoli curavit] PER. FL[avius].
A[rrian]. LEG[atum] discovered In Suchumi (Sebastopolis) [see Rostovtzeff, 1907] is notable too.

In studying of the military and political history of Georgia of the Roman period, alongside Greco-
Latin authors, viz. Strabo’s Geography, XI,3; Tacitus’s Annals, VI1,34; Appian’s HR, XII, 94,103;
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Arrian’s Periplus, 8-11; Dio’s History of Rome, XXXVII, LXX, the special significance is attached to the
epigraphic monuments: Eshera 1st century BC; Mtskheta 75 AD, the so-called Vespasian’s; the so-called
Monumentum Ancyranum near Ankara; The Ostian Parsman II’s; Mtskheta’s so-called Armazi bilingual;
the so-called Shapur’s near Istakhar, inscriptions etc.

During the inspection tour of the Colchian littoral by Flavius Arrian, legate of the Emperor
Hadrian, Pityus was an insignificant harbor (Arr., PPE, 18). As shown by archaeological excavations of
recent years, at the end of the 1% c¢. AD. or in the second half of the 2nd century, the Romans built a
temporary fortification in Pityus, the remains of which are presented well (wooden beams) in the central
part of the castellum.

Ancient Georgia (lberia-Colchis), lying at the juncture of Asia and Europe, was the arena of
hostilities between military and political-economic forces of countries of Iranian-Parthian, on the one
hand, and Roman orientation, on the other. Notwithstanding Rome’s might, it failed to bring Colchis
under control. Nor was this achieved by the hand of Aristarchus, Mithridates of Pergamum or Polemo.
Lucullus’s prediction to the effect that it was very difficult to subdue this region partly came true (see
Plutarch, Lucullus, 14). Indeed, Inner Colchis, with its’ gorges, hard-to-cross rivers must have not been
easy to subjugate. This was compounded by aggressively inclined principalities and warlike mountain
population. The Romans succeeded in establishing a definite control over the Black Sea littoral. The
coastal cities must have served as their main strongholds in which — unlike Inner Colchis — the Greco-
Roman economic and cultural influence was stronger. The Colchian littoral was the strategic and
communication base indispensable for Rome to establish her influence in Asia Minor and the Bosphorus.
The stamped bricks and slabs of Roman military units discovered in the eastern Black Sea area provide
proof of their activities and of their presence at strategic points along the Colchian littoral, as well as to
their participation in controlling the Caucasus region and ensuring the security of trade in the Black Sea
littoral.

Stamps of Roman military units constitute a significant historical source. Archaeologically attested
stamps of Rom