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CAUCASIAN ALBANIA AND KINGDOM OF IBERIA IN THE INTERNATIONAL
RELATIONS SYSTEM (I-I1I CENTURIES)

Albania and Iberia, the oldest states of the South Caucasus for the first time entered the system of great power politics
by involving in the sphere of Roman influence in the middle of the 1st century BC. The formal dependence of Albania and
Iberia on Rome did not last long, and they regained their independence.

Due to the lack of information in local sources on the history of the Albanian and Iberian states
in the Ist-3rd centuries, this matter has hardly become an object of detailed research in the historiography of the
homeland. In the presented study, a number of issues have been analysed through a comparative study of local sources
along with ancient sources. In this context, the article “Caucasian Albania and Kingdom of Iberia in the International
Relations System (I-I1I centuries)” is of great relevance.

The presented research contains an analysis of the political orientation and partly mutual relations of the Albanian
and Iberian states during the Parthian-Roman conflict in the 1st-3rd centuries. As a result of a comparative analysis of
ancient literature, which played the role of the main source for this period, it was determined that the favorable military-
strategic and economic-commercial position of the South Caucasus countries constituted the main sphere of interest for
two great empires of the time, and the struggle for the region did not pause for a moment.

Skillfully taking advantage of their strategic edges, the Albanian and Iberian states astutely played the shifiing balance of
power in the region, alternately favouring Parthian or Roman interests through agile political maneuvering. As a result of the
growing influence of Parthia in the South Caucasus in the middle of the Ist century CE, Caucasian Albania and Iberia were
forced to adopt a pro-Parthian position, and small branches of the Parthian Arsacids were brought to power in these countries.

Unlike Albania, Iberia has been found to have more pro-Roman stance, and diplomatic relations between these
countries were more intense.

The research process led to the following conclusions:

1. In the Ist-3rd centuries, the Albanian and Iberian states were actively involved in the system of international
relations amidst the Parthian-Roman conflict.

2. The balance of power formed in the region played a key role in determining the military-political orientation of
these states.

3. As a result of external influence, the mutual relations between the Albanian and Iberian states were, as a rule, of an
allied nature, and in some cases, local conflicts also occurred between the two parties.

Towards the end of the 2nd century CE, the strengthening of Rome's position in the region as a result of the Parthia's
weakening did not last long. So, with the rise of the Sasanian dynasty in the 20s of the 3rd century, the balance of power
in the South Caucasus changed again.
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KABKA3BKA AJIBAHIA TA IBEPIMCHKE KOPOJIBCTBO
B CUCTEMI MIZKHAPOJHUX BIJHOCHH (I-11I CT.)

Anbanis ma loepis, natidasniui oepacasu Ilisoennozo Kaskazy, enepuwe ysitiwnu 00 cucmemu 8eiuxoi noaimuKu,
ONUHUBUUCH ) cghepi puMcbKo2o enaugy 8 cepeduni I cmonimmsa 0o nawoi epu. @opmanvha 3anedxcrnicms Anoanii ma
16epii 6i0 Pumy mpusana nedoszo, i 601U 8IOHOBUNL CBOTO HE3ANENCHICHb.

Yepes opax inghopmayii 6 micyesux ddcepenax 3 icmopii Anbancwvroi ma loepiticokoi depacaes y I-II1 cmorimmsx,
ye nuMaHHs matidice He cmaio 00’ €Kmom 0emanbHo20 00CTIONCeH s Y 6imuusHAHIl icmopioepaii. Y npedcmasnenomy
Qocniodcenni OYI0 NPOAHANIZ308AHO HUZKY NUMAHb ULISIXOM HOPIGHSIbHO20 GUGHEHHSI MICYEBUX OdCePell PA30M 3 AHIMU-
yHumMu Odcepenamu. YV ybomy KoHmexkcmi eenuxoi akmyanvuocmi Habysae cmamms «Kasxkaszvka Anbania ma loepiticoke
yapcmeo 8 cucmemi MidcHapooHux eionocun (I-I11 cmonimmsi)».
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Tlpeocmasnene docniodicenHs Micmums aHAi3 NOAIMUYHOL OPIEHMAYI] Mma 4acmrko8o 63AEMHUX 8IOHOCUH AnOaHCbKOT
ma lbepiiicoroi depoicas y nepioo napgsano-pumcokoi sivinu 6 I-I11 cmonimmsax. Y pesynomami nopiensanoHo2o ananizy
aHmMuyHOi Nimepamypu, sSKa idiepasaia poib OCHOBHO20 0Jicepena Osl Yb0o2o nepiody, 6YI0 GUSHAUEHO, WO CHPUAMIUGE
BilICbKOGO-CMpameziune ma eKOHOMIuHO-MOop206enbHe nonodicents Kpain Iliedennozo Kaskasy cmanosuno 2onoemny cghe-
Py iHmepecieé 080X 8eIUKUX IMNEpill mo2o uacy, i bopomvba 3a pecion He NPUNUHSILACSA Hi HA MUMb.

Buino sukopucmosyiouu ceoi cmpameeiuni nepesazu, Anbancoxa ma Ibepiiicoka 0epicagu nNpOHUKIUEO BUKOPUCTIO-
8Y6anU MIHAUGUTI OANAHC CUTL Y Pe2iOHI, NOUep2080 8i00alouU nepesazy NApPAHCLKUM AOO0 PUMCLKUM iHMepecam 3a80sKU
CHYYKOMY RONIMUYHOMY Manespysanuio. Y pesynomami spocmanus enaugy Ilapghii na Ilieoennomy Kaskasi 6 cepeouni
I cmonimms nawoi epu, Kasxazvrka Anbanis ma lbepia 6ynu 3myuieHi nputiHamu nponap@QancoKy nosuyiro, i 0o 61a0u 8

yux Kpainax O6yno npusedeHo HeenuKi 2iiku napgancokux Apuiakiois.
Ha 6iominy 6i0 Anbanii, wjooo 1oepii 6yn0 euseieno 6iivut NPOPUMCHKY NO3UYIIO, | OUNLOMAMUYHI 6IOHOCUHU MIdIC

yumu Kpainamu Oyau iHMeHCUSHIUUMUL.

Y npoyeci oocniosicenns 6yn0 3p0d1eHo Mmaxi GUCHOBKIL:

1.V I-III cmonimmsax Anbanceka ma lbepiticoka depoicasu opanu akmusHy y4acme y cucmemi MidCHapOOHUX 6i0-

HOCUH 8 YMOBAX NAPPAHO-PUMCHKOIL BilIHLL.

2. Bananc cun, wo ckiascs 6 pecioHi, 8idiepasas K408y poib V 8USHAUEHHI BiliCbKOBO-NOAIMUYUHOT OpieHmayii yux

depaicas.

3. Yuacniook 306niunboeo eniugy ezaemui 6ioHocunu mioie Anbancovroro ma loepiticvkoro depoicasamu Manu, sik npa-
8UII0, COIO3HUYbLKUL XapaKmep, a 6 OesAKUX GUNAOKAX MidiC 080MA CIMOPOHAMU MAKOIC BUHUKANU TOKATbHI KOHGAIKMU.

Hanpuxinyi Il cmonimms nawoi epu nocunenns nosuyii Pumy 6 pecioni enacnioox ocnabrenus Ilapgii mpusano
Hedoszo. Tax, i3 nionecennam ounacmii Cacanioig y 20-x pokax III cmonimms 6ananc cun na Iliedennomy Kagkasi 3108y

BMIHUBCAL.

Knrouosi cnosa: Anbanis, loepis, Ilapgis, Pum, 6iticbKo80-nonimuyHuil ma eKOHOMIYHUL KOHGIIKM.

Statement of the problem. The article explores
the participation of the South Caucasus countries of
Caucasian Albania and Kingdom of Iberia in the sys-
tem of international relations during the 153 centu-
ries CE and to study their unique role in great power
politics of the era. During the period in question, the
fierce struggle for military-strategic, economic-trade
interests brought many regions of the East, including
the Parthian and Roman empires in the South Cauca-
sus, into conflict. Although the role and position of
Albania and Iberia in this conflict were touched upon
separately by some researchers, in historiography the
approach from the context of these states’ common
interests has been somewhat overshadowed. In terms
of approaching the issue from this prism, scientific
relevance of the presented study is beyond doubt.

The purpose of the article. During the cam-
paign of the Roman general Pompey in 66—-65 BCE,
the countries of the South Caucasus for the first time
entered the sphere of influence of Rome. The for-
mal dependence of Albania and Iberia on Rome did
not last long, as in 53 BCE, Rome’s influence in the
East was significantly shaken after the victory of Par-
thia near Carrhae. It is clear from the information of
M. Khorenatsi and M. Kaghankatvatsi that in the Bat-
tle of Carrhae, along with the Parthians and Armeni-
ans, the Albanian and Iberian troops also united on
a single front against Rome (Xopenanu, 1990: 75),
(Kalankatuklu, 2006: 22-23). Rome, which could
not reconcile itself to the loss of its influence in the
region, actively intervened in the region again in the
30s of the first century BCE, and the triumvirate Mark
Antony was appointed commander of the Eastern
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campaign. Plutarch, who gives extensive coverage to
this campaign of Mark Antony, writes that Antony’s
general Canidius managed to advance to the Caucasus
by capturing region of Armenia, and defeating Ibe-
rian and Albanian kings (Ilxytapx, 1994: 416). Dion
Cassius, who describes Canidius’ campaign in the
South Caucasus, notes that after defeating the Iberian
king Pharnavaz and then the Albanian king Zober,
both of them were drawn into an alliance with Rome
(Kaccmit, 1890: 620). Analysis of ancient sources
shows that Mark Antony had to take this step in order
to neutralize the possible intervention of Albania and
Iberia in the events before the decisive battle against
the Parthian—Atropatenian alliance, or to gain the sup-
port of the South Caucasian states. Interestingly, there
is almost no information in local sources about the
Albanian ruler Zober and the Iberian king Pharnavaz,
who are mentioned in ancient sources in connection
with these events (Anues, 1962: 23-29).

Research analyses. After the failure of Mark
Antony’s campaign against Parthia and Atropatene
in 36 BCE, the dependence of Albania and Iberia on
Rome most likely ended. However, Parthia’s hegem-
ony in the region did not last long either. Octavian
Augustus’ Eastern campaign in 20 BCE resulted in the
defeat of the Parthian king Phraates IV, and according
to the agreement reached, a number of vassal king-
doms, including Atropatene, were included in the
sphere of influence of the Roman Empire (Ky3umun,
1981: 204-205). The shift in the balance of power in
the region also affected the political orientations of
the Albanian and Iberian kingdoms. This fact is con-
firmed by the statement, reflected in the inscription
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of the Deeds of the Divine Augustus (Res Gestae
Divi Augusti) compiled in Ancyra during the reign of
Octavian Augustus (30 BCE-14 CE), that the kings
of Albania, Iberia and Atropatene, along with many
other nations, wanted to establish friendly relations
with Rome by sending envoys (Augustus, 1998). The
periodic separatism and betrayals by the rulers in
Armenia forced Rome to take decisive steps in for-
eign policy; hence, during the visit of Octavian’s son,
Gaius Caesar, to the region in 20 BCE, the adminis-
tration of Armenia was entrusted to Ariobarzanes, son
of the ruler in Atropatene, and after the Ariobarzanes’
death, to his heir Artabazus II (TaruTt, 1969: 45-46).

Thus, the two countries of the South Caucasus
were included in the sphere of influence of the Roman
Empire towards the end of the first century BCE.

Presenting main material. The mutual relations
between Rome and the South Caucasus states, which
were founded in the middle of the first century BCE,
further continued intensively in the first century CE.
Although there is no information about this in local
sources, some information has been preserved in ancient
sources. According to C. Tacitus, the Roman Empire sta-
tioned four legions in the East at the beginning of the
first century CE in order to protect the Eastern provinces,
including the Iberian and Albanian kingdoms, from for-
eign military aggression (Tarwr, 1969: 116).

It is clear from C. Tacitus’ information that dur-
ing the Parthian—-Roman strategic confrontation in
the mid-30s CE, the Albanian and Iberian states took
the side of Rome. After the death of Zeno, who was
appointed as the ruler of Armenia by Tiberius, in
35 CE, the Parthian king Artabanus III (13-38) tried
to put his son Arsaces on the throne. On the other
hand, Tiberius’ candidate for the throne was Tiri-
dates, who was also supported by Albanians and Ibe-
rians (Tamut, 1969: 116), (Ouyepku ucropuu [py3umu,
1989: 198), (Azarbaycan tarixi, 1998). According to
Dio Cassius, in exchange for this help, Rome prom-
ised the son of the Iberian king the rule of Armenia
(Kaccwit, 2014: 4). As documented by Cornelius Tac-
itus, the aforementioned military expedition was con-
ducted under the leadership of Pharasmanes, son of
the Iberian monarch Mithridates, with the Albanian
and Sarmatian contingents also participating in the
advance (Tamut, 1969: 169—170). As a consequence
of this campaign, Parthia suffered defeat, and the
governance of Armenia, albeit temporarily, devolved
to the Iberian prince Mithridates. It is clear from the
information of C. Tacitus that Mithridates’ rule did not
last long; during the reign of Emperor Gaius Caligula
(37-41), he was summoned to Rome and subse-
quently imprisoned (Tauut, 1969: 182—-183). While
the precise reason for Mithridates’ arrest is unknown,
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G.A. Melikishvili posits that it was most likely con-
nected with Mithridates’ steps to escape from Roman
control and his desire to get closer to the pro-Parthian
nobles (Memukumsum, 1959: 38-39).

There is also some information about the Alba-
nian—Iberian alliance, which began in the middle of
the first century BCE, experiencing certain tensions
in the middle of the first century CE. Although the
sources do not contain precise information about the
reasons for this tension, the Roman historian C. Tac-
itus recorded that, in 51 BCE, the Iberian ruler Phar-
asmanes did not provide assistance to his brother
Mithridates during the war against Albania (Tarur,
1969: 182). The Georgian historian G.A. Melikish-
vili posits that the substantial growth of the Iberian
kingdom’s military-political influence under Phar-
asmanes I, coupled with the latter’s aspirations to
exert dominance over Albania, precipitated a conflict
between these two neighbouring polities of the South
Caucasus. This context further motivated Iberia to
adopt an assertive stance vis-a-vis Albania, which,
seeking to counterbalance Iberian influence, gravi-
tated towards Parthian affiliation with Roman support
(Menuxumumny, 1959: 341-342).

Although the precise parameters and ramifications
of the mid-1st century CE Albanian—Iberian conflict
remain unknown, the potential consolidation of Ibe-
rian power resulting from a resurgence of Parthian
activity in the region did not last long. According to
Cornelius Tacitus, the military expedition led by the
Parthian king Vologases I culminated in the expul-
sion of Iberian forces from Armenian territories, and
throne in Armenia was given to his brother Tiridates I
(Tamur, 1969: 240-243). Concurrently, a small
branch of the Parthian Arsacids was brought to power
in Albania. This fact is confirmed by the inscription
attributed to Movses Kaghankatvatsi, which records
the appointment of «Aran, a descendant of Japheth
and the lineage of Sisakan,» as ruler by the decree
of Vologases 1 (Kalankatuklu, 2006: 19). The Roman
Empire, unable to acquiesce to this unfavourable
shift in the Eastern political and military equilibrium,
according to Tacitus, orchestrated a reversal in 58 CE.
Under the command of Gnaeus Domitius Corbulo,
new military forces were deployed, and the Iberian
king Pharasmanes I was integrated among Rome’s
allies during this campaign (Tauurt, 1969: 240-244).

During the reign of Emperor Nero (54-68), Alba-
nia’s rapprochement with Parthia prompted Rome to
initiate preparations for a military campaign against it.
However, this expedition was not achieved due to the
outbreak of a rebellion within the imperial territories.
According to the notes of Tacitus, Emperor Nero had to
recall the legions mobilized from Germania, Britannia,
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and Iberia, which he had dispatched towards the Caspian
Gates for a war against the Albanians, in order to sup-
press the Vindex revolt (Tarwmr, 1969: 37). M. Rasulova
has linked Nero’s planned campaign to the objectives of
preventing Albania’s growing power, halting the preda-
tory raids of northern nomadic tribes into Rome’s Pontic
territories, and securing control over the trade route to
India (Pacynosa, 2008: 148-149). In our view, however,
Nero’s intended campaign was not solely motivated by
the mentioned factors. The shift in Albania’s political
orientation towards Parthia during the period in ques-
tion, coupled with Rome’s loss of control over Armenia,
collectively signified a failure of the empire’s Eastern
policy. Consequently, this campaign was likely under-
taken with the primary aim of restoring Rome’s dimin-
ished prestige. Nevertheless, the emergence of a more
dangerous rebellion within the empire necessitated the
postponement of this expedition.

One of the rare pieces of information pertaining
to the Roman Empire’s South Caucasus policy in the
final quarter of the first century CE is the inscription,
likely dating from 81-96 CE, carved on a rock in
the Gobustan Boyiik Das ridge, discovered in 1948.
The inscription reads: “Emperor Domitian Caesar
Augustus Germanicus, Lucius Julius Maximus, Cen-
turion of the Legio XII Fulminata” (SIMmnonbckui,
1950: 182), (ITaxomos, 1949: 79-88). While the
precise reasons for the presence of a small Roman
military division as far as the Caspian coast remain
unclear, historiography offers various interpreta-
tions. One attempt at explanation suggests that the
Parthian king requested Roman assistance to counter
Alan incursions (ITaxomos, 1949: 111-113), (Tpesep,
1959: 86). G. A. Melikishvili disagrees with this view,
arguing that it is implausible for Rome to dispatch a
small military unit to the Caspian coast solely to pre-
vent Alan—Sarmatian raids. According to the author,
a small contingent of the Roman army was sent to
support the Iberian ruler during his campaign against
Albania (MemukumBuin, 1959: 351). However, writ-
ten sources provide no information about this alleged
campaign against Albania during the reign of the
Iberian king Kartam. Although Georgian chronicles
emphasize that the Iberian king Kartam was a con-
temporary of the Roman Emperor Vespasian (69-79),
no campaign of his against Albania is recorded, and
his era is characterized as a period of peace and sta-
bility (Mposenu, 2012: 31).

In the early 2™ century CE, the Parthian—Roman
conflict persisted, and the balance of power in the
region inevitably influenced the political stance of the
Albanian and Iberian kingdoms. In 114 CE, the East-
ern campaign of the Roman Emperor Trajan proved
successful, with the Parthian capital Ctesiphon being
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captured and Roman forces advancing as far as the
Persian Gulf. Evidently, this campaign also had reper-
cussions for the history of the peoples and states of
the South Caucasus. Describing this campaign of the
Roman Emperor, fourth-century historians Eutropius
and Festus stated that «Trajan gave king to the Albani,
and received the kings of Iberians, Sarmatians, the
Colchians” and others into his protection, thereby
indicating the inclusion of the South Caucasus within
the Roman Empire’s sphere of influence (Eutro-
pius, 1886), (Festus, 2001), (Mposemn, 2012: 113),
(MenukumBuimy, 1959: 352). However, the depend-
ence of the South Caucasus countries on Rome was
short-lived as the Emperor Hadrian (117—138) halted
the war with Parthia, concluding a peace treaty and
re-establishing the border along the Euphrates River
between the two states. Although friendly relations
were maintained between the Roman Empire and
Albania and Iberia during Emperor Hadrian’s reign,
the South Caucasus countries largely pursued inde-
pendent policies. The biographer of Emperor Had-
rian, Aelius Spartianus, indirectly confirms this fact
by writing, «Hadrian established friendly relations
with the Albanians and Iberians and generously
rewarded their rulers, but they cautiously declined his
invitation to appear before himy» (Tpesep, 1959: 114),
(Cmaptmas, [no date]).

Although sources provide no information regard-
ing the ruler of Albania during this period, the king
of Iberia is known to have been Pharasmanes II.
Ancient sources indicate that Emperor Hadrian
treated Pharasmanes Il with great respect, unlike
other rulers, and bestowed upon him very valuable
gifts (MemuxumBnin, 1959: 358). During the reign
of Pharasmanes 11, the Iberian kingdom significantly
strengthened, and even managed to seize a part of
Colchis, and apparently, for these successes, he was
honoured with the epithet «Kveli» (Brave) in ancient
Georgian sources (Mposenu, 2012: 34).

Albania and Iberia, strategically located at the geo-
graphically advantageous northern passes of Derbent
and Daryal, occasionally attempted to exploit this fac-
tor. One such instance was recorded in the mid-30s of
the 2" century. During the reign of Pharasmanes II,
the Iberian kingdom established kinship ties with
the Alans and, with their help, organized raids into
the Caucasus, Parthian territories, and Roman-con-
trolled areas of Asia Minor, aiming both to acquire
trophy and to strengthen their own positions in the
region. According to the Roman historian Dio Cas-
sius, after the conclusion of the Jewish War, a new
war was initiated by the Alans at the instigation of
Pharasmanes, and as a result of this war, Albania,
Media, Armenia, and Cappadocia suffered significant
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damage (Kaccwit, 2011: 139). Research indicates that
this event recorded by Dio Cassius occurred between
134 and 136 CE, during the reign of the Parthian
King Vologases (105—147). Further Alan incursions
were prevented by King Vologases offering them
substantial gifts, and Flavius Arrianus, Roman gov-
ernor of Cappadocia, repelling them on the battle-
ground (Kaccwi, 2011: 139). Analysis of the sources
reveals that during the period in question, the Iberian
kingdom was nominally under the patronage of the
Roman Empire, but this dependence was purely for-
mal. Dio Cassius’ account also confirms the formal
nature of this dependence. According to the author,
following this event, the Parthian King Vologases
sent his envoys to Rome, leveling certain accusations
against Pharasmanes. Due to both Parthian demands
and the damage inflicted on Roman territories in Asia
Minor by the Alan incursions, Pharasmanes was sum-
moned to Rome, but the Iberian king refused this
invitation (Kaccwuii, 2011: 139). After Pharasmanes’
refusal to heed this summons, the Roman governor
of Cappadocia, Flavius Arrianus, was dispatched to
the Caucasus on a diplomatic mission, but the negoti-
ations with the Iberian king yielded no desired results
(Menuxumsumy, 1959: 359), (Ouepku wucropuu
I'py3un, 1989: 207). Georgian historians, citing the
accounts of Dio Cassius, believe that the Roman
Empire sought to improve relations with Iberia in
order to protect its eastern provinces from the raids
of northern nomadic tribes, and even did not hinder
Pharasmanes II from expanding the territory of the
Iberian kingdom towards Colchis (MenukumBmim,
1959: 361).

Research indicates that the tensions that arose
between the Roman Empire and the Iberian King-
dom during the reign of Emperor Hadrian could not
be resolved diplomatically. It appears that this ten-
sion was alleviated during the subsequent reign of
the Roman Emperor Antoninus Pius (138-161 CE),
as Pharasmanes II accepted the empire’s invitation
and journeyed to Rome with a large group of rep-
resentatives. Dio posits that the emissaries of Phar-
asmanes was received with great honour in Rome;
sacrifices were performed during the reception on the
Capitoline Hill, and even a statue of Pharasmanes on
horseback was erected in the Temple of Bellona. The
chronicler notes that Emperor Antoninus Pius himself
also observed the military exercises organized in hon-
our of the Iberian King Pharasmanes, his son, and the
Iberian (Kaccwuit, 2011: 149).

Given that the Roman Empire did not always have
the capacity to maintain control over the South Cau-
casus, a region situated far beyond its direct borders,
through military force alone, it sought to preserve its
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influence in the area through certain concessions and
enticing measures. It was precisely for this reason that
the expansion of the Iberian Kingdom’s territories in
the direction of the Black Sea—Colchis was, to put it
mildly, overlooked.

Regrettably, almost no information can be found
in either ancient or local sources regarding the mutual
relations between the states of Albania and Iberia dur-
ing the late 2™ and early 3 centuries CE, nor con-
cerning the connections of these states with Parthia
and Rome. Although ancient Georgian chronicles
list the names of several representatives of the Phar-
navazid dynasty who ruled after Pharasmanes II, they
do not address their foreign relations, including Ibe-
ria’s relations with Albania, Parthia, and Rome, focus-
ing instead on brief information about the internal
affairs of the Iberian Kingdom during their respective
periods (Mposenum, 2012: 36-38).

The weakening of the Parthian state due to internal
political struggles in the late 2™ and early 3™ centu-
ries CE, and the emergence of the Sasanian state as
a result of the events of 224-226 CE, marked a new
stage in the history of the South Caucasian countries.
The centuries-long Parthian—Roman confrontation
for control of the region was replaced by Sasanian—
Roman conflicts.

Conclusions. To end with, the states of Caucasian
Albania and Iberia, situated in a strategically impor-
tant geographical location — the crossroads of East
and West — through which international and regional
trade routes passed, were drawn into the system of
international relations from the mid-1st millennium
BCE. However, their intensive relations with Rome
commenced in the mid-1st century BCE. Following
Pompey’s campaign in the South Caucasus, the South
Caucasian countries formally fell under Roman influ-
ence. In the 18-3" centuries CE, they became one
of the main points of conflict between the econom-
ic-commercial and military-strategic interests of the
Parthian and Roman Empires.

While the economic interest consisted of trade
routes and access to the local market, political inter-
est was that both empires wanted to use the region
as a buffer zone against each other. For this reason,
both empires tried to put vassal kings to the thrones in
region instead of completely ending the local auton-
omy and annexing the land. Depending on the balance
of power in the region, the states of Albania and Iberia
periodically maneuvered in their political orientation,
attempting to maintain a balanced political course in
their relations with the two great empires. Such polit-
ical orientation can be justified by a security perspec-
tive. The two countries have mostly been in alliance
with the Roman Empire because it would otherwise
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place their security in jeopardy; center of Parthian
empire was geographically closer to the region. The
victory of an alliance over another “leaves weaker
members of the winning coalition at the mercy of the
stronger ones” (Waltz, 1979: 126). If Albania and Ibe-
ria were to cooperate with Parthia, this alliance would
prevent Roman influence in the region, and in the
long term, two states would become the next target
for Parthia. Conversely, this situation would be less
likely to happen with Roman empire due to its geo-
graphical position and limited capability to intervene
quickly to the region, as the case of emperor Nero’s
campaign demonstrated. Rome’s comparatively
diminished capacity for immediate response was also
motivating factor for Albania and Iberia to pursue
conciliatory strategies with Parthia. Consequently,

...............................................................................

rather than engaging in direct conflict, both states
typically acknowledged Parthian autonomy during its
campaigns in the South Caucasus.

Despite occasional tensions arising from Albania’s
pro-Parthian and Iberia’s pro-Roman foreign policy
orientations, amicable relations were generally sus-
tained between the two South Caucasian polities. This
relative peace was primarily predicated on the exigen-
cies of shared external threats. As evidenced during
Pompey’s campaigns, the structure of the regional
international system incentivized an alignment of
interests between Albania and Iberia, encouraging
de facto alliance. Throughout the 1% to 3™ centuries
CE, the South Caucasus, with noted exceptions, was
formally incorporated within the hegemonic sphere of
influence of the Roman Empire.
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