
 Cicero calculated the wealth of Ptolemy XII in silver talents (Strabo XVII.i.13).  Royal 
debts and ongoing obligations such as salaries inside the kingdom were due in tetradrachms.  
The reduced silver tetradrachms, valued as the earlier ones, were used to pay the ongoing 
internal expenses of the Ptolemaic Kingdom, yet another austerity measure.  
 Pickling the blanks in warm vinegar would have dissolved some surface copper and left 
the surfaces enriched with silver.  Striking the cast planchets while hot brought more silver, 
the lower melting point metal, to the surface, making the visible surface appear to be of 
silver.  (Almost three hundred years later, denarii of the Severans appear silver, although 
struck of a similar, if more silvery about 48% silver metal mix).  Coins of Ptolemy XII’s children 
Ptolemy XIII, Ptolemy XIV and Cleopatra were also struck at this reduced silver standard.  
Hazzard’s book presents a graph of actual silver content of 141 dated tetradrachms, noting 
the abrupt debasement of 55 BC, but relying on surface analysis for all but the final four 
points.  This data, at 33%, were collected by Wet (destructive) Analysis by Hazzard himself.  
Given the surface enrichment of the coins, these four points should be considered the most 
reliable.  
 Dr. Frank Cochran performed specific gravity analysis of several late Ptolemaic 
tetradrachms.10 11 12  
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10 Specific gravity measurements of several non-porous tetradrachms of Cleopatra VII were performed by 
displacement in water by Dr. Frank Cochran. The main composition of these coins was assumed to be silver and 
copper.  Any other elements or compounds are believed to be present in insignificant amounts.  The weight of each 
coin was measured on a calibrated Sartorius analytical balance.  Then each individual coin was suspended from a 
copper wire arch with a thread and the weight of this apparatus was recorded.  The suspended coin in each case 
was then immersed in a beaker of distilled water that was supported independently from the balance and the 
change in weight was recorded.  The difference in weight between the suspended coin in air and in water was 
divided into the weight of the coin to calculate the specific gravity.  The specific gravity of a 1941 US half-dollar 
(90 % silver, 10 % copper) and a 1967 US half-dollar (40 % silver, 60 % copper) was also determined by this 
procedure to confirm the reliability of the method.
Specific gravity of silver = 10.50 g/ml.  Specific gravity of copper =8.94 g/ml

A = weight of coin
∆ = difference in weight of coin between weighing in air and water

Coin        A       ∆       Measured Sp. Grav.   AR   % 
Ptolemy XII, struck “under the Romans,” 
    Year 24 13.6048 g 1.4370 g   9.47 g/ml    4.6 g  34%

Ptolemy XII, 2nd reign
    Year 29  13.0183 g 1.4199 g   9.17 g/ml    1.9 g  15%
    Year 27  13.4319 g 1.4124 g   9.51 g/ml     5.0 g  37%

Cleopatra VII
    Year 3  13.7579 g 1.4515 g   9.48 g/ml     4.8 g  35%
    Year 16  14.2418 g 1.5323 g   9.29 g/ml     3.3 g  23%
    Year 12  13.4633 g 1.4539 g   9.26 g/ml     2.7 g  20%

1941 USA 50c 12.4425 g 1.2015 g 10.36g/ml               91%
      (theoretical value = 10.34 g/ml)
1967 Kennedy 50c 11.1357 g 1.1666 g  9.55 g/ml          40%
      (theoretical value = 9.54 g/ml)

The mix of metals was assumed to be simply copper and silver.  The silver content of late Ptolemaic tetradrachms 
was found to approximate that of contemporary Roman silver denarii, though the range of net silver content was 
considerable, from 15% to 37%, and 2.0 to 5.0 grams. 

11 The low silver content strongly suggests that this is a coin of Ptolemy XII, struck after his flight from Egypt to 
Roman Cyprus, not Ptolemy X, the usual attribution.

12 ** Either the first, or second Year 3 of Cleopatra VII as co-ruler with Ptolemy XIII or XIV.



 Ptolemy XII died in 51 BC, and in Egypt was succeeded by his daughter Cleopatra, in 
joint reign with her brother Ptolemy XIII.  The famous orator Cicero was appointed governor 
of Cyprus in 51/50 BC.  The financial crisis continued.  During his administration, two Romans, 
at the instigation of Brutus, loaned money to the Salaminians at an exorbitant interest rate of 
48% resulting in Cicero's prosecution of Brutus' allies.  
 The Paphos tetradrachms of the time of Cleopatra are dated Year One through Year Four, 
and Year Seven through Year Twenty-two (Svoronos 1815-35).  Hazzard notes that the absence 
of any tetradrachms dated Year Five or Year Six.  In the past, this has been accepted to mean 
that the coins were issued from 51 to 47 BC, and again from 44 to 30 BC.  However, if the 
tetradrachms were issued continuously, a logical re-dating is in order.  “It might well be 
considered,” wrote E. T. Newell, “that the coins were struck in his name (the co-ruler’s) as 
they bear the usual inscription . . .” i.e., “Ptolemy, King.”  Since Ptolemy XIII, brother of 
Cleopatra, was co-ruler and his name appeared on the reverse legend, the regnal year, from 
Spring 51 to January 47, and the portrait may be taken to be his.  After his death, the next of 
Cleopatra’s male consorts supplied the name and dating on the reverse of the tetradrachms.
 Important history was written during this period.  While engaged in a civil war against 
Caesar, Pompey the Great fell into the hands of young Ptolemy XIII who had him executed.  
Cleopatra had herself smuggled into Caesar’s presence in a rug, and the great general found 
her irresistible.  Plutarch wrote:

So Cleopatra, taking only Apollodorus the Sicilian from among her friends, 
embarked in a little skiff and landed at the palace when it was already getting 
dark; and as it was impossible to escape notice otherwise, she stretched 
herself at full length inside a bed-sack, while Apollodorus tied the bed-sack up 
with a cord and carried it indoors to Caesar.  It was by this device of 
Cleopatra's, it is said, that Caesar was first captivated, for she showed herself 
to be a bold coquette..." (XLIX)

Caesar intervened in the Egyptian Civil War in favor of Cleopatra.  In 47 BC, Caesar returned 
Cyprus to Egypt, and Ptolemy XIII drowned (or, if one believes Strabo, was executed by 
Caesar).  The production of tetradrachms in his name was stopped at Year Four.  
 To secure her rule with an accepted male ruler, Cleopatra married another brother, 
Ptolemy XIV.    Eusebius wrote:

After Ptolemaeus' [XIII] death, Cleopatra's younger brother, who was also called 
Ptolemaeus, became joint ruler with his sister, as proposed by Caesar.  The 
next year was called the fifth year of Cleopatra and the first year of 
Ptolemaeus [XIV], and so it continued for the following two years, until he 
died.  He was plotted against and killed by Cleopatra, in his 4th year, which 
was Cleopatra's 8th year.  From then onwards Cleopatra ruled on her own. . . . 

While Cleopatra was virtual sole ruler, her male consort’s name was invoked when a king’s 
name was legally needed.  While images of Cleopatra in the guise of a male are unusual, 
“Cleopatra of Egypt” notes a limestone stele with a male pharaoh before Isis and baby Horus 
naming Cleopatra.  The tetradrachms depicting Cleopatra with diadem and aegis were struck 
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in the name of Ptolemy, beginning again with Year One, in January of 47.  Ptolemy XIV was 
killed in June 44 BC, during his Year Four. 13 14

  

  
Base silver tetradrachms dated year 2 and 3 are of Cleopatra VII with either of her brother / 
husbands:  Ptolemy XIII or XIV.  Note the longer noses of the bottom examples.

 The tetradrachms struck for Ptolemy XIII and XIV are so nearly the same that they are 
catalogued as the same in reference books.  Both have the same design, and the same run of 
dates, Year One through Year Four.  For the same reasons, dated tetradrachms of earlier 
Ptolemaic kings are not easily distinguished.  Svoronos 1816 and 1820, Year One and Four 
respectively, have a star or comet above the date, and a pellet below the mintmark.  These 
might distinguish the tetradrachms of Ptolemy XIV from those of his older brother.  
Alternatively, the star may mark the comet of 44 BC.  The star symbol had been used on 
earlier Ptolemaic coin revivals.  The silver octadrachm of Ptolemy I was revived under 
Ptolemy V with star symbols.  Morkolm (Paphos I, p. 101) uses die links to show that the 1) 
star symbol and 2) helmet symbols are the differentiation between 1) Year 3 issues of Ptolemy 
IX and Ptolemy X two years later).  For Year One Svoronos notes 4 examples without star and 6 
with star.  For Year Four he notes 22 without star and 5 with star.

A base tetradrachm dated Year One with a star above the date.  The star may show the reign 
of Ptolemy XIV, the second of the brothers of Cleopatra VII to serve as her husband /consort. 
Alternatively, it may show the famous comet at the ascension of Ptolemy XV, in June of 44 
BC.  Svor. 1816 (13.70g)
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13 A.E. Samuel, Ptolemaic Chronology (Munich, 1962) p. 157 presented papyri – BGU VI 1827-1829, 1832, and 1839 
dated in year 30 of Ptolemy XII Auletes and Year 1 of Ptolemy XIII and Cleopatra VII.  Samuel observed that BGU VI 
1827 included joint dates that imply co-regency among the three monarchs.  He argued that the sequence of 
regnal years was exactly the same for Ptolemy XIV and Cleopatra VII.  Their fourth regnal year should have ended 
in September of 47 BC, if we follow the tables in T.C. Skeat, Reigns of the Ptolemies (Munich 1954).  Samuel 
argued, however, that Ptolemy XIII died before the 15th of January in 47 BC (ibid. p. 169).

14 Caesar (BAI 31) alleged that the boat of Ptolemy XIII had capsized and that the king had drowned accidentally 
with several of his men.  Since Caesar was fighting Ptolemy XIII, Strabo apparently held the general liable for the 
death.



 A die study of the Year 1 to 4 tetradrachms, which should fall into two distinct groups of 
punches and anvils, is needed.  Linkages between dies used for different dates could be 
paired with information about reverse stars and silver content to understand if individual 
punch and anvil die combinations were from the Year One to Year Four of Ptolemy XIII’s reign 
or the same years of Ptolemy XIV’s reign, three years later.  
 An obverse die link between the two star issues would show that they were issued at 
about the same time.  The Egyptian mint officials may have noted the famous comet seen at 
the June 44 BC funeral games of Julius Caesar.   

The tetradrachms of Svor. plates LVII & LVI reattributed
Year  Dates     Svor. #  # of examples
Ptolemy IX, 2nd reign
Year 36   Sept 13, 82 to Sept. 11 81 BC 1688  1

Berenike III
Year 1   Sept 12, 81 to April 80 BC    included with 1659

Ptolemy XI
Year 1   April, 80                  included with 1659?

Ptolemy XII, 1st reign
Year 1   April 80 to Sept 11, 80 BC  1659  4
Year 2   Sept 12, 80 to Sept 11, 79 1660 10
Year 3   Sept 12, 79 to Sept 11, 78 1663  6
Year 4   Sept 12, 78 to Sept 10, 77 1665 11
Year 5   Sept 11, 77 to Sept 10, 76 1666 10
Year 6   Sept 11, 76 to Sept 10, 75 1667 12
Year 7   Sept 11, 75 to Sept 10, 74 1668 11
Year 8   Sept 11, 74 to Sept 9, 73 1669 15
Year 9   Sept 10, 73 to Sept 9, 72 1670 11
Year 10 Sept 10, 72 to Sept 9, 71 1671 11
Year 11 Sept 10, 71 to Sept 9, 70  -   0
Year 12 Sept 10, 70 to Sept 8, 69 1672  1
Year 13 Sept 9, 69 to Sept 8, 68 1673   1
Year 14 Sept 9, 68 to Sept 8, 67 1674 1115

Year 15 Sept 9, 67 to Sept 8, 66 1675  5
Year 16 Sept 9, 66 to Sept 7, 65 1676  7
Year 17 Sept 8, 65 to Sept 7, 64 1677  9
Year 18 Sept 8, 64 to Sept 7, 63 1678 13
Year 19 Sept 8, 63 to Sept 7, 62 1679 18
Year 20 Sept 8, 62 to Sept 6, 61 1680 14
Year 21 Sept 7, 61 to Sept 6, 60 1681 18
Year 22 Sept 7, 60 to Sept 6, 59 1682 11
Year 23 Sept 7, 59 to Sept 6, 58 1684  6
Year 24 Sept 7, 58 to Sept 5, 57 1685  9
Year 25 Sept 6, 57 to Sept 5, 56 1686  1
Year 26 Sept 7, 56 to Sept 5, 55  -  0

Ptolemy XII, 2nd reign 
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15 * Tetradrachms on Svor. Plate LVII dated Year 14 to 25 include both Ptol. X and XII.



Year 27 Sept 6, 55 to Sept 5, 54 1836 20
Year 28 Sept 6, 54 to Sept 4, 53    1837 14
Year 29 Sept 5, 53 to Sept 4, 52    1839 14
Year 30 Sept 5, 52 to Spring 51  1840 15

Ptolemy XIII
Year 1   Spring 51 to Sept 4, 50 BC          4
Year 2   Sept 5, 50 to Sept 3, 49 1817 14
Year 3   Sept 4, 49 to Sept 3, 48 1818 15
Year 4   Sept 4, 48 to Jan 47       1819 20

Ptolemy XIV
Year 1* (?) Jan 47 to Sept 3, 47 1816  6
Year 2  Sept 4, 47 to Sep 3, 46  included with 1817
Year 3  Sept 4, 46 to Sept 2, 45, hair style as Svor. 1821 inc. with 1818
Year 4*   Sept 3, 45 to June 44 some 1819, 1820  5

Ptolemy XV
Year 1* (?)  June 44 to Sept 2, 44 1816  6

Ptolemy XV (dating of Cleopatra VII)
Year 7   Sept 4, 46 to Sept 2, 45  1821   4
Year 8   Sept 3, 45 to Sept 2, 44  1822  7
Year 9 pellet above eagle, 9/3, 44 to 9/2, 43 1823 23
Year 10 Sept 3, 43 to Sept 2, 42 1824 17
Year 11 Sept 3, 42 to Sept 1, 41 1825 15
Year 12 Sept 2, 41 to Sept 1, 40 1826 16
Year 13 Sept 2, 40 to Sept 1, 39 1827 15
Year 14 Sept 2, 39 to Sept 1, 38 1828  17
Year 15 Sept 2, 38 to Aug 31, 37 1829 14
Year 16 Sept 1, 37 to Aug 31, 36 1830 32
Year 17 Sept 1, 36 to Aug 31, 35 1831 16
Year 18 Sept 1, 35 to Aug 31, 34 1832 17
Year 19 Sept 1, 34 to Aug 30, 33 1833 19
Year 20 Aug 31, 33 to Aug 30, 32 1834 14
Year 21 Aug 31, 32 to Aug 30, 31  -  016

Year 22 Aug 31, 31 to Aug 30, 30   1835 22
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16 No tetradrachms of Year 21.  The silver and production capacity may have been diverted to the mint for 
Legionary and other Antony denarii.



Ptolemy XIV is shown on a Roman Alexandrian ivory gaming counter from the Bibliothéque 
National.  The Greek reverse inscription is: XIIII A∆EΛØOC KΛ E∏ATPAC I∆  Brother of 
Cleopatra, which has been taken to be the later brother.  The Latin and Greek number 14 
before and after the name refers to the role of the gaming counter, 1 through 15, not the 
Ptolemy.  Cleopatra of Egypt notes that, “The omission of the king’s name suggests that it was 
politically risky to name the subject at the time the counter was made.”

 After this, Cleopatra ruled as co-ruler with her son Ptolemy XV, issuing tetradrachms 
dated to her own Years Seven through Twenty-two, with the usual Greek “Ptolemy, King” 
legend for the male ruler, her son.  The dates of her coins are calculated from her ascent as 
queen in 51 BC.  The later dates (Years 18 to 20 and 22) eliminate the dates as possible for 
the reign of her son and co-ruler Ptolemy XV, because he was born in 47 BC, made co-ruler in 
44 BC, and killed in 30 BC.  Similarly, the tetradrachms of Years 26 to 30 are from the 2nd 
reign of her father, Ptolemy XII.  All of these tetradrachms seem to show the features of 
Ptolemy XII / Ptolemy XIII / Ptolemy XIV / Cleopatra VII.  Their faces were probably as similar 
as their genetics.
 The rare Year 7 tetradrachms of Cleopatra present a problem. Her Year 7 was from Sept. 
4, 46 to Sept 2, 45 BC.  Ptolemy XIV was co-ruler with Cleopatra VII, in his penultimate Year:  
Three.  He traveled with her to Rome in 46 BC and left with her after the Ides of March 
assassination of Julius Caesar.  A few months later he died in his Year Four, allegedly of 
poison.  
 Svoronos’ book and the ANS collection include fewer examples than any other year, 
suggesting that the absence of tetradrachms dated Years 5 and 6 was continued through most 
of Year 7.  In ANSMN 1975 Otto Morkholm argues that the Year 7 tetradrachms were struck for 
Ptolemy XV in parallel with the Year 22 tetradrachms of Cleopatra VII.   Morkholm notes 
papyrii with double dates Year 17 and 2 through 22 and 7.  He notes two styles hair for 
tetradrachms and a declining quality of silver through the reign.  However, the author’s visual 
inspection of the ANS Collection tetradrachms of this reign does not show any visible decline 
in silver quality over time.  The two hairstyles noted by Morkholm may show the work of two 
die cutters.  This idea is reinforced by the discovery of Year 3 tetradrachms with the unusual 
Year 7 hairstyle.  The unusual hair-style is from 46-44 BC.  The papyrii dates refer to dates of 
the territories in Phoenicia as supported by the dating of Cleopatra portrait bronzes from 
Berytus (RPC 4530) and Chalkis (RPC 4771).  The Phoenician-dated coins are separated by 15 
years while the co-regency of Ptolemy XV began in 44 BC, Year 9 of Cleopatra VII, a difference 
of 8 years.  
 An alternate and simpler explanation for the Year 7 tetradrachms is that they were 
issued in the summer of 45 BC when Cleopatra VII showed greater influence than Ptolemy XIV.  
Ptolemy was in Rome with his sister/wife, quite firmly under her control, through Julius 
Caesar.  Papyrii BG 6.1212, pOxy 14.1629, PSI 1098 and pBon 10 have Cleopatra’s name and 
Year before the name of Ptolemy XIV, without his Year.  All later tetradrachms of this reign 
have the Year of the reign of Cleopatra VII with name of Ptolemy XV.  Like these papyrus 
documents, the base-silver coins are marked King Ptolemy, the name of the male co-ruler, 
because a male was needed for legal contracts and the assured value of the coin was a 
contract signed by a male.

Year 3 tetradrachms of Ptolemy XIV with an unusual hairstyle, otherwise known for Year 7 of 
Cleopatra VII.  Lanz.
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28 cm granite head thought to be either Cleopatra VII or Ptolemy XV (Caesarion).  The 
reverse of a base silver tetradrachm bears Cleopatra’s reginal date Year 16 (37/36 BC), the 
Paphos mintmark, along with the name and title of her eldest son.
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The Drachm

 Two very small issues of base silver Cleopatra portrait drachms of about 3.0 grams were 
struck in Year Six and Year Eleven of her reign.  This means 47/46 and 42/41 BC (Sear 7954; 
Svor. 1853, 1858 var.).  The Greek reverse legend KΛEO∏ATPA∑ BA∑IΛI∑∑H∑ translates to, 
“Cleopatra Queen.”  The mintmark ∏A is to the right of the eagle.  The mintmark indicates 
the activity of the ∏A mint in Year Six, a year not known for tetradrachms.  Presumably the 
mint was busy striking tetradrachms dated Year Two of Ptolemy XIV.  RPC notes that the 
drachm portraits of Cleopatra seem to be younger than that on the bronzes from Alexandria.  
Only a few are known, and the issue must have been very small, perhaps even ceremonial.  
From the Paphos mintmark to the right of the eagle, an attribution to Paphos should be made.
        

Base silver drachm of Cleopatra VII, struck at the Paphos Mint shows similar facial features 
to the tetradrachms. (2.17g, porous)

 The Cypriot mints had a long history of striking silver denominations smaller than the 
tetradrachm, which were used instead of the antique large bronzes.  Didrachms, drachms and 
hemidrachms were struck for Ptolemy V to IX, although with no regularity.  Fractional silver 
below the hemidrachm was rarely struck.  Most of this smaller denomination silver coinage 
has portraits attributed to the reigning monarch, not Ptolemy I.  Alexandria struck no 
fractions of a tetradrachm, although some ∏A mintmark drachms are sometimes attributed to 
Alexandria.  Large bronze drachms and hemidrachms played a larger change-making role in 
Egypt, than in Cyprus.  Of 554 Ptolemaic coins recorded from Paphos II, the largest is a 40 
gram bronze double-unit with lotus symbol, attributed to Ptolemy VIII or later.  (It is probably 
Cypriot as noted by Lorber).  However, the earlier, larger bronzes are commonly found in 
Egypt.  The very rare base silver Cleopatra portrait drachm, marked with the ∏A Paphos 
mintmark fits into the structure of denominations on Cyprus.
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The Full-Unit

 The largest bronze denomination, circulating in Cyprus during the time of Cleopatra, 
was a bronze unit.  This coinage has the same form as those of her predecessors: the 
diademed and horned head of Zeus right paired with reverse of two eagles, and a symbol 
before. The latest style Zeus is laureate, rather than diademed and horned.  On one laureate 
Zeus issue, there is a star before Zeus.  The exact relationship between the bronze full-unit 
and the silver tetradrachm is not known with absolute certainty.  However, calculating 
backward from the time of Egyptian bronze coinage of Augustus as valued by Milne, this was a 
diobol.  Die axis is 12:00.  This denomination was struck on broad, thin flans, with beveled 
edges. The Greek legend is “Ptolemy King.”  Most Ptolemaic coins have this legend.  
The two eagles on the reverse are accepted by some experts as representative of the two 
rulers on the throne of the Ptolemaic Kingdom.  There are two periods of joint rule in the late 
Ptolemaic Kingdom that saw the production of bronze coins with two eagles: 1) Ptolemy IX 
and X as co-rulers, and 2) Cleopatra VII and Ptolemy XIII to XV as her co-ruler.  During the 
time of Ptolemy IX and X, the half-unit averages 9.6 grams.  Early in the reign of Cleopatra, a 
half-unit weighed an average of 6 grams.  The use of a broad, thin flan is consistent with a 
later date attribution, while a shorter, thicker flan would be typical of the joint reign of 
Ptolemy IX and X.  The ten examples of the full-unit with various symbols found at the dig at 
Paphos II may be a mix of both dual-reign periods.
 After 39 BC, a new form of the full-unit was struck.  The obverse features a fairly crude, 
diademed and draped bust of Cleopatra VII as Aphrodite, facing right, scepter behind her 
shoulder, holding an infant as Eros in her arms.  References call the infant Ptolemy XV 
(Caesarion). (RPC 3901; Sear 7957; BMC 6, page 122, #2-3; Svor. 1874.)  The association of 
Cleopatra with Aphrodite was not particular to these coins.  Julius Caesar had placed a gilded 
bronze statue of Cleopatra in the Forum Julium beside the cult-statue of Venus Genetrix.  
Plutarch wrote, “Cleopatra herself reclined beneath a canopy of cloth of gold, dressed in the 
character of Venus, as we see her in paintings . . .”  (Antony 25.1-3).  Cleopatra’s connection 
with Aphrodite may be responsible for her reputation as a beautiful woman.
 From an art-historical perspective, this is a very important obverse.  It was the first use 
of an individual baby on a coin, and the first coin-image of Aphrodite and Eros in this position.  
The obverse would have been seen as Venus and Cupid to the Romans, Isis and Horus to the 
Egyptians.  The early Christians would later adopt this woman and baby image, as “Madonna 
and Child,” a theme repeated in Christian art and coinage for centuries.  
 The reverse has a double cornucopia, joined at the base, and bound with a fillet.  The 
monogram KY∏P that stands for Cyprus appears to the right.  The legend in Greek is 
“Cleopatra, Queen.”  Collectors have long admired this rare coin.  A small number are known, 
perhaps under twenty.  Modest production may account for rarity of this type. 

Rare bronze full-unit of Cleopatra VII, struck at Paphos, shows the queen holding her baby, 
probably Alexander Helios.  (15.62g)
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 The flan preparation for this c. 27-29 mm issue appears to have been the same as for 
the Alexandrian coinage of Cleopatra.  Blanks were cast in moulds, drilled in a stone or clay 
matrix.  The weight standard calculated by RPC is 16.46 grams average.  RPC specimens are 
noted with weights from 13.95 to 18.50 grams.  This closely matches the weight of the bronze 
full-unit in Egypt.  The bronze full-unit in Egypt had similar dimensions but was marked with 
the denominational sign ∏ that stood for 80 copper drachms.
 Key elements beyond the reverse legend support the attribution of the portrait to 
Cleopatra VII.  The facial features of Cleopatra are unusual and well known.  Judging from her 
coins, she was not particularly attractive in the classical sense of beauty, although she was 
portrayed historically as one of the most beautiful woman of her era.17  In 66 AD, Plutarch 
(Antony 27.2) noted Cleopatra was less pretty than she was charming: 

Her own beauty, . . . was in itself not altogether incomparable, nor such as to 
strike those who saw her.  But the charm of her presence was irresistible, and 
there was an attraction in her person and in her talk together with a peculiar 
force of character which pervaded her every work and action, and laid all who 
associated with her under its spell.  It was a delight merely to hear the sound 
of her voice, with which, like an instrument of many strings, she could pass 
from one language to another . . .  

Her sharp, hooked nose and heavy mandible are almost masculine family traits.  The nose and 
chin are facial features inherited in part from her ancestor Ptolemy I Soter, whose rather 
grotesque portraits also show a prominent nose and a very large chin.  Over 1500 years after 
Plutarch, Blaise Pascal would write, "If the nose of Cleopatra had been a little shorter, the 
whole face of the world would have been changed."  
 The unusual nose of Cleopatra is depicted in several different ways on coins.  
“Cleopatra of Egypt” notes, 

. . . coins do not show the same nose in profile.  In Alexandria the minters 
portrayed a straight nose with nostrils that are a little over-prominent, in 
Askalon the nose is long and pointed while in Antioch it is boney, almost 
‘Bourbonic’.  How can this be?  Let us recall the observations made above:  as 
with pictures, coins transform the model.

 The squared chin of Cleopatra is perhaps her strongest portrait feature.  With the 
strength of her chin, her mouth is slightly down-turned.  Considering Cleopatra’s large nose 
and chin, the assimilation to Aphrodite, Goddess of Beauty, with the Queen’s features is a 
rather difficult one, though Plutarch cites the connection from multiple sources.  Aphrodite 
was an important Goddess on Cyprus, with a very important temple at Paphos.  Tradition says 
that the Goddess came ashore for the first time near the city, born of the waves and the sea-
foam.  On the full-units, the Queen’s chin is somewhat reduced, but not eliminated.  
Playfully, one can say that the rather crude Cypriot bronze portrait of Cleopatra VII is the 
ugly, Greek Ptolemy I Soter combined with the pretty Goddess of Beauty, Aphrodite!   
 There was exceptionally heavy intermarriage among her Greek-Ptolemaic ancestors, 
generally with brother marrying sister.  These incestuous relationships produced heirs.  The 
only ancestors of Cleopatra outside of the direct dynastic descendants of Ptolemy I Soter 
were Arsinöe I, Berenike II and Cleopatra I; each of who was each descended from the royal 
houses of other generals of Alexander.  All this meant that Ptolemy I Soter, while eight to ten 
generations back, was an ancestor of Cleopatra VII in so many branches of her family tree 
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17 During the second century AD, Galen believed Cleopatra had written a study on cosmetics.  He quoted from it in 
De Compositione Medicamentorum 12. 403-4 “Kuhn.”


