










 26 Thomas H. Martin

 furnishes important confirmation of the relative chronology of the earlier
 series already described and the later series such as K which are distin-
 guished in part by the horse with bent legs on the reverse. K in turn is
 associated with I by the general appearance of the obverse and reverse
 types as well as the inscription I À or Al found in both these series.88
 The remaining series except for A and M again cannot be put into a

 secure chronological order as a result of the paucity of evidence. For
 the moment it will suffice to say that the individual series K and I,
 followed by B, C, D, E, F, G, H and L in an unknown order, represent
 the "middle" of the over-all series between the earlier series and the

 series A-M, a single group which can be placed with confidence at the
 end of the facing-head issues of Larissa. The hoard evidence for the
 placement of A-M is consistent, and the obverse and reverse types are
 appropriate as well for this chronology. The style of the head of the
 nymph has became standardized, with wavy hair that generally fills
 the space around the head more uniformly and completely than did the
 more straggly strands of some of the earlier heads. The horse has bent
 legs which give it a distinctive posture that is usually a deeper crouch
 than the similar posture seen on earlier series. The legend is the full
 genitive ethnic plural, AAPIZAIÍ2N, divided so as to fit above and
 below the horse (Plate 1, 2-4). Some of the A-M series coins have
 small symbols (plant, trident) below the belly of the horse, and it is
 possible that these coins may belong earlier rather than later in this
 group.89 The final coins of A-M are those which I have called A-M 168,
 on which the head on the obverse is always three-quarters left and the
 horse on the reverse is always right.90

 Berlin, it is reasonable to believe that both coins are genuine and that the die link
 is a reliable and important piece of evidence.

 88 Herrmann, pp. 44-45, 54. I cannot agree with Herrmann's opinion, pp. 52-53,
 that a conspicuous break in the style of the obverse from "beautiful" to "not beau-
 tiful" occurs between I and K.

 89 Martin (above, n. 19), pp. 75-76.
 90 It should be pointed out that the unusual legend AAP I (above) TTAEI (below)

 which appears in Herrmann's series A and in his profile-head group 4b (Herrmann,
 p. 36) does not constitute an argument for placing series A at the start of the facing-
 head isues and therefore closer in time to the earlier profile-head issues. This legend
 is reported for only one drachm in 4b; otherwise the coins in this group are triobols.
 But this drachm is in fact not a profile-head piece as reported by Herrmann but rather
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 Coinage of Larissa 27

 So far, this discussion has concerned only the drachms of the facing-
 head coinage of Larissa, the denomination which served as the mint's
 largest denomination in almost all periods, in typical Thessalian fash-
 ion.91 Hoard evidence is largely lacking for smaller denominations,
 which must therefore be left out of consideration. It is possible, how-
 ever, to say something about the one issue of didrachms known from
 Larissa. On these coins, the obverse type is the stylistically fully de-
 veloped facing head three-quarters left, while the reverse features
 either a prancing horse wearing a bridle or collar, or the familiar crouch-
 ing horse, both to the right (Plate 1, 13). The legend is the full
 genitive plural ethnic. Herrmann placed these didrachms with the
 "most beautiful" drachms of series A.92 I agree that these coins belong
 with the later rather than the earlier series of drachms, but it is difficult

 to determine exactly where this larger denomination belongs because
 the hoard evidence is of little help. Didrachms in worn condition are
 found in hoards both of the middle of the fourth and the middle of the

 third century B.C.93 The fully developed head and the slightly crouch-
 ing horse would be appropriate in series A-M, while the prancing horse
 type with legend distributed around the flan should be somewhat earlier.
 All one can say is that the didrachms, or at least some of them, should
 be earlier than the middle of the fourth century.

 Absolute Chronology

 The didrachms provide an appropriate transition to the meager
 evidence available for the dates which should be assigned to the various

 a standard facing-head type of series A. For the coin, see Mionnet, Supplément ,
 vol. 3 (Paris, 1829), p. 293, 192. (A second example can be found in NC 1923, pp. 219-
 20, no. 14, pl. 9.) That the triobols assigned to 4b have a profile head does not
 mean that these coins must necessarily be early because these smaller denomina-
 tion pieces could have been minted with an older obverse type even while contem-
 porary drachms were showing a more modern type, the facing head. I suspect that
 4b does not belong with 4a and 4c at all, a suspicion heightened by the differences
 in the style between the profile head of 4b and those of 4a and 4c.

 91 For the coinage of Thessaly, see A CGC, pp. 115-20.
 92 Herrmann, p. 51.
 93 IGCH 52 (before 350); 71 (ca. 350-325); 371 (ca. 348); 162 (ca. 250).
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 28 Thomas H. Martin

 facing-head issues of Larissa. Pherae was apparently the only other
 Thessalian mint to issue didrachms.94 Two types are known, one with
 a profile head and the other with a female facing head whose flowing
 locks of hair are vaguely reminiscent of Kimon's Arethusa.95 A resem-
 blance to the female facing head of the coins of Larissa is also discernible
 (Plate 1, 14). In the light of the appearance of the unusual denomi-
 nation of didrachm with a facing head at both Larissa and Pherae and
 of the traditional rivalry between the two cities, it would be surprising
 if their facing-head didrachms were not roughly contemporary. Fortu-
 nately, at least an approximate date can be given to the facing-head
 didrachms of Pherae because they are inscribed with the name of
 Alexander, the nephew and successor of Jason of Pherae. Alexander
 ruled, it seems, from 369 to 358 B.C.96 This was a period of increased
 military activity in Thessaly as Alexander tried to achieve dominance
 and the Aleuads at Larissa tried to block him.97 Since cavalry was a
 national specialty in Thessaly and a cavalryman's pay at this time was
 most likely exactly one didrachm of the Aeginetan standard per day,
 the mints of Larissa and Pherae could have begun to issue didrachms
 as a convenient and attractive denomination to use in the competitive
 recruiting and payment of mounted troops.98 This new mint practice
 may have begun with Alexander's predecessor at Pherae, and it has
 been suggested that the profile-head didrachms of Pherae belong to
 Jason's rule, which extended from ca. 385 to 370 B.C.99 The change

 94 To judge from the varieties listed by Herrmann and in BMCThessaly.
 96 For these coins, see ACGC , p. 118, pl. 21, 387-88. The nymph is identified as

 Hypereia rather than Hekáte by Erhart (above, n. 28), pp. 248-49.
 96 Westlake (above, n. 42), pp. 128-29, 156; Sordi (above, n. 38), pp. 193, 230.

 It is an interesting coincidence that one sees on coins of Perdikkas III from this same
 period a horse in the striking pose with right front and left rear legs raised (prancing
 or trotting) which also appears on some of the didrachms of Larissa. For Perdikkas'
 coins, see ACGC , p. 144, pl. 28, 508, to which compare pl. 21, 396, of Larissa. For
 the dates of Perdikkas' coins as 368-359 B.C., see Hammond (above, n. 37), p. 192.

 97 For the events of this period, see Westlake (above, n. 42), pp. 126-59; Sordi
 (above, n. 38), pp. 191-234.

 98 For the Thessalian emphasis on cavalry, see, for example, Westlake (above,
 n. 42), pp. 108-9. For the rate of pay, see Xen. Hell. 5.2.21.

 99 Kraay, ACGC, p. 118, suggests the coins are Jason's. For the dates, see Sordi
 (above, n. 38), pp. 156-61, 187. Jason built his power with substantial forces of
 cavalry, a number of whom were mercenaries. See Xen. Hell. 6.1.18-19, 4.28.
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 from profile to facing head on the didrachms of Pherae perhaps took
 place under the influence of the facing head on the coinage of Larissa
 because the latter city's mint, which had produced facing-head issues
 before the didrachms, clearly had this type before Pherae did. In fact,
 Pherae retained the profile head on its drachms throughout this period.
 Based on these observations, a date of ca. 370 B.C. would seem reasona-

 ble for the didrachms of Larissa, with a considerable margin of ap-
 proximation clearly understood. This dating receives some support
 from the appearance previously noted of a worn didrachm in IGCH
 371, a hoard which is plausibly dated ca. 348 B.C., and the report of
 some didrachms in IGCH 52, a hoard perhaps no later than 350 B.C.100
 The hoards are otherwise not very helpful at present with absolute

 chronology because we cannot yet establish precise dates for hoards
 with coins of Larissa which do not also include Macedonian regnal
 issues.101 It is not necessarily safe to date hoards such as IGCH 52, 55
 and 58 to ca. 350 B.C. on the grounds that they do not include any
 coins of Philip II because his coins do not otherwise turn up in hoards
 in Thessaly until late in the 320s B.C.102 And the only Macedonian
 hoard to contain a coin of Larissa beside the hoards which also have

 coins of Philip is IGCH 371.
 There is, however, some small help to be found in the reports of the

 excavations at Olynthos. Two silver coins of Larissa were found there,
 a worn trihemiobol of group 3a DE (i.e., earlier than the facing-head

 100 IGCH 371 consisted of at least four tetradrachms of the Chalkidian League
 and one didrachm of Larissa. It is usually assumed that the coinage of the Chalkidian
 League ceased in 348 B.C. when Philip captured and plundered the League's capital
 city and mint, Olynthos. See Robinson and Clement (above, n. 83), pp. 112, 133-34,
 162-63. This view is supported by the hoard evidence. Chalkidian coinage appears
 in fifteen fourth-century hoards, but in only one of these are there any coins of Philip
 ( IGCH 385 of ca. 337/6 B.C. with 136 tetradrachms of Philip and one Chalkidian
 tetradrachm). The other fourteen hoards are plausibly dated 348 B.C. or earlier.
 For these hoards, see the index of mints in IGCH , s.v. "Chalcidian League." For
 the date of IGCH 52, see n. 25.

 101 Study of the Theban issues with magistrates' names may help to determine
 absolute dates for the hoards in which they occur. These issues appear to belong
 to the period ca. 371-338 B.C. See ACGC , pp. 113-14.

 102 See n. 76.
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 issues) and a worn drachm that could be O, P, Q or R.103 Twelve bronze
 coins of Larissa are also recorded from these excavations, and their

 types are of interest. Ten of these coins have the type of the triobols
 of group 4b, the profile head on the obverse and a crouching horse on
 the reverse. The legend appears to be the full genitive plural ethnic
 distributed above and below the horse rather than the peculiar legend
 of 4b.104 Only two of these bronzes have facing heads on the obverse
 and in both cases the reverse is a horseman like that on the drachms

 of G and H and the obols Herrmann tentatively assigned to A and B
 together (while admitting they could belong with later series).105

 As a result of the scanty number of bronze coins of Larissa recorded in

 hoards, it is impossible to draw a certain correlation between the types
 of the facing-head silver and bronze issues, but it would be odd if there
 were not some connection. Therefore, the types of the bronze coins
 found at Olynthos at least confirm that the facing-head type was al-
 ready in use by mid-century. However, they may also suggest that the
 production of the A-M types was not yet so common that it had been
 put on all small denominations. In general, the limited information
 from Olynthos confirms the other indications of chronology already
 surveyed, with perhaps the added hint that facing-head types were not
 yet so numerous in, say, the late 360s B.C. that they had migrated to
 Macedonia in large numbers.106

 103 Robinson and Clement (above, n. 83), p. 242, pl. 32, 14; David M. Robinson,
 Excavations at Olynthus , pt. 3 (Baltimore, 1931), pp. 24-25, pl. 4, 62. Robinson,
 p. 25, refers to Herrmann's pl. 8, 4-8, which is series Q, but he says the coin belongs
 to "Group I," which is presumably an error for "Group VII," because the page ref-
 erence to Herrmann is given as p. 49.

 104 Robinson, pt. 3 (above, n. 103), p. 96, pl. 19, 794; Robinson, Excavations at
 Olynthus , pt. 6 (Baltimore, 1934), pp. 83-84, pl. 18, 739-43; Robinson and Clement
 (above, n. 83), p. 243, no. 3 (four specimens), pl. 32, 16.

 105 Herrmann, p. 42.
 106 Robinson's statistics (above, nn. 103-4), pt. 3, pp. 4-5, and pt. 6, p. 1, show

 that the great majority of the coins found in the Olynthos excavations belong to the
 period before 348 B.C. It is of course impossible to tell how long before that date
 the coins of Larissa made their way to Olynthos. The only coins of Larissa found in a
 hoard at Olynthos are Robinson, pt. 6, 739-40, the 4b type in bronze. See Robin-
 son and Clement (above, n. 83), pp. 191-93, hoard no. 1 M.
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 There are virtually no other criteria for the determination of absolute
 chronology. We have already seen that the name Simos in series R is
 not a reliable indicator of chronology for those coins. The same can
 be said of the other abbreviated names and solitary letters that oc-
 casionally appear on other facing-head issues from Larissa. The name
 NAYK occurs in Q, I A and Al in K, I, M and E on the obols as-
 signed to A and B, and TTAEI in A.107 Only the last is inscribed in
 large letters and in the exergue. Under the arrangement I have pro-
 posed for these issues, "Nauk" comes at the head of the series (although
 it is not on the very earliest specimens of Q, those with dolphins), the
 following names and letters (including "Simos") occur on issues which
 follow one another somewhat later in the series, and "Plei" comes last

 of all. With the exception of "Plei," these inscriptions come at points
 in the series where the coins exhibit perceptible changes in style or
 type, and it is not out of the question that the inscriptions refer to the
 mint officials or die makers involved in implementing these changes.

 But how is one to explain the great disparity between the appearance
 of these diminuitive letters in the field and that of the inscription "Plei"
 which is so large and displaces part of the normal ethnic legend in its
 position in the exergue ? It is hard to believe that an artist could have
 aspired to such prominence on the civic coinage in the light of the local
 tradition in this matter. This distinctive and unique inscription perhaps
 reflects political circumstances of a special character. It is only a
 suggestion for thought, but the sort of episode described by Aristotle in
 which a special magistrate at the head of a military force whose job was to
 avert civil war actually became a tyrant would offer such special cir-
 cumstances. When he seized power at Pherae, Alexander broke tradition
 by putting his name on Pherae's coins in large letters in place of the
 civic legend.108 It is not out of the question that a tyrant in Larissa
 did the same for a brief period. This explanation cannot be proven,

 107 Herrmann, pp. 41-42, 44-45, 47.
 108 For Aristotle, see n. 45. TTAEI could be the abbreviation for a name known

 in Thessaly such as Pleistarchos {IG IX, 2, no. 6, line 1; no. 24, line 5, from Hypata)
 or Pleistainos {IG IX, 2, no. 568, line 16, from Larissa). The archon appointed to
 settle factional strife would surely have had control of the mint as part of the neces-
 sary administration of the city's finances. Compare the comparable fourth-century
 situation at Pharsalos, Xen. Hell. 6.1.2, for which such power is specifically attested.
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 but it does have the virtue of suggesting why no names or letters occur
 on the very numerous examples of series A-M 168, which have only
 symbols as some sort of control mark. If the occurrence of "Plei" in the
 A-M series was associated with an episode of tyranny, the inscription
 of a name or even of letters from a name on coinage at Larissa would
 thereafter have been abandoned in order to avoid any association with
 the anti-traditional practices of a tyrant.109
 I have argued elsewhere that the silver coinages of Larissa came to

 an end not long after 321 B.C. as a result of economic devastation after
 a period of famine, war and destruction in Thessaly.110 It is unfortuna-
 tely not possible to suggest a date for the beginning of the facing-head
 issues with equal confidence. Herrmann suggested ca. 395 B.C. because
 he put the didrachms first in the series and associated them with the
 victory of Larissa over Pharsalos in 395 B.C.111 This hypothesis has
 no evidence to support it, and I think it more likely that the didrachms
 are not the earliest facing-head issue and that they are contemporary
 with the similar coins of Pherae. Too little is known about the events

 of Thessalian history in the fifth and early fourth centuries to settle
 upon a particular event as the catalyst for the change from the older
 types at Larissa to the facing head in imitation of Syracuse. And in

 109 Even if this explanation of TT AEI is correct, it still does not help with chronology.
 The only possible hint is the report that Simos of Larissa was traveling around
 with the hetaira Neaira and came to Athens with her sometime before 374/3 B.C.
 See Dem. 59.24, 33, 108. If this is the Simos of Aristotle's story, he could have left
 Larissa as a result of the strife that led to the establishment of the tyrannical neutral
 archon. The date of the TT AEI issues would then be ca. 375 B.C. This is only specu-
 lation, however.

 110 "The End of Thessalian Civic Coinage in Silver: Macedonian Policy or Econo-
 mic Reality?" Proceedings of the 9th International Numismatic Congress , Bern ,
 September 1979. (Luxembourg, 1982), pp. 157-64. In brief, the evidence for eco-
 nomic devastation is, first, the extraordinary gifts of grain to Thessalian cities in-
 cluding Larissa attested by M. N. Tod, A Selection of Greek Historical Inscriptionsf
 vol. 2 (Oxford, 1948), no. 196. These gifts show that the problems of the 320s B.C.
 imposed grave agricultural and therefore financial losses on Larissa. Second, the
 Lamian or Hellenic War was contested in Thessaly during 323-322 B.C., with a final
 struggle in 321 B.C. The Thessalians resisted the Macedonians to the bitter end
 with obvious consequences. See Diod. Sic. 18.12-13, 15-18, 38.

 111 Herrmann, p. 50.
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 fact, the change may have had nothing to do with political or military
 history. The impetus for the change to a facing head from a profile
 head like those of Herrmann's group 4 may have been entirely aesthetic.
 The facing-head motif in a three-quarter view was extremely popular as a
 coin type by the end of the fifth century, and the mint officials at Larissa
 may simply have decided to adopt the most up-to-date style for their
 production.112 The Thessalians were proverbially wealthy, and at least
 some entertained pretensions to the latest canons of taste and fashion.113
 The profile head, which had replaced the very local type showing the
 national sport of bull-leaping, was itself probably a response to current
 trends in numismatic art, and the facing head could well be explained in
 similar fashion.114 But we simply cannot tell on present evidence when
 the facing-head types began at Larissa.115
 If the date suggested above for the didrachms is valid, I would say

 that the early and middle series should be placed roughly in the first
 quarter of the fourth century, while series A-M extends over the period
 ca. 375-320 B.C. It is of course quite possible that the early and middle
 series did extend further down into the century. That the number of
 series is large in a relatively shorter period of time in the earlier part of
 the century is not a decisive objection against this chronology because
 these series seem to have been greatly outnumbered by the coins of
 A-M in terms of the amount of coinage produced. There are more than
 enough coins of this latter series to cover the period assigned to them.
 In any case, this new chronology must remain tentative as a result of
 the nature of the evidence on which it rests. I hope, however, that it
 will be helpful to have outlined the objections to Herrmann's chronology

 112 See Erhart (above, n. 28), pp. 141-209, on the proliferation of this type in the
 last quarter of the fifth century.
 113 For their wealth in the earlier part of the fourth century, see Isoc. 8.117. Si-

 monides was only one of the poets who had worked for Thessalians (PI. Prt. 339a),
 and the sophist Górgias spent time in Thessaly, some of it in Larissa, it seems (Isoc.
 15.155; Arist. Pol. 1275b26-31).

 114 For the bull-leaping types, see Herrmann's groups 1-3. On the change to a
 profile head, see Herrmann, p. 37.

 115 Kraay, ACGC, pp. 118-19, recalling the almost twenty-five year interval before
 the mint of Tarsos copied Kimon's Arethusa, points out that the change at Larissa
 need not have been made immediately after the appearance of the prototype.
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 and to have made a preliminary attempt at revising it. With further
 evidence, more secure progress may be possible in the future.116

 KEY TO PLATE

 1. Larissa, BCH 86 (1962), pl. 9, 6.
 2. Larissa, ANS ( IGCH 168).
 3. Larissa, ANS ( IGCH 168).
 4. Larissa, ANS ( IGCH 168).
 5. Salamis, ANS ( IGCH 168), Martin (above, n. 19), 495.
 6. Miletos, ANS ( IGCH 168), Thompson (above, n. 15), 107a.
 7. Miletos, ANS ( IGCH 168), Thompson (above, n. 15), 118b.
 8. Syracuse, ANS.
 9. Larissa, ANS.

 10. Larissa, ANS.
 11. Larissa, ANS.
 12. Larissa, ANS.
 13. Larissa, ZfN 35 (1924-25), pl. 5, 3.
 14. Pherae, ACGC, pl. 21, 388.

 116 Thanks are due to Otto Morkholm, Margaret Thompson, Hyla Troxell and
 Nancy Waggoner for helpful and valuable suggestions and for their care in reading
 drafts of this paper at various stages. They are not to be held responsible for any
 errors nor to be thought as necessarily in agreement with all the hypotheses presented
 here.
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 Facing Head Coinage of Larissa
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