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MITHRIDATES THE JUNIOR – WAS HE ROME’S ALLY? 

Mithridatic Wars are of special concern for the Georgian historians – thus 
Colchis and Iberia had been involved in the full-scale European war for 
the first time. 

Eupator selected different patterns for those countries – that of satrapy 
for Colchis, and symmachia – for Iberia. 

In 85 BC being in a great despair, with his armies and fleet totally de-
stroyed by the Romans, Mithridates had to satisfy demand of the Colchian 
rebells – they needed their own kingdom to be restored with Eupator’s 
son as a king. His name was Mithridates Philopator Philadelphos (App. 
Mithr. 64). 

We do not know much about him: he was left in a charge of Bospho-
rus, Colchis and Pontus itself as his father marched Westwards to face the 
Romans. Then he fought Fimbria bravely, but unsuccessfully. As king of 
Colchis, Philopator issued the coins, both silver and copper, with Pontic 
dynastic eight-pointed star on reverse, and rather strange for his new 
country lotus – on obverse. Even more strange it seems the way he mani-
fested his regalia – that is in no way, the coins are unepigraphic. Was he 
afraid of his father? Then why? For conspiring against him, having Col-
chians as friends?! We shall never know. Yet, Mithridates was to be feared 
much. Indeed, with Rome obsessed with heavy civil war, and the Greeks 
having had no final choice to whom they could entrust the Greek affair, 
Colchis felt itself hopelessly isolated. Eupator’s reaction was quick and 
brutal, as usually. First capture, then golden chains and death was bad 
epilogue for Philopator (84 BC).1 But he is not to be blamed. Junior, per-
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haps, did the best he could to gain efficient support of the Republic; but in 
vain. 

Epigraphics can provide some information for Philopator looking for 
strong ally. N375 from OGIS could be about him:2 
[]/[
]/[]/[
] // //[
]/[]. 

There are two Mithridates with the same cognomen – Philopator and 
Philadelphos. One of them ruled Pontus after war-like Pharnakes I and 
was actually his brother, son of Mithridates III, who bore no cognomens, 
like those Mithridates in the inscription. The lenght of the reign is well 
shown on the Attic tetradrachms having the legend as follows – 
; very 
naturalistic head is getting elder.3 Then it is him mentioned in the inscrip-
tion, because next Philopator and Philadelphos has Eupator, as father. But 
there could be no  at all. Nobody knows for sure. Now it is much 
easier to discuss the Junior’s case. Ruling over totally new kingdom and 
not the ancestral one, he could label himself as ‘son of Mithridates’, and 
not – ‘of king Mithridates’. Besides, some scholars made an attempt to 
identity those ambassadors with Eupator’s contemporary political figures 
(App. Mitr. 19). 

One can really feel sorry for Junior. He could even had become Rome’s 
formal ally in order to secure the safety of the country, much more de-
pended on his Pontic garrisons. Indeed, he needed his copper issues just to 
pay them since the Colchians totally ignored the small change. But that 
was pocket-money. With, perhaps, no banking-system in West Georgia, 
those soldiers were thought to keep most of their salaries at home – in 
trapezas of Sinope, or Amisus. Then lotus-type silver issues used to be 
transfered there. Thus they could be brought upon Eupator’s suspicious 
eyes. Philadelphos did his best for his coins to look like old Pontic satrapal 
issues. He did his best to secure his headquarters; as the lotus-type copper 
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is mostly grouped in the hinterland town of Surion/Vani, it is thought to 
be his capital. 

Alas, Philopator was granted no time. Appian narrates about his pu-
nishment – he had been brought by forth. And archaeology reveals the 
traces of heavy clashes and fire in the early 1st c. BC layers of Eshera, sub-
urb site of Dioscurias at the coastal strip, and Vani itself.4 

70 BC saw a great treachery performed by Makhares, Philopator’s 
brother. He generously sent all supplies to the Roman general Lucullus, 
besieging Sinope, the capital. And a ground for his high-treason was again 
Colchis, Makhares was there. We know for sure that he had other prov-
ince too – that of Bosphorus. If it could happen as follows: leading a sea-
borne expedition to Colchis in 84 BC, he was the person, who captured 
Philopator. Thus Makhares had been allotted with a satrapy – namely Col-
chis, having in abundance every supply for naval power. Then he could 
march victoriously against also mutinous Bosphorus, thus unifying the 
two provinces. 

Mithridates VI Eupator Dionysios was fortunate in children, but – not 
their behavior. And Colchis seems to be a certain kind of stimulus for their 
political misbehavior. 

                                                 
4  Dundua T., Colchis, Iberia ..., 49-50. 


