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The doctoral thesis of Dr. Yanislav Tachev aims at a detailed analysis and systematization,

from the perspective of modern achievements and trends in numismatic studies, of the

extremely rich and very varied coinage of the Roman city of Ulpia Anchialus. The topic

undoubtedly merits a new thorough special research as the hitherto existing attempts do not

meet the current scientific standards, partly contain false information and are generally quite

inadequate to the enorrnous empirical database that has been accumulated so far.

The structure of the thesis is logically endowed and allows the author to present a truly

comprehensive and well-grounded analysis and synthesis not only of the individual aspects of

Anchialus' coinage but also of various questions of the political, economic and cultural and

religious life of the city during the Roman period. The work consists of an introduction, eight

chapters, a conclusion, a list of the used literature and a catalogue, numbering a total of 751

pages. The text is distinguished by polemics and a critical spirit, which, however, does not go

beyond the academic ethics. The impressive quantity of processed material related to the

subject (3II2 coins) and the excellent knowledge of provincial coinage in the Roman Empire

enable the author to present a number of original interpretations, which for the most part are

solidly substantiated and have undeniable contributing character. The illustrative material

includes pictures and tables that are informative and of high quality, and not just illustrate the

text but are an integral part of it.

The aim of the thesis is clearly formulated and a series of particular research tasks leading to

its successful realization are distinguished in the Introduction (pp. 5-7). The used

methodology, which is fully compliant with the modern standards in this field of research, is

also presented.

Chapter One (pp. 8-15) contains a brief information about the history of Roman Anchialus,

drawn from written sources, epigraphic monuments and evidence submitted by archaeological

research. For unknowr reasons, the last category includes information from the field

campaigns carried out only until 2013, although reports have been published about the



findings of a number of other regular and rescue excavations held in Pomorie in the ongoing

years (up to 2018 inclusive). In many of those important new discoveries are announced that

greatly contribute to clarification of the territorial scope, the topography and the urban

planning, as well as the historical fate, the cultural and the socio-economic development of

the city during the Roman period. The chapter also includes a bibliographic review on the

topic of the thesis, in which the achievements and shortcomingS of the previous studies on

Anchialus' coinage are critically commented.

Chapter Two (pp. 18-125) deals with the reverse iconography used by the mint of Anchialus.

All the types registered so far are combined into 6 large groups according to their specific

content. Multiple variants and sub-variants are differentiated within many of the individual

types. Despite the widespread view of the conventional nature of reverse images, I strongly

disagree with the skepticism on this matter. I do consider a great part of the analyzed in detail

reverse images a credible, extremely important, and in some cases even unique source of

information about the architectural outlook, the cultural and religious life, the economics,

sports and entertainment in Roman Anchialus. This is a reason for me highly to appreciate the

second chapter of the thesis and especially to mark the significant author's contributions in it

in unveiling the secrets of the ancient city.

In my opinion, a further chapter on the obverse types in Anchialus' coinage would have

definitely brought additional merit to the thesis.

Chapter Three (pp. 126-155) contains a detailed analysis of the palaeographic and

orthographic features of the legends used in the coin production of Anchialus, which are fairly

attributed to official city inscriptions. All the variants of the city name, as well as of the

imperial rulers and provincial governors of Thrace, which are registered in the urban coin

issues, are put into circulation, are precisely identified and systematized.

In Chapter Four (pp. 156-166) the basic characteristics of the output of Anchialus'mint are

clarified. The coinage metric studies give the author grounds for distinguishing between 5

standard and permanently used in the urban issues denominations (from I Io l), as well as

point to the existence of extraordinary medallion production. The latter, though comparatively

short-lived, is surprisingly diverse and original by nature. The variations in the weights and

dimensions of coins of the same denomination are chronologically traced and illustrated by

tables that are newly created by the author, a first-rate historical documents objectively

testifying to the periods of prosperity and decline of the Roman city. In view of the significant

differences in the metric data of the coins attributed to denomination d I assume that with the



increase in the database, it is likely that in the near future one more denomination in the

Anchialus' coinage would have to be introduced, with a value of Yz assarion.

Chapter Five (pp. 167-2S9) aims to clarify in detail the chronology of Anchialus' coin

production, which represents a huge scientific challenge in itself, as this is easily feasible only

for the issues of denomination Z struck between AD 138 and 20314, whose reverse dies

contain the names of the provincial governors of Thrace. In all the other cases, rnfiich

encompass the vast majority of the studied material, the author's conclusions are grounded on

an in-depth study and comparison of the whole set of registered obverse and reverse dies

aimed at accurate establishing the relationships between them, respectively - their relative and

hence absolute chronology. The dating criteria used include moreover stylistic iconographic

comparison with the output of the central mint in Rome and other local mints, as well as the

formulas for inscribing rulers' names. All that is an extremely labour-intensive undertaking

requiring precision and conscientiousness, solid scientific knowledge and rich practical

experience. Dr. Tachev has managed perfectly well with the task as far as the undoubted

timeframe of Anchialus' coinage is concerned (from the beginning of the reign of Antoninus

Pius to that of Gordian III), which is a further testimony to his repeatedly proven high

professionalism in the field of numismatic research. As for the commencement of urban

coinage, however, I can not but express my reservations. The proposition, made more than a

century ago by N. Mushmov, that it began in the time of Emperor Hadrianus, is an obvious

lapsus, as the duty in Thrace of the provincial governor Gaius Iulius Commodus Orfitianus,

whose name was engraved on the reverse of the coins described by him, is surely referring to

the time of Antoninus Pius (in AD 154-155). Anchialus'coins struck for Emperor Hadrianus

have not yet been discovered, and the supposed attribution of the so-called "pseudo-

autonomous" city coinage exactly to the period AD 117-138, as alleged by Dr' Tachev, is

grounded only on abstract arguments, being deprived of any evidence. In this regard, I would

like to point out that "pseudo-autonomous" coins of Anchialus have been found relatively

frequently during the archaeological excavations conducted by me in Pomorie since 2007 (in

two hoards inclusive, found in 2008 and 2010 respectively), but all of them originate from

contexts definitely dating back to the hrst half/the middle of the 3rd century AD.

In Chapter Six (pp. 289-296) the coins with securely identified countermarks of Anchialus

and those struck in the city mint but countermarked elsewhere are put to discussion. The study

of the first group allows to identify important moments in the city's financial policy over the

period under review. The second group of coins provides authentic information about the

circulation of Anchialus' monetary output. Despite the very limited number of specimens



from both groups available to the author (only 15), the economic and chronological

conclusions suggested by him are well substantiated and seem completely convincing.

Chapter Seven (295-309) discusses the problems related to the coin circulation in Anchialus

and the distribution of Anchialus' coinage in the Znd-3rd c. Unfortunately, the presented

picture in both aspects is based almost exclusively on published material whose quantity is far

from being great. Consequently, the drawn conclusions should be considered more or less

"predictable", having the right to exist until sufficient information is accumulated for a truly

representative survey on this issue.

Chapter Eighth (pp. 309-316) is of very original nature and reflects a particular trend in

modern numismatic research aimed at identifuing coin counterfeits. The author has succeeded

in tracking down, arguably rejecting the authenticity and explaining the reasons for the

emergence and spread of counterfeits and imitations of Anchialus' coins from the Antiquity to

the present day.

The Conclusion of the thesis (pp.3l7-3a0) presents in summary the results of the analytical-

synthetical work done. The main conclusions and generalizations highlighted here largely

overlap with those mentioned in the author's report on his scientific contributions. As about

the latter, I accept them in general, keeping strong reservations only about the one listed under

number 13, in which the author claims that the coinage of Anchialus began with issuing

"pseudo-autonomous" coins during the reign of Emperor Hadrianus.

The Catalogue (pp. 366-75I) is an integral part of the thesis. It fully complies with the world

standards and has an extremely high scientific and scientifically-applied value. I am

convinced that for decades it will be an indispensable tool not only for numismatists but also

for all scholars who deal with the problems of Roman Anchialus and the Antiquity as a whole.

The Abstract is prepared according to the existing requirements and truly reflects the content

of the thesis.

Dr. Yanislav Tachev is author of 5 publications on the topic of the thesis and all of them are

of a distinctly original and contributing nature.

On the basis of the above, I convincingly express my positive opinion and recommend to the

oodoctor of science" in the field of Higher Education 2. Humanities, Profes

History and Archaeology, Scientific Branch Archaeology.
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