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One of the names used often in history for the geography that is defined as the Eastern 
Anatolia Region today in Turkey, has been Armenia. The people of Armenia, taking 
a geography as a name for themselves, were among those who brought a gift to the 
king, which has been found in the famous Behistun inscription (520 BC) near Iran / 
Kirmanşah written during the reign of the Achaemenid ruler Darius (552–486 BC).1 
The first forms of the name Armenia are Arminiya, Arminiyaiy and Har-mi-nu-ya. The 
name “Arminiya” is considered the first record in this context. The identification is used 
for the 13th Persian satrapy, which was conquered later by Darius in the Achaemenid 
Empire.2 Additionally, it is expressed that 400 talanton silver taxes were collected from 
the region in this period.3

Another source of information from ancient writers on the period of Persian 
domination in the region of Armenia belongs to Xenophon. In his work Anabasis, he 
gives information about the region’s geography, the livelihoods of the ordinary people 
and their main occupations. Accordingly, the main livelihoods of the people living in 
Armenia are agriculture, livestock and horticulture. In the work, it is mentioned that 
Greek mercenaries under the command of Xenophon, who retreated Xenophon using 
the territory of the region, were able to supply agricultural and livestock products such 
as wheat, barley, dry beans, raisins, bacon, sesame, almonds, peanuts and peanut oil 
to almost every village. As well as beverages that were similar to beer and made from 
barley, high quality wines were also produced. Also, the Anabasis wrote down many pets 
such as goats, sheep, pigs, cows, chickens, horses. Strabo, on the other hand, mentioned 
that the Armenian lands, which were famous for their horses, had wide grasslands that 
were very suitable for horse breeding. He added that special war horses were raised for 
the Persian king in the region, the main horse supplier of the Persian army. In addition 
to these, the Armenian satrap sended 20,000 little horses to Persia every year for the 
Mithra festival.4   

The first encounter between Alexander passing through Anatolia through Canakkale 
and the Persians was near Granikos.5 Alexander defeated the Persians in the wars of 
Issos and Gaugamela6, and conquered the whole region from Egypt to Kyrgyzstan. 
Alexander’s conquest of Persia and his expeditions to the interior of India marked a 
new era in the economic life of Anatolia.7 Conquests opened up new markets for Greek 
trade8 and the balance of Greek and eastern trade radically changed with the provision 
of new raw material resources.9 In the encounter of the Persians with the Greeks, the 
Armenians took part in the Persians’ army and supported the Persians with horses and 
infantry.10 However, our knowledge on the region of Armenia during Alexander and 
his Macedonian Kingdom is very limited. There is a bluff separation of ideas about how 
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Alexander pursued a policy in the region of Armenia. While some researchers stated 
that Armenia had no place in the conquest politics of Alexander,11 on the other hand, 
other researchers agreed that Alexander had appointed Mithrines, the commander of 
Persians in Sardes,12 as the satrap of Armenia.13 However, there is no information about 
whether Mithrines controlled Armenia as a satrap. With the death of Alexander the 
Great in 323 BC, the military, political and economic constructions in the period before 
and after the Hellenistic period were divided into four parts: Mesopotamia and Syria 
were left to the rule of Seleukos.  The dominance of Ptolemaios in Egypt, Libya and 
Levant regions; Lysimakhos in Thrace and Asia Minor, and Kassandros in Macedonia 
were seen.14 Diodoros, who gave information about the state’s share of the generals, did 
not mention Armenia.15 However, Cappadocia, Armenia and Atropatenan are known to 
maintain their legal status within the Seleucids.16

Appianos declared that Armenia was attached to the Seleucid Kingdom during the reign 
of Seleucid I (305–281 BC).17 However, as in the Persian period, the region never entered 
the Seleucids’ direct dominance area during the Seleucids period.18 The colonization 
activities of the Seleucids were different from the other kingdoms. For the Seleucids, 
the heart of the kingdom was Syria thus, they carried out their colonization activities 
in this region.19 During the Seleucid period, the region was divided into three separate 
administrative regions: Greater Armenia, Sophene and Lesser Armenia. This distinction 
continued until the Byzantine period with some changes.20 In Armenia, Sophene was the 
closest to the Hellenistic world, immediately bordered on the borders of Mesopotamia 
in the south and close to the main trade routes of northern Mesopotamia.21 There was a 
trade route to Babylon through the Euphrates River coming from the western border,22 
and as previously mentioned, through the special rafts that Herodotus also described.23 
The region of Armenia never came into the intensive colonization area of the Seleucids. 
The rugged structure of the region and the unfavorable climatic conditions were perhaps 
the most important reason for this. 

The internal turmoil that the Seleucid Empire, which was one of the successors of 
Alexander and a Hellenistic kingdom based in Antiocheia, experienced in the early 1st 

century BC led to the emergence of different powers in the dominance of this empire. 
Parths, Romans and Armenians were the main forces that emerged in the Seleucid 
Empire’s sovereignty. While the change of political balances led to the emergence of 
new powers and new controversies, the economic problems were another reason for 
Rome to deal with the region. The dominant political power of Rome has felt the need 
for further attention with the political developments in the Roman region due to the 
increasing interest of patricians in the eastern world for various luxury consumer goods 
and exotic products.24

The transit trade road, known as “the Silk Road” (Seidenstraßen) between the east 
and the west, had two important centers.25 One of them were the ports of the eastern 
Mediterranean and the other the ports in the Black Sea. An example of these ports in 
the Black Sea is the port of Tana at the mouth of the Don River, which is located on 
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the coast of the Sea of Azov. Roads followed during the commercial activities were 
carried out in east-west direction. They ended in these ports.26 The main commercial 
product carried by this road network, with different alternatives from land and sea, 
was silk. However, a wide range of products, such as lapis lazuli, jade stones, various 
spices, fabrics, ivory, exotic fruits and animals, were transported. These products from 
China and India appealed to the emperors, kings, nobles and people of the upper class 
in western markets. Especially silk was very valuable. It was seen that the Romans and 
the Parths engaged in an intense struggle in order to obtain the silk and other valuable 
goods coined with gold and to get more shares of the east-west trade.27

With the peace of Apameia, which was signed in 188 BC, Roman domination started 
in Asia Minor. The period between 189–10 BC are the years when the Artaksias dynasty 
was in power.28 In 190 BC, with the emergence of Rome as the dominant power of the 
Mediterranean world, there was another force in the east, Parth.29

Along with these revolutionary changes in the geopolitics of the dominance zone of 
the Artaxias, Artaksias was recognized as an independent king in Armenia as a result of 
his alliance with the Romans. In addition to Rome, it was another force that recognized 
the dominance of Artakssi in Parth. Thus, some new administrative changes occurred in 
this new dynasty in the region of Armenia. A new administrative system and tax system 
was established with the new capital established on the Araxes River.30  

It is known that at least ten new cities were built during the Artaksias dynasty. 
The most famous of these is Artashat (Artaxata or Artaxhsata), which is also the first 
independent capital of the Kingdom of Armenia. This city is located 24 km south of 
modern-day Erivan.31 Cities, which were centers of foreign traders, mediated the spread 
of Greek cultural values. The 2nd and 1st century BC to the 3rd century BC is the period, in 
which the Hellenistic influences were strong. Together with the Hellenistic period, the 
growth of the money economy started a vibrant period of commercial life and industrial 
activity with the establishment of a number of Greek colonies and cities that had a 
strong influence on the cultural development of Asia Minor. Artashat, one of the most 
important cities built by Artaksias and the capital of the new dynasty, was the main 
political, administrative, economic and cultural center. The city, whose geographical 
location and the regional economy were important elements, and which dominated the 
trade routes, was easily accessible for international trade.32 

Another important factor for the economy in this period was the temple economy. 
The cult of the temple, which is a common trend among kings and elites is that the 
temples dedicated to ancestors or gods have great properties and riches become a 
dominant element in the economy. Temple complexes were like a city center.33

The peasants in the lower classes had certain rights in the land where they work, 
but they cannot be said to receive the full value of their labor. As status, the peasants 
were free. However, they had to pay heavy taxes. The lowest part of society were slaves. 
Dynasty members, nobles and temples had many slaves. Thousands of people who were 
brought and enslaved from the occupied places by military service were an important 
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labor force and economic value for the economy of the period. Slaves were used in the 
construction or maintenance of large public projects such as roads, canals, irrigation 
systems and cities by state. Slavery was, therefore, an important component of the 
economy.34 

After the first king of Artaksias dynasty Artachsias I, Artavasdes I (160–115 BC) and 
Tigranes I (115–95 BC) dominated the sovereignty. In this period, however, the Parthans 
filled the authority gap which was experienced due to Rome’s struggle with Carthage. 
The two kings who came after Artaksias I could not escape the influence of Parth.35  
When Artavasdes I was defeated by the Parth, his nephew was sent to Ctesiphon, the 
capital of Parth, as a hostage. It is understood that the Parths realized the importance of 
Armenia as a big trade center in this period. Especially the newly established capital of 
Armenia, Artashata, was an important stopping point in east-west trade. In this period, 
Artaxias founded a mint to further facilitate trade in Armenia.36

After the death of Tigran I, the king of Armenia, Tigranes II who washeld in Ctesiphon, 
was  released, reciprocating this with a series of valleys in the Greater Armenia region 
to the Parths for his freedom,37 then he became the new king of Armenia. Tigranes who 
remained in power between 97–54 BC, continued the expansion policy, which started 
in the period of Artaksias I.38 

During the period of economic prosperity under Tigranes II, during which the 
kingdom of Armenia lived its most brilliant period, significant zoning-settlement 
activities were observed in the region. In the early 70s BC, II. A new capital was built in 
honor of the name of Tigranes further south because the old capital Artashata on the 
river Araxes stayed  too far away in the north for governing the kingdom due to the 
expansion of Armenia’s borders. We learn the most important information about this 
new capital city from Appianos. It also had a theater that resembled the Greek capital of 
the new capital, with large parks, hunting grounds and lakes.39 

To populate the new city, half a million people, according to an estimation, from 
neighboring countries such as Adiabene, Assyria, Gordiene, Arabian Mesopotamia, from 
different ethnic backgrounds and Greek origin from small Asia were displaced and thus, 
a cosmopolitan structure was formed. These displaced people guided the commercial 
and industrial developments within the empire.40 

The welfare and peace environment provided by Tigranes II in the region of Armenia 
was not prolonged. The imperialist side in the Roman senate moved in order to get rid 
of the king of Pontos VI., one of the greatest enemies of Rome, and impose its solution 
to the east.41 Lucullus who defeated the king of Pontos, Mithridates, then marched on 
Armenia and King of Armenia also defeated Tigranes II in the Tigranocerta War.42

The Tigranocerta War can be described as a disappointment for the Kingdom of 
Armenia, which lived its most powerful and fully independent period in the 1st century 
BC. After this war, the imperial dreams of the Kingdom of Armenia ended.43 By 68 BC, 
after capturing Tigranocerta, Lucullus made a number of unsuccessful attempts to seize 
Tigranes II and Mithridates VI to root out the matter.44 After Lucullus failed, the Roman 
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senate dismissed him and appointed Pompeius.45 In 66 BC, Pompeius, who took over, 
quickly moved to protect the Roman sovereignty and economic interests in the east.46 
After the death of Tigranes II, Artavasdes II (55–34 BC) has passed. Artavasdes II tried 
to maintain the buffer state and balance policy between Rome and Parth.47 

In this period, the crazier attempt of Marcus Licinius Crassus48 against the Parths 
to gain more recognition decayed an about ten year peace signed by Pompeius and 
Phrates III between the Romans and the Parthian.49 After Crassus’ death in the Battle 
of Karrhai, the years 49–48 BC there was the scene of civil war between Caesar and 
Pompeius. Caesar who won this struggle in 47 BC was assassinated on March 15th in 
44 BC without applying the unrealistic plan of invading Persia from Armenia in 45 BC, 
passing from the Caspian Sea to southern Russia and from there, via Germany, Gaul and 
returning to Rome.50

After the destruction of Caesar, the second Triumvirate (43 BC–38 BC) was founded 
in Rome, consisting of Marcus Antonius, Octavian (Augustus) and Lepidus.51 Following 
the new Triumvirate, the Romans took action under the leadership of Marcus Antonius 
to avenge the defeat in Karrhai and restore the lost Roman reputation.52 The army of 
Antonius moved in 36 BC. While the process before expedition for Antonius and the 
Roman army advancing under the supervision of Arvastes II went on succesfully, they 
failed due to Antony’s tactical errors and the Roman army, despite its tremendous 
magnitude, suffered significant losses from its present with the withdrawal of 
Artavasdes II’s support and took back by taking a heavy defeat.53 In 34 BC, Antonius 
invaded Armenia and captured the king to take revenge on Artavasdes II, who let him 
down, and on his defeat.54 On the other hand, the people of Armenia declared Artaksias 
II, the eldest son of Artavasdes II, as the new Armenian king.55 

The region of Armenia became an obstacle for effective military actions between 
Rome and Parth sometimes with its own power, sometimes with its rugged topography 
and geographical features, sometimes together with both elements, the role of a buffer 
state, in this context, became an identity for the region. Therefore, both powers adopted 
a policy of keeping Armenia in the periphery of their territory. As a matter of fact, by 
abolishing the threat of Antony and Cleopatra, Principatus56 in Rome and Augustus, 
who started the imperial period, tried to control Armenia region.57

Augustus was not pleased with the status quo of the East in 20 BC. He also wanted 
to recapture the Roman banners that had been captured by the Parths in the battle of 
Karrhai. Because this meant a great loss of prestige for Rome. In this direction, Augustus 
took the initiative to solve these problems to the East in 20 BC and the Roman banners 
that were captured after the defeat of Crassus took back by the agreement with the 
Parthians.58 

After the agreement of the Romans with the Parthians during the period of Augustus, 
it was once emphasized that the Euphrates had been a border between the two powers. 
As a matter of fact, the state of the Euphrates being a natural border was also emphasized 
in the testament of Augustus that he left to his successors after his death. Because, in 
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order to continue the existence of Rome in Anatolia, the Euphrates River had to be held 
and the Parths had to stay on the east side of this river.59 

After Artaksias II, the reign of the Armenian King Tigran III (20 BC–10 BC) did not 
last long with Roman intervention. On the suspicion of betrayal of Tigran IV, the son 
of Tigran III, Augustus interfered in his power and Tiberius came to Armenia with 
Artavasdes III, a cousin of Tigran. This arbitrary movement of the Romans provoked 
a rebellion in Armenia with the incitement of the Parthians.60 The power of Tigranes 
was recognised in consequence of the rebellion that was squashed by Romans and his 
reconciliation with Rome.61

After the death of Augustus in his 16 years, the Parth / Artaksias dynasty tried to 
break the dominance of Rome in Armenia and Mesopotamia. In this period, the new 
king of Armenia was Tridates who was the brother of Vologases I, the king of Parth. 
Tiridates I, who ruled intermittently on the throne of Armenia since 53 AD, ruled 
Armenia between the years of 62–75.62 As a result of Parth attacks during the Roman-
Parth period between the years 55–63 AD and Rome’s loss of Armenia Roman authority 
was shaken in the region.63

In 58 and 63 AD an army was sent under the command of Cn. Domitius Corbulo 
to intervene in events in the region by the Roman emperor, Nero.64 They devastated 
Tigranocerta and Artashat. Tiridates I took refuge in the Parths.65 And Tigranes I was 
appointed to the throne of  Armenia by Corbulo. But when Corbulo invaded Armenia 
for the second time in MS 63, Parthlar called for a ground of agreement. In 63 AD, the 
Rhandeia (modern Kharpert) Peace66 was signed between Rome and Parth. According to 
this, the brother of Parthian king Vologases, Tiridates, would remain under the throne of 
Armenia, but would take the crown from Rome.67 Thus, the Arsakes / Arshakid / Arsakuni 
dynasty, which was going to continue until 298 AD, started in Armenia68 This period 
was perhaps the most important period of prosperity and superiority that the region 
had experienced since the Urartu Kingdom. The region, taking advantage of the limited 
commercial concessions, which were made with Rome increased importance in the second 
half of the 1st century AD when the Roman Empire was strengthened in Anatolia.69 

The major Parthian expedition of Traian led to the conquests from Petra, the major 
commercial center in the west to Ktesiphon, the capital of the Parthian in the east and 
to Susa, the historic commercial center and the beginning of the king’s road. After 
this expedition, Armenia became a Roman province and the Romans’ historic rival in 
the east, Parth, was reduced to vassal kingdom status.70 It is seen that the successes of 
Traianus were compromised during the reign of Hadrianus, the successor of Traianus. In 
120 AD, the Roman armies in the region withdrew and the border was again designated 
as Euphrates.71 

The struggles of the Empire of Rome with the Parthians continued until the 
establishment of the Sassanid State by eliminating the Parths under the leadership of 
Ardaşir / Artaxerses in the period of Septimius Severus Alexander, the Roman Emperor, 
(222–235 AD).
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As a result, while the Eastern Anatolia Region, an important place in the strategic, 
commercial and political sense since the oldest periods of history, has provided the 
connection between Caucasus and Mesopotamia in north-south direction, it has also 
provided the connection of the roads to the inner parts of Anatolia and Asia in the 
east-west direction. As well as rich underground and ground resources, the Eastern 
Anatolia Region with its dominant position in Anatolia, has been the scene of fierce 
struggles between the Romans and Parthians who wanted to take control of the 
position of dominating the international trade routes, which have an important place 
in both the global and local economic system. Nevertheless, its rugged topography 
and harsh climate has not created attractive conditions for those who want to settle 
in this land; it has usually been in their periphery although it has been next to large 
cultural areas. In comparison to the west of Anatolia, the region lacks the traces of 
the architectural remains that ancient cultures have left behind. As a feature of its 
physical geography, it often has a fragmented political outlook, and since the Urartian 
Kingdom, there has not been a centralized power in the region, and its political control 
has been difficult. Within the scope of Roman-Parthian struggles, it was mostly in the 
buffer / vassal kingdom position an both powers were not included in the areas of 
strict control except for short periods. Therefore, the dominant power in the region 
has often changed. The Romans adopted the Euphrates River as a natural border and 
they were not willing to move to the east of the Euphrates except for short periods 
of rule. However, they did not neglect to keep these military forces alert through the 
north-south legions along the Euphrates River where they recruited their military 
forces against the danger of Parth in the east. The fierce struggle by the forces that 
dominated the region has brought profitable commercial activities as well as the 
destruction during the periods of peace. As a result, the struggle for welfare and 
prosperity flowing through the international transit trade route, which has passed to 
modern literature as the Silk Road has determined the economic and political fate of 
the Armenia region.
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