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DIONYSUS OR HERACLES:
MARK ANTONY’S RELIGIOUS
POLICY IN 41 BCE IN THE LIGHT OF
EPISTULA MARCI ANTONII AD KOINON ASIAE

In 41 BCE, following the Battle at Philippi (October 42 BCE), the triumvir Mark
Antony toured the eastern provinces of the Roman Republic. During this trip, he
restored the authority of Rome, levied contributions upon the cities, and appointed
several rulers. The analysis of several developments after the Battle of Philippi
(the triumvir’s participation in Lesser Mysteries in Athens, as well as his relations
with Sisinna and Cleopatra) indicates that Antony stressed his mythical ancestor
Heracles several times. It follows that while Antony did not place much political
value on activities relating to his role as Néog Aiwdvvcog at this time, he did
practice a religious policy, which at least contained some features of Heracleism
based on Antony’s origin from Heracles. In Ephesus (spring 41 BCE), Antony
was persuaded to grant broad privileges and immunities to the Association of
Wreath-Bearers and Victors in the Sacred Games from the Inhabited World, as
evidenced by his letter to the Kowov t@v dno tfic Aciog EAARvov on the
privileges of the cuvddov TOV AmO TG OIKOVUEVNG LEPOVIKADY KOL GTEQUVITAV.
What emerges is that the letter may shed light on Antony’s religious policy during
his stay in the East in 41 BCE since the association of athletes mentioned there
could have some connection to Heracles. Thus, the events mentioned in the letter
of Mark Antony are, with certain reservations, additional evidence in favor of the
existence of Antony’s religious policy rooted in ties to his mythical ancestor
Heracles during his visit to the East in 41 BCE.

[Tocne 6utBel mpy @ummnmnax (oKTIOps 42 I. 10 H. 3.) TPUYMBHP Mapk AHTOHHH
B 41 . 70 H. 3. COBEPLIMI MOE3AKY 110 BOCTOYHBIM MPOBUHLUAM PuMCKoOil pec-
myOnuky. Bo Bpemst 3Toi moe3 ki OH BOCCTaHOBHMII BiIacTh PrMa, 005oxmi ropo-
Jla HaJIOTaMH M Ha3HAYMJI HECKOJIBbKUX MpaBUTENe. AHAIU3 psija COOBITUH mocTe
OoutBel pu Punumnmax (yyactue TpuyMBHpa B Mainblx MucTepusix B AQHHaX,
a Taxoke ero otHomeHus ¢ CucunHOI 1 Kiteonarpoit) cBUAETENBCTBYET O TOM, YTO
AHTOHMH HECKOIBKO pa3 OTKPHITO TOTYEPKHBAI CBOIO CBS3b C MHU(PHUECKUM
npenkom ['epaxsiom. 13 aToro cnenyer, uTo, XOTs AHTOHUH B TO BpeMs He IpHJa-
BaJI OOJIBIIOTO MOJUTHIECKOTO 3HAYECHUS IEATEIBHOCTH, CBSI3aHHON C €TO POJIBIO
“Hosoro [lnoHuca”, OH NpaKTHUKOBAJ PEIUTHO3HYIO IIOIUTUKY, KOTOPas, 10 Kpaii-
HEH Mepe, comeprkaa HEKOTOpBIE YepThl FepaKinAn3Ma, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha IIPO-
ncxoxxaenun Auronust ot I'epaknma. B Odece (BecHa 41 1. 10 H. 3.) AHTOHHUSA
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yOenuIIn MpeA0CTaBUTh MIMPOKUE TIPUBHICTUH 1 MMMYHUTETHI “Coto3y mobenu-
TeJICH CBSIICHHBIX UTP U 00JaaTelncii BEHKOB CO BCEr0 0OMTaeMOoro Mupa”, 0 4eM
CBHCTEIBCTBYET €ro muchbMo K Kowov tdv anod tf|g Aciag EAAMvev o npusmie-
THSIX GLVOOOL TV GO TG 0lKOVUEVNC 1EPOVIKAV Kol oTEQOVIT®Y. B cTaThe nena-
€TCs BBIBO, YTO JAHHOEC IMMCHMO MOXKET ITPOJIUTH CBET HA PEJIMTHO3HYIO ITOJIUTUKY
AnTOHMS BO BpeMs ero npedbiBanust Ha BocToke B 41 . 10 H. 3., IOCKOJIBKY yIIO-
MsAHYyTas B MUCbME acconpanus CIOpTCMEHOB MOIJIa HAXOAUTHCA MO MOKPOBU-
TenbeTBOM [epakia. Takum 00pa3oM, COOBITHS, YIIOMSHYThIE B MHChbMe Mapka
AHTOHI/ISI, SABJIAKOTCA, C HCKOTOPBIMU OT'OBOPKaMH, JOINOJHUTEIbHBIM CBUACTCIIb-
CTBOM B MOJb3Yy CYIICCTBOBAHUS y AHTOHUSI BO BpeMsl ero BH3MTa Ha BOCTOK
B 41 I. 10 H. 3. PEJIUTHO3HON MOJUTUKHU, YXOJSICH KOPHSIMHU B CBSI3b AHTOHHS
¢ ero muuueckuM npeakom [epaxkiiom.
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