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longbows of the type seen on the coins in qucstiﬂn.” It seems that it was the issuer’s
intent to refer to Iranian traditions to emphasize the Iranian contribution to the Indian
campaign. An archer in a chariot, known from some of Alexander’s coinage, is also an
allusion to Iranian tradition. In the Iran of the Achaemenid period, war chariots were
often used on the battlefield and as iconographic element — Great Kings, too, were
depicted in chariots.”® Tt should be remembered that the archer theme dominated on
Achaemenid coinage and was frequent in art.” Alexander eagerly practiced archery and
drove a chariot: those abilities were certainly associated with the Achaemenid Great King
and Tranian traditions.”

All in all, it seems that dekadrachms and tetradrachms with elephant and standing
archer and with elephant and archer in chariot are special issues struck in 324-323 BC at
Alexander’s orders upon his return from India. It should be assumed that those issues
were meant for the Macedonians and Iranians. The Indian war had demonstrated that
Iranian-Macedonian cooperation could be effective. Such cooperation was the foundation
of Alexander’s policies in 330-323, given which, references to Iranian traditions are not
surprising.

A close analysis of sources reveals that Alexander the Great instituted major changes
in Parthia in 330 BC, altering his monarchical concept and initiating pro-Iranian policies.
From then on, he used the Iranian diadem as a royal insignium (Curt. 6.6.4; Diod.
17.77.4; lust. 12.3.8). His another insignium became the Iranian tiara (Arr. 4.7.4; Itin.
Alex. 64, 89: Luk. Dial. Mort. 12 (14).3=396-397). Moreover, the king took to wearing
Iranian elements of Iranian dress (Iranian sleeved chiton and kandys-cloak).”' Having
accepted the Iranian ornamenta regia in 330 BC, including the tiara and the diadem,
Alexander apparently ordered that the new insignia be featured in the iconography of
coinage issued at some mints.

The above discussion, in emphasizing the role of some iconographic elements from
Alexander's coinage, demonstrates the close relationship between monetary depiction
and royal ideology and helps better to understand the nature of the “Poros issues” struck
by the king. Opinions voiced to the effect that Iranian elements of dress and insignia do
not make a presence in official portraits of Alexander is unjustified in the light of
numismatic material.’> Moreover, it should be borne in mind that Alexander himself
continued Achaemenid coin issues. Thus produced were double dareikoi (perhaps in
Anatolia and almost certainly in Babylon), known from the Oxos hoard, and ordinary
dareikoi. They feature a royal archer in a “Knielauf” posture.”
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helmet, while to the Iranians it was an upright royal tiara. It seems that the twin
significance in the dekadrachm iconography reflects an intentional move: monetary
depictions were aimed at Macedonians and Iranians alike.'

In Alexander’s complementary figure bringing a wreath of victory or royal power to
Alexander some scholars see a male figure; the communis opinio identifies it as the
goddess Nike."” P. Calmeyer rightly sees here a bearded personification of the Iranian
“royal glory,” or khvarenah/farnah.'* A rendition of “royal glory” personified on
Alexander’s dekadrachms sent a powerful message to the Iranians.

The message of the “Poros issue” is often understood as Alexander’s recognition of
the role played by Indians as formidable enemies."® This does not seem fully correct,
therefore a brief characteristic of Alexander’s empire is in order, for coin iconography
closely followed the monarchical concept pursued by the ruler. In the light of
Alexander’s policies in 330-323 BC, the empire’s elite was to be made up of
Macedonians and Iranians. To Alexander, victory over Poros in India was no more than
an cxample of Macedonians and Iranians cooperating (after a difficult period of
Macedonian-Iranian strife in Central Asia in 329-327), which produced excellent results
in the battle against Poros’ army on the Hydaspes river in 326.'° Hence it would seem
that the dekadrachm iconography was consciously targeted at Macedonians and Iranians
as victorious allies. That explains why Alexander appears in Macedonian-Iranian
headdress. Records leave little doubt that the role of Indians fighting alongside Alexander
in the Indus valley campaign was marginal. A bulk of his 120-thousand strong army were
Iranians.'”

Besides the dekadrachms, there are other issues by Alexander that clearly contain
Iranian elements in their iconography. A Babylon hoard revealed tetradrachms with the
same monogram and letter as in Alexander's dekadrachms discussed above.'* The
obverse features a soldier shooting a large bow, the reverse an clephant. A single
tetradrachm shows an archer in a quadriga, and on the reverse an elephant with two
people.”” The elephant theme indicates a commemoration of Alexanders success in
India. Motifs of archer in chariot in Alexander’s tetradrachms are often thought to refer to
Indian warfare.” Indeed, the Indians were noted for their archers,”’ but those were not
such a carrying and evocative symbol of India as, say, war elephants. If the reverse
unmistakably bears an Indian war elephant, it is hardly acceptable that the obverse shows
an Indian soldiecr. What would have been the point of such placement of two symbols of
India*? Rather, the archer must represent Alexander and his army. Among the
Macedonians themselves, archers were a small minority, and it was not at them that this
iconography was directed. But the archer figure meant much to the Iranians. With them,
archery was a particularly valued ability.” Alexander’s army on the Hydaspes included
foot archers.”® It is highly probable that their core was made up of Iranians.” Tt seems
almost certain that at Alexander’s side in India there was a guard of royal archers,
fashioned afier an Achaemenid formation.”® The Persians and other Iranian peoples used
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The iconography of Alexander’s famous dekadrachms still remains a controversial
issue.' The monograms on the reverse — a combined A and B — may stand for basileos
Alexandrou, which unambiguously identifies the issuer. The obverse depicts a battle
scene between a mounted horseman identified as Alexander with an Indian war elephant.
Two figures on the elephant are Indian king Poros and his attendant. That deliberately
heroic scene, with two royal adversaries in a duel which actually never took place, is seen
as commemorating Alexander’s victory over Poros.” On the revers, a standing male
figure with the thunderbold of Zeus in his hand, is depicted. The figure, identified as
Alexander, receives a wreath from a flying deity. The dekadrachms were probably struck
shortly after the Indian campaign about 324-323 BC.’ Their denomination in itself is
characteristic for commemorative issues and suggests the initiative coming from the king
rather than from local satraps, as some think. Where the pieces were struck 1s the subject
of some debate. Not impossibly, it was Susa, where a new mint was opened perhaps even
late in Alexander’s reign.’ But Babylon is also a possibility.

According to M.J. Price, the king represented on dekadrachms is wearing a Phrygian-
style helmet with a crest and high plumage. The falling bands seen over the shoulders he
believes to be leather protection for the neck.” O. Markholm identifies the headgear as
“Phrygian helmet” alternately with “Persian headdress.”® T. Holscher speaks of a
Thracian-type helmet decorated with feathers.” Contrary to M.J. Price’s interpretation, the
bands are certainly not leather protection but rather the points of a diadem, an Iranian
insignia of royal authority. The shape of the headgear resembles a Phrygian helmet with
protruding feathers,” or an Attic type with a tall, narrow metal crest arched forward (in
reality such helmets could have been a Macedonian invention).” It seems that the figure
on dekadrachms has the sides of his face protected by long, drooping elements'” which
were part of the Iranian tiara. These side pieces could be tied together to form a large
protection for the cheeks and chin.'' The bell-shaped part of the headgear worn by the
dekadrachm figure resembles an upright Iranian tiara. In sum, Alexander’s headdress in
dekadrachms seems to be a combination of an upright Iranian tiara with elements of a
Macedonian helmet, i.e. tall plumage and possibly a crest. This combination could have
been a conscious device. To the Macedonians, Alexander’s headgear looked like a battle



