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No dreisive evidencE has ycL come to light 8n Lhc much debated
questiat of tle Alexandrian sCRute, HOwevcr. in 7iew of thE many

onlroversia} opinions which appeard on varios punts reatEd Lo iL, aن 
reaSsesSmEnt and fresh interpretation of tIe idence ى t hand migh1
not fail to prescnt tu mattcr in a new light and to clanfy somc of
its deuails.

The uestion [alls hroadly in tu prs. Th !irst Is wlcthr
AlexandriA had ٤ senaعt at all whm it wus fir31 funued and the second
is, if it did lve onc, wheuher that senatc {whicl was not in existencc
from thc uime of the Poman conqucst until tعh reign of Sptimiu9
(5S enwsم Ma9 abnlished by 0utavian or diappeured someLime during thc
Ptolcmaie rule.

٦he firsI halr of the qucmTy was stared Hy Kommsen who deنl rcd
1hat neither Alexandria nor Pto!cmais could have passe9sed any
deliterative a5semblis, whether an &rKAnain or a- fث ruAj, siNCc suel
constitutional «ryans whih where thne mnainstny oF autonomous rule in
Creck citie, wcre simpY incompatible with a muTarchy sa lirmly bascd
on divine rule as thut of the Polemics '.

This asseni8n wici1 was fo!!awed by huchLاض eru «nd Tarn:,
wa5 pry shaken by {he discovery in Egypt, ir 1896 , of thrc decrees
psse by tt senate amd assmbly at' Ptalemais and the mattcT iذ rO9
practically stled to 1he advantage of thsE opposing this 7'iew ftcr the

.h. vol. 7 p ,Mormxen ب552 kbniche Ceyا. 
2. bbuchwe-علعيL r His4. des {L dهgن vol, lII p٨، 152 f،; Trn, HelLEnistie

Ciwihisation {3rd. cd،1 n 185.
3. DitteberEEr 0.G.l I, 47 8. 9.
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diseovcry of {hc letter of Caudius t٥ the Alexandrians in wlih he
refcr to their elaim that thuy hud w scnatc wrder their oا Kings',
Howewer, in view of the I952 dition of Tams Helteistic Ciritisatien
in which the existence of sucl a senate is suil denicd, a brief
reexamintttion of the claim of the Alexandrians And a quiek.review of
thc opinions expreSsed round it mighL.nat hc out of ordTr.

The elaim of the AlcxAndrians, it could be said, might not be
{TuE, since Claudis rcfcrs ta it by simply saying «yu &ه ة »٤yev,,
But the lexandrians could not huwe told suuh a faErent lie. FirsL,
١his would stand RgRisi their intErvst in the long run as it wauld soon
he discovered by Claudius, whetwr uhrotgh lis own knowledge or
otherwise. Secondly. he wold hawe simply faced them will their lie
and wquld not have haLn bovnd {o rxoIt t6 the Ininy preCaLUions
which le Iaok in i s ز rply wlt le aid ؟ tat it w3ة not wn orinury
requcst and shculd 1herefore he cxamina im the light of his own
intercsts and of what was od ع for tlc city and finaly thuL he would
entrust this inquiry to his prefEcL 8tnvilius ReCtus:,

Thus it was not that he did not krow, htt Tather tha! le had
nothing to siy n ن tle ا matter of rlEir lawig lad nate ك ع undcr tleir
olu Kings. Fc close to ignotc tlose kings nd thcir period nd خ was
going to be bnund only by the preccعd nt of 1le Roman emperOTs,
especially AugusLus, whxc policy le {allowed and rspectc. 8n what
he decided to ignore msf have been to the advantAge of the Alexan­
niun%, ofherwis lnis Teply 4o them would !vwve beem that they wer try­
ing 4o gt from hin whnt their own kings ١vcr e مع uhcm.

Rsidcs, proyiding Alexardria wirL a sentc wculd not lRve stdd
in 1hE way of monarvlicAl ن cntralisE rule. Greek cities have kept thEir

ratEs nd assen1bfies wnder sinilar conditians whEn Tley pussed undEr$ع 
MaceDonian hCgmony ٤Ter Chaeronne attd the formation of the
Hcllenic nion ا and Even aftcr Alexander shwed them the strong hand.
And it wauld b a cik nrgument Lo say tluat Altxtrdriu was : nUw
fourdauion and would threfore tot confrnt AlexanLder or the
HElenistic rulers with the obligation of regnising an Already existing

1، Bell, (P, Lnd.} Jes atd Chrstunو in FgynL 192: Hunt &عن and EdAr,
Sاe-1 Rapyri, I4, n8. 2t2, . .م&4 I!. &72.

2. JDuguwcr. Ssembles ومز8 d'Alexaadric & F"Emrد gue Flolen1:IigLR, {BhulI. e
١p a د73 (SJe. d{8kch. d "tAlexardrI, (1948) pا 
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onLitutiaأ Orنg n 31$ ١ ؟ th c3sc in tte citics ٩iuieh wvTE comprisd
in the Hllenie !nio. snec othcr citi :lsq fuuuded in (ln HllcnisLic
.p riodع uuh ؟ s ن ،ntideh, 4Ere previued with scل»٢» An%,

Ag:in. thc Fir4 Hel!nis!ic rulers tnicd their bcst to atrrct uhe
Creeks 1o thcir kingdoms un 1a tmnt them 1o sEtie tiire ptranentl,
In thc case of the PLoleeiEs those Grvks wuld fornu te Hackbone of
heir triking ؟ forcu in (h bAtdctied wvhile their txpricna> i nuaRtcTs
of admFnistratio an uunomic،!l nlanring wnuld t n ة indi-pnshle
elcmnEnt, Under sucl cireunIs!:nC, prary ف conditinn would he to
provide a Grcck tusphere ta 1!osc immigrans- in which su ت (he
crEation o dclibcrative sscmHlids. if thcy had not ،Jready hccn p¢
wided hy AlcxandUr, wuald t' a {orcgnuE coclusion.

In view of ١HEse considcrions althotgl Alexanna hekongcd,
١n reuhity, Tu nw Type of citis ifferent frnm 1:e ol 50Ae15,
to t Tar's discDiptioN,' the uxiterce of a Scnate in that city, from
he timc of its founNuios1, t at lr:st from th htgiiing of ١h Pok­
miu rwc should wot b : matter ٧f awcstiun, The ustian sliauld he
ruter how٧ much anthariLy was vcstd in it in 0rdcr (o prvide h
u1o21omauS Fomm wiiich wuuld aisly u: scntinUnLs oF th inImigrInt
Grccks wha longcd for a ity-s1at 'tmosphere, without st:1nding in the
way of thc nrnliscdl System uf {e1nTunt 1hiel te Polcmis ch06ح 
to adupt.

»

Aft٤r ١lis brief survcy i٦ Would ht rensonahle 1o srart my tre3t­
menl of th٤ subjcct with thE aS54ImpLon tl1:t Ue AlExandrian Sennate did
cxist at the beginring 0f 1l Ptolvmui٥ ru! T ١٤rohlUm م now is The
ime of iIs disapp3rnce: whctcr tls liapcnud tnUer A .Eustus ذ at 1hc
bcginning af Roman r1le. a% p٦r tl٦ ن ehnes٤r 1١٥hv ١C٧ cr# ٧3
١l١٤١hc٢ 1١ 1oak [lacv an ان earlier dt. Th mcthd I shall f!lowv will
bc, first, 1a reexamin thc lit:rry and douurUnt:Iry evidenUe know (o

and econumicا s on the snbjeet 5n thn to discuss somL soeiaا 
circvmsIamccs which prevailvd in Egyrt lawurds tle middle of (hE
Ptolenitaie pcriod an whicl wr likcly to h+ a h¢:ni?1? «n or qTuEstion.

1. Op. v .t٨ ل 18%.
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I will «1an wiu the inseriplion publishd by E, Drcccia and
restorcd by Phaumann', Thc resror4icn, whih is very [lausiblc,
records a dEEision p sscdم by the dEmo9 and senate of Alcxandria wnd
red٩ as follows :

'Eلإ " teنءم s 4wrilo7و 'e[, ٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠-]
['AmoM»&uم a» yy«pwarlvد s +6,y puu»%s (?}]
{ mTurd& [ اساء دمن= ءو»2 ]مد..٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠:[

»-]p2o}e m٩٠['6:٠ وowم١ tnم٤] ٠٠٠٠٠٠[
5 [A٩7٤ «A٤ r · [ءة سروة =gu# [ < له<ه yvi»-]

['Ere،6ز ، .،...]v«os 4opi&[«s .٠.٠٠..-]
«&]evero m€[و u '?]«eos8 قs rauا aمو وة [

dNu و'AAeE «ه8«»&[?]٠٠٠٠٠-٠٠[ ]٣ ز٠»5+
٤٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠-٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠1 [٨٠]٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠٠

co RomAnع camnot &ee on #he inscrihed stone M4 the Craا 
Muscum, AIexnndria, he obligue trace which appeared clearly to
Plaumann before .th «&س(8 line) in Breccia's photograpبh since te
brokcn edge of thc stone is we! roURded by erosion and age- ٦ 1race
whicb must hawe belAngcd to a thin according ه to Jouguct.: It i5
evident, howeYer ns Plaumann rcmarked, that the prccding letlcr must
have bcen a triangulnr lEtter which wa9 most prohbly a . ك

Thi8و ppnrs clearly from a omparison of thE distanUe Rtween
the lefters where a 4 or ٦ P omc in question. The distAnc bElween
a P and a preccding which} ا could also stnd for plain vertical lettErs)
is 2-3 mm٩, as in thc fimt Line of the inscription. WHen the prece­
eding let t rع is an 4? -٠ n roundEd letter -- the dislance reachcs half u
cm.ه s in the sccond.and sirth linEs. 'The distance we hae bfore the
P in « بe م tc the edge of 1he brokcn stont is 9 mm. and we sti l لأ
h veح no trace of a Ietter Tis i omly cumpatible with a sine ك the
distanجc Hetween this lettEr and A 1ollowing verLica] letع r [similar to
the R} iy 910 cmm, as in thc case oF the I ثد in the first line.

nl. XXY[, 6; O. Hkaumann,64ا .ine n0اه E. Brccia، l&crzione drechc e Lلا. 
Bemerkugen zu den AgyTlischعr Epupyrerdatierungrn aus Holeaix-her 2rit, Klia
XIT pp. 485٨

2. Op. cit
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The origin of ١le inscription, ho9ever is opcn 1o dispu1. Tle
ly that itذ iven rise to Lhe pxsihilع rtion of thE prytaneis in it hs١ ع

might hawe c0me fr٥m Rhodes.8ا lthough this has prccde1t iu rhe
inscrption of Abu Mandour" Jougucl Gomtends that Ihis lAtur showed

re is rrhing in our insription 1oغ ect wbilc Luل igns of the Donian diAع 
stand aمg inst its Alexandrian origin. But the disputed otigin is aot tlc
oly weak point in it. Thcr is nothing to indiuale lE time at which
ir had been inseribe and ١hErefore it docs not provide us wiL A datc
at and before whieh the &nat was still in existen --٥ f clة which
mighl have hclped us in dccidirg broadly, the time of iR disappearance.

A srcond picce of evidence in this rcspec is the paPyns
pulslished by Girolamo Yitclii and Mcdc Norsa. The text containcd
in it is th Arguments put forth by an Aluxandnian emb ssy to''ka ' بومة
in praise of a senate. 'Although the publishers sec in it a plea +y the
Alexandnians submittcd to Augustus im order not t6 dissolve 1hir
enate, Oliwer sees in it 8 reguest for a ssnatr whFeh ty did notع 
have and prefers to add it, on philological and ouer grvunds. tq 1hwe
hIterary (Exts whic were callc uh Acls of the Heathen MarlyIw
which always deaأ wiL an mbassy beforc {h empcTor and in wlticl
١he cmperor is freuuenty refcrred to as 4aiiraم . Schuban plas it at
the Lime ot Claudius bsing bis apinion on the fact that in his icter to
the 8lExandrian9 hE mentions Ihat their reguest for having a scnate
was the fnist of its kind- which is incOmpaui ble with tHe suppsition

d a similar request undcr Augtsls • Agin Dnع hey wubmnitا tاhلت 
linguistis and otHer gounds Bell takes it 1o bc "a semi-literary tcxt
s on ofTcial acta which rccDrds the proeeedings of n ة Alexandrian
emhassy to Ctaian eithعr during his sا ay in Egypt or mOrc prob:bly
At a larr priod oT just possibly of' an Emshtsذ y t ClaudiHs, sEnt Lo

".'k for the grant of a scnateم& 

١, Pاaumuann, op cHri se alsa 4. ,WilHclm, BeiIriي e ٦ur Griehisecn
Ischriftskunعd ، p, 179,

2. Jouguer. La Yie Municipole ans ه 1'Egypte R0maine, Hr. ١9I1, . م27
3, Reseuntc di wna apen/ء e ٤r di AleSamrini # Augu51 , ا T.$. A, A,

2V, sunpl.. pp. 9- 1١; aا so Hy themn, Sul rapiro dtells DDY,F d'8kessandrle
B.5.8.A., XVIL.

4 J, H. Cliver. The pt}»ر Papyrus. 8rgyptus Xl. pn 165- 7,
5. W. ShubarU Die Baul% won AlesntLsaa. AuFetin d tInsEع Fr. d'8rch,

aricntule, MXX . .م40ل7,٢
6. Dell. THe Probعl of ١he Aاexanrian Scrate, AEyptUs, Xll, pp, 173-18.
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I am:on the side oT those wha assgn it to the rcign oT Claudius.
The r3u is that the muain Appruh i5 common to butl tHE #uuuest
f this cmhassy and 1h Claudian letcr to 1le Alerandrians. ln their
reuuest, thc pcmbUr9 of 1 cmbaذ sy enumerete tle bnefs af thc
&anaهt te Ihcir city ٤nd to th¢ {OveTment. Tlis is 1lc samc line
Adoptcd hy Cluudius in his lettur whtcn he s:٧y5: vi8,ر Mnr ٤} 0 u vaiم ١٦e٤

.R٣8...امة Trpd 7p3&ا«لز ni 6٦ ر٠he«m م32,0

How٥7er, even jf i٤ were an otficial ddumEnt addrsscd to
Augu64u5 whether Lh mc ا of the couuuest oF shenly aftr tl:at, tl
tcxL، a mcmt:onal carlier, stil falls slor1 of ny ة dcfnitc indicaion as
to whnther it is a reuucst to csTablish a senatc whicl did rot exist
Hefarc nr apperl not to abolish nne whicl١ was alrcady there aN
thcreforc w caMnot' depend un it s decisive evidcncc in dur uverry-

2 # #

Th٧s we all؟ hack on the three tExIs whicl usua!!y fmmn tie
ba i٥ د evidenc an the quesuon. Tle two pssAge3 in Dio Cssius and
SparLianus and Clantdius' Ictter 1٥ 1e Alexandrans, Of thse ١ will
$٩art with DزD'$ p;'$ge . Afer talking ahuut thc spccial circrstnUCs
which nade Aurustus trc Egypt .in a dihereMt wAy to tlwc ote p:rts
of the Empire, Dio goes on to descrhe thc sRriaأ cnstiuutioNuأ 
mcasIres whicH AuguSlus aok ا in thc cse of its inlHabitamts, Fr th
convenieNce nF' thc disLusi0R I shall uuote the p:1s3ge i ;[{fu ر

Mi rais،جيرا4 بجو٤ .:ر ن ev 5 'H٢=٤ رe٠0Netei١٠٠s&ر 'r«=,,ه v٢ &ير
:1eFa ءت;v تm4٤ :&نه ةثي30A2٤٤r0٧ جe -ى 8''٦;٨0,wi03لع٤« م340٤ و»1 و١٤٠ 

»rri ن ي €A&٤ بر€ ١»٠٦'٦'١٧٢٢٧7٢٢'٦i١٤٩٠١٦٤١eم aTrt:١١2نوره ruv K/136yر «. +،d١٤rلا٠ 
١r٦4, ,م0٩ ه0-, ra4ز +لو w« Lr irye٠AAريع٨٤ r¢. =i1 ن¢#٤ny+,م٨١٠+٠, 

i4, 3٤ fpi١٠« رi e،2لآ ttnk,4%.دابر «iم &n٤٤١٩٤٢v e# ء 8;; w«i €y  م٤#٤arv»A ;و'•.1
«ni € ٣١ ر 'P, { wnr٦٠٠i٤7'/ 'بو.'14 ا ٦0{ ٠:; =#»يج٤٠r٧ و ث» # #s;١ 3eر n uer iay
¢:1paو١& r¢,,

T٢٤ scntcncc ٦٢٠١٢ .1A٤٠ »,ن٢rer,، fo ' م!eNecet ن'، cn H
takeN, without aty strinitي of ١h mReunirg tu dcmc 1h3t in th cas
٥f ١h٤ AlRandri:ns Je (Augustus) cnnMundcd then ( conduut 1heir
goVernmcnt or politiel life withoul $Entors the re?Uretcc heing 1u

.u: L1, Di دs ذ17 Cا، 
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Lhe membems of an Alxandnun Senate. HUvuver, 5clubart.' whn is
nowy followcd ty Bel," uon t ndsخ that ،t٤/€٤٠١!o١٠3+ ١ ء:» rfErs Lu Nme
:nd no4. to Al:Andri: Thc argument put fort i that lc was tRtkin,

the begianing of the passugte. about dcpriving the Egyptians fromnا 
membership of Tlc Ronan 5enatc (this would hu a :peeial mtasur
diferen1 from what was followed in othsr prs of the Empire. such ns
6aul, 1her¢ nauivcs €njoyed Roman citiwrnship) an therefore thE rest
af the paSsuge should also refr tu Rome, in whicl cat the dcpriing of
Alexandrans from the mcmbenhip of the senate shoul simply h takcn

enera! tcrms akout .thc Egvptiansع specification after he talkcd in3:ا 
as a whole,

This intEmpreta4ion, howcvct, mneets with sommc difieultics, 'The
first of these lies in the fact that Dio transfers his narrative from talk­
ing 2boul Egypt's rlution witl Rome to descrihing i+ inLrnal polhiual
life In the country bcfore he talks ahdut the Ahexantrians a fct wlnivh
Pives the descripUion a purcly loca! claraUاer, The dcvUnintion nf the
caunTry's populousness, i4s wealth and the fickleness of i inhahitants
had comrelled Augustus to take cetuain precaurions. Egypt w;5 nol oing ع
to be cnLrusted to anyonte frn th Ramn $٤n4uri:sl OT إن٨3,1% was
any Roman scnator going to be allowG to cntet thc land without tlc
express, uNd pcmsonal pernission of Caesar. Tlج suretunsc «4' ١6 ،، ,.. ج0 ا
to ¢ f س ء 'Rرجرن s natural camplction 1o this rcltion between Lgypt
nnd Rome, The writcr now $fan8 to tulk ahut the constitulIon:!
mcذ sures takcn inside tlc countiy, ProoF of 1uis is proviDcd Hy
the faet that fe taل ked abot tlc othcr ciuies or pt%ces in Eyypt
before he started 1o ralk about 1he Alxandrians - «MlA +87: ­,:i8#، »عز٠

vi0-0s nIust he to .purcly loual#+و rncc inة a=o:s، Th refء R{}و 
conditions as Wد cse placcy (or tbcir inhabitants) did not have any
٥ffeial or cmnstittional rclations witl Romc hfore. Thc descriptiu1l
of The uarstitutional status ٥f 4lexandrian5 (a!!ows immcdiaTcty in rhe
same sEntenUu an is tuerneD hy th 31m l١٦4iniLiye . #٨A: re:ie»tnr, l
this case his referenec to the Alexndri:ns cuuld net havc heen :1 spcili:­
tion aftur a gencral descriptior of Egyts reltion wih Kumc on ccount ة
of the intcrceding sentcrce it whih he talks ahout thc intmal atl:iry
'o fن the cauntry.

Op. ctا. 

2 0n eit.
3. 5uer. €»pus.. 9; Tacitus. 8nN., 31, 55.
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Arother dilrieulty fallaws .fom thc faعl that. fr from 4rlking
in th wlwolU paد sنIgv cly ubeut IUt and ils srate, Di 3hows Clctrly
(huit he ١a consuiou6 nF two scnaus, the [Romat nd tlte Afexandrian;
Aا .th٤ cnd of hi٩ narmative l winds up his acount hy tatking about
4he chamgc which took plucc under 5cerus and his son Anoninus i a
lunguage which shows clary tiat lt was cOrxious of ttt twu s natesش
all the time ٢v¢6um i¢ & ،K :ف ،..»Atuvapei نء ,ي+.'1 kai4v ٦yر 'H1فر٩إ ..

Rew titar it has been estahtished ،that tlE refercncc in .the phrase
in questinN A,e&petr ي8.+} i208٤٤٤ مevr٠7, =u80eiiaPa  ةAruae1»,٤ فم
refvr٩ to he Alexaadrian scnate, thc stress laid on thc fact that {he
A[cxandnun, as contrsted to the inhabitants of thL other Egyptiun
cilics, wer goirg to coNduct their govcrnment witho4 a scna1c tnust
mcan uat this scnutc had jumped u the centre of puliticl intcrest hy
omag in uestion in One vز y or tte arher, Thcre ar unly w0 ا w3y%
in whieh 1hiق could take place. Th 1irst would he that Cctavian
ablisltd un already cxisLing 6enate. The second wounld be wat thc
Atcrmndtiun4, ha7ing no senutc, reuEstcd Augstus fur 1he grant of 0nc
bu er ا refuscd tlat. Dio's way of describing this fact nnd oT shwing
That it desurvت a sprcial ncntioM. wu; the simple and conist c0ntr:s1
of thc case of the 8lexantrians t٥ that af t h othcrع cities - ١hcre
nothing out of tle ordinary hnnd 1akcn pltee,

8gainst 1h:s seond uttcmative there is an oletion which,
although :danced hy fng±rK in relation to nnather tExt. hars on Ihc

mE idL. After e baule of iifc and deat, his argument proceeds, itلية 
is unlikeky that the AlExandniuns wowtld haye usked Augusts such :
priwiltge as uTing ع 1hen1 a statE, On hns only to know, l ceninues,
huw tHc Alcxandrians felt ard belaved 1owards te cofquerer in order to
leuvc eut such suppsition.1 ن THe reference is to a passag in Plularls
lif of Antavy whre the historiAr says, takng ol Cctavian, "when he
hd cntcrcd thc ymnsiun ع 3ntd mcuntحd a plutfOrm rued then- ٢o٤
him, the pcople crc heside Ihcmselves with tError und prOstratcd
LCmsetves hefdre him""."

This, lDwever, is 6n y أ half the pictur and, :s sucl . ا does nut
ilu&trate faitfl!y thc r!utian hetween the Alexandrizns and tle
conبu uerer, The ot%er haIf i5 wcll portred by Dio and Plutarl15,

}، M٩:ur١1s Enprrs, TXer Drief dcs K:Iiد r an d eن Aleنx nriner. KIiu R$171م. .
2. H!utnh. 8n10ny, LXXX.
3, Putarch, Ibil., Dio siu ؟نت  ,ق ،للا3,16 5د
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٢٠٦٦e faet is,'' Dio tells 1%, 'hE did nat onsider ن it iقe ta infliet
any irrepurhle inFurY upon a pople of sucl١ tig nunhcrs, who might
hc f ب use to thc Ignuns in muny ways.'' This is ilhustratcd in ١hc nurr­
٧i٧ of t l twoع hisorun% by mre thin ore inslRnce, Octuviin spur
١hE Alexandrian captives su that n n ن o fن tعh m perishc Hc also d fiveredع
in Greek the speerch in whicl he declred his prdon tn thc Ahrandrans
so haLا tey might understand it, Again, he €Rpresed his dmirution
far tweir iy ن and iLs founder. aud fnr their cukturc in ١he ٢rson of
Arios. 1leir fclاow citLzrr, of whos Icaring 'and cmpunionship he
awailed l»imscTF and for whoxe sake he prdoncd many AlUrandrians.

In this atmosphere the Aloxandrians could no1 lave rvmaineu in
feat ln fc they did not Realising thcir ne1v situation and thu1
،Htة iun's mastvry was Ihcre to $lay, tl1y 50On STartcd 1o makc thc hCst
f this sitatis6. Tlwey trcd to get Cavian on thcir sidc Hy tying to
imprcss Jim with one thing or the othcr. Aftcr h visiud AlEx:Inder'  ذ
tomb thcy tried k himعna ا visit the mbs ا of their Kings. Thcy
a s ا Lried to nake him enter the sunuary of Api.

However Ctavian showEd them, in a im nanner that if he
appreciated +hcir Creck uulture and admircd Alexander, uh founder f
١hier heautiful city, he wus tuot ready to ccept ة tlieir king3. ''[ AmE
1 scc a kinز , nul cOrpes ws his rdply L 1hcir rquest to wisit the

.mbs af 1he Ptolcmiesا 

Thi ivcs ع us thc luc ت to the situation. Thc AlUxandnans would
٤&k him for a reopening of tHcir old scnate, Thcy vuاd hc enLoutuccd
by thc lenicny wkich Je slowed tu thcm and wlicl e ا1 wantad (heIn,
by words und deeds, to frl. Tcy would not be afraid ta ask him for
wha١ thy lta lst under Llseir awn kings. He had chosen 1o ignorc
thosc kings. TIcir uppraach, inthi se. wuutd hc that Alexandcr. ١hotu
he adoired and whUs¢ grcatncss he rEcegniscn, :d providcd their city,

٧n af' Lhs١٧u5hich Octa7١n also admurc with snat and itم 
wury kirgs ١hnm he did mr appreeiute, that abalslRcd it

BI٢ if 18t 73% tl1¢ $tat of relations hcnccn @tavian tnd the
Alcxandriins, one migh1 ask, why did hc rcfuse 1o grant them ther
reuucst ? ThE ucstion is y غا نui٢5 ك to :nswer Ocravian drvwY  ن
«harp line hetween 7٧h4 was desiraHlc (o evi:te لن 1e fvars of the
AlUxandrian٧ nU win thcm ovLr to his side land wlat 1as FtEss:1Ty
{o kccp his nEwly wOn doIMinion undr firm cetrol. Dy is <1rtgiثu 
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pusntion as a front line defcnce aي ainst any €rUtoaclmcnts wpon the
e٤٤4ern {rnticrs of" the Empire by the PaThians or tعh Nabaعt anx or
any troubkcsom neiglbour from thut direction, by its cen al ا positson
which commanded the commcrcial route beTwcen tlE &ast and west and
lust, btt not lcast, hy its ugricultural wealth which wouid makc it a

,ran٤٢y for thc citivcns af Rome big cnongh to balanoe, to his dAntagcع 
the corn producing sEnatorial provincc of Afica-erowed with al thce
advantagcs Egypt w٤Ls mo ordinary addition to the Roman Empire and
in prTiculat. to Augustus' ofTicial sphcre of infuence within that Empire.
8gain, is Eeagraphical structurc made it csy for any strong pcrson {or,
wha i9 worKE, any argnised hcdy) t lavc a centraliscd guvcrnment with
vcrythirg !irm!y in his np ع and to he, therefor, a conLinuaus source of
(rouble for lHin1.

-[lwcr, tlEn, wة : tlE linc that sEparated whaL was desirable from
what was tUcesنS ry. I he was going to prohibit the members f' the
[Roman senate ftom entering Egypt unless he gav them perscral pemis-
5ion, hc was not goig to estaHlish an AleAandnian .'S nateم To the
reyuLst of the Alexandrians his anwEr weuld be alirm R. His policy of
leniency .was not gcing to €n nglc نا iim into a promse where he did not
war1t to givE one, He would b no more compromising thten than whEn
he gave a fat rctusal to the invitation which they cxtendcd to him t6
visit the 4umbs of the kings or the sunEtuay of Apis.

± بإ« عد

,l] dcl now with tle letter of Claudius to tle AlexaNdriansتا sا 
wlih i t secondع text beaTing on our tuetion. The liney » whieh
cUnEetn us direcly are;

mم i &± r7s u857٢ ر 5 ٤v عز٤+ muTe nfe ركدت ] و v1  ء:عر {«ث ء«+
n€ز t [ mpd?٧&'»¢٦r٥,24ystyا٤ uA&usv ov«&y{رسة ث «xدرثن 

2epu»«%» wd« ٢i7«rat (4lxer) ma#rn١g oT8aae. Iuvo5ا % ]
{=pcrت u} nrnfaAl ع ٤aAav3pa م تa5، دو#فر ن y« مجn ز% rorw د?بز3 ب

aلإ pa&ؤ aasiر piY#و oi٤ عرat reiy tt [ «st 77} +/i8ت٤٤ vruv٤ م
(aasت Aو a &nlGe  م1i رuAAr»١'P, ءتر, ا ةvurkE لaafa٤ م8)
e&ر er [ rة »j«حب uv «،oraatn» (e ه3% wnk{=٦nعز٥٤٤« 
,roCe٦aأ1 ر٤« vمدة &م 'ye &&v (8cev),katد ة+ن a٢ رةi3e,»6 دm0٦ م

D:e €.:ssius, Ll,  .ا17

2. ١l, 66-72.
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[ will dividc thc argument of Claudius. cnfained in the% lins
into ٢hree parts. THe hrs١ par is wlere hL (alks abouL the existene
of the &enate 4٦٤ rov +ipaiu» .«&u tNمي3 The line whicl tl
empCror fo![ows hcr is simply to ignore the perod of th kings wticl١
leaves us. at first siglا, in the dark as to 1l¢ fate of Llc serate in tha١
perod. This means that it was either 1hcre all time ا 1ill the Romans
came O was. abolishcd sametimc under th Ptolenies. Th٤ fitst p0و­
sibility I shall deal with. when l 4ulk about thc ncxt prt oF C 'audIus ا
wrgwment. Asto thE fireL possibili¥- that tle senate was abolished by U
Ptolemis- IhE mnain criticism direccd to it is that aanced by Mihe,
If tlat were tlc csا , runs his arguacnt, it woul lve bcen
inpDlitie for the Alexundnian cnvuys {o monLun ١hr PultaiU ­rrng ن
mcnts at all, Claudius culd havc ruplid "you y: لا that you had  ب
scuwlc under yoIr 0wr kin ، gق hut your owr king% lok it ٩%ay {tom
you; uy )ل who lived Anong you anu knew yo irtimatc!y judge that
yاه ought not to haE or. "

Thi ssunpnion ة follows ft0m Milnes rendcring o fن ¢»r، reد 
«ipxaic» {esaAeri: simply as the kings of Lle olddyoasty"، tus naking
the adjcctive <eu رر:، uualify ١h Ptolcmaic kingx in gencral as a
dynasty. But hcrc l woul mather have the literal, dirvt and abious
meuning - the old kins, i.e. 1hE (irst kings as vurtraslu to Lhc ones
whta camc afir thtem. This wouid naturally 'inply a crtain amuunt
of defcne, on the prl of the AlcxaRdrian envOy$, of ،the po!iey of
h earlier kings and a comparison with the poliey of the latcr Htolcries
wlom thE CRVoys would naturatly prescnT in a dark picture in ordur
not to wwcaken their uwt argument.

Tlis 1iNe of approة el4, apurL from nUt weakcning Ileir argUncnt, is
not unreasontble in view of wo considemUions, Fin4, t i5 a fct that
the late PHotemies fallowed a line of harsh policy ainstع+ te Alcxandrians،
The savagc treatment wlvich thcse had at the hands of EuergEtes Il
wlose massacTes almost dcpurulated the city and The kong struggle betwecn
tlucm and Ptolumy Auletcs during whicH they sufered fram his intrigycs,
maxsaCres. assassination9, the use wf a Roman genera], Cbiniu٩,
and Tomman 4roops agAinst tHem and from the Jir8neial vxactions aL

1. A His4uy of Tgypt ur0er I&om?n lule {3d، cN, 1924)., p. 28,
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1lre hIaTds of his Roman ministeT of financc Rabirius' all thcse must
Havc imprEsed upon te Alcxandrians a sharp distinclior betwcen the
rul٥ of th £irst and ia4cr Puolcmies.

T٤ secun cosidcraLiot is tut tle Alexrdrians knew, fromn
per3on ! ة expniLnce witl AuguStus, that the Romn emperors ignortd
the Ptolcmaic kings while uhey shawed thcir Admiration to AiexandeT,
thc founder of Alexandria, Ft would be natura] for the ALeRandnians,
in this case. to try to conncct the caiodع of the frst - i.e. the old
Ptolcmics with the tredition oT Alexander while tbcy would show uheit
arcEpkamce of, and good wil tOwars th new Roman regime by lini
witl thc cn1perors- cspcially when ttey TTqwet thcm for a favour- in
atHacking the latr Ptolemies. The approRcl of thc ALexaNdrians would
be that txey enjoyc a Senat under the first Ptolemics wh٥ werc tre
adhcrcnts Lo .tlwe principlcs of Alexander and thcy only losL i٤ when
the later. Ptolcmies viated نك from this tradition. lt would be this
cunfrast eprvssel in th¢ phrase €a6 a زب4 u» »:rnuA م that would
be alcutated to undErminc any aryumcnt on the paTt of Caudius that
their own kigx took their sena1c away from whcm at that miglt
b¢ another rEason why the cmrxror found it more onvenient Dot to
discuss tlte conditions under thc Ptolemaic rle,

] come now 16 thc sEcond part of Cلaudiux' argument where he
Says thut the Alexandrians kNen wel1 thtt they hننd no senLE under thc
emtpcret who cAme beforc him. Th frsL of tiعي cmprUTs, 8ugustus,
is 1hc one lat concerns us sincc, if the scnate hatl not been abolishd
undcr rhe Ptolcmics, it wouاd bc he wlt blishcd it. If Augusls
actuully did that, would not Clsudius huvc mentioncd Lhe matعL r? This
would cvrtaioly givc Added wcight ١o his rply to the request of the
A5xAutrians in two wuys. Firsr, h would give, As 8 preudenL the
ransons whih must have scmcd go@ enougb to Auguذ tu t ذ abolish the
sentc' and, secDnrTly, because referring to wbat Auguss did in this
particudar cse wouiD be ir accor ith his policy which h deolared,
batl crplicitly wnd implieiUy, throughout e lctter namely haitا e نا
folows thc main hines etن by Auguslus,

,XXXIX, ا&1; 58; CiceTo, Pro Rabir8٨ ,قp. Mith., 914; Dso assiuا. 
Plutareh, Antn. II٢; Pulyb., V, 3 ١F

-9uwا a&2 فمعن

3. Iell.aduend tu his 'Jev and Cluistuns ١n Fgypr", ٥nd AcgplLs, l. ciu,
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ln repiy this ا irumUnt Mlilr says. ':Dur surlcy tl٤ preنo ­
dentis imylre i th wOrds : ٩»١١ a٢٤ a7YrC t:٤ you {ad 1 sEnatc
undr ١h٤ cnpetar wto prce:d riE، Frweer, this i٩ otly : ganertl
refrEnw in whil) Dh poا iy f Augts linscil 1٠ «at spucificd. Hut
t:th1ur ١l ٤:cr ol إنآ؟o أنة ز tht HomAn vmpTrs :1rd 3٤tuu we knowv
١lut Cludius did: nu yrnt the A!vxutudrians thEir IEu٩est (anu prbably
ncver intndcd {n) 1t 15 only ٢e:Isanuhle to ass1me that he (anuld have

t mcntion٧٦1ر pointcd W:Ly 1hnا to AuguslI peuudEnt in « mor1٤ جngان 
i٤٦$ p٤٤rt of ٢h geneةr l puliy of the R0n1an cmpcrors, and ttت T lY
wowt h٩e dlt 8n ١he r!٤ISun; wliL! drOv AHg11u9 1o bolisl ة ti
s:5atE. rd h would not lة we been 2L a lss lnoking for suuر!ن reaذ ot٥
$inيee th A!exandrins id not :cvcpt th [om،n ulc wvItlout Iirt
iing vUtit 1o 1lcir rcroluLianury scntimE:uts. It wottd HE :trang indccdع 

for Cluudiu+ to leave h seع rcudy nsTVErs نة wliuh would put tlc Alex­
ndriuss in: we±k position and 1o rEsor to thc vRWtse of sayiny 1ht hج 

sinp!y foll«scd t gcncral poliey of his predcvssors or to ١hc mLthod
of half:!Uurtad prmiscs of looki into tlc nnaLtur an cntrusting hi5
pref٤Ct Acmtlius Rcct3 with ywitg him rcpnn w it' - wliنu h rvPOT,
i٢ i١ wذi' evtr mdc, never tm, in ٤ny ,SL ث to anyhing tnuCreKE،

T١١ tird patl of Chaudis' argumen4 is whur he dcscrihe te
idEa ok at4?٤ لمق a١٧ew thing whuLh was pmoposcd foT .Ue lirst Iirا ،
7'his sdens ro stard agA nst ر tl: nrttkility cxpressed vurlicr. whiuh uLruGs
frm Dios' tzxt tt rle NluArdr:ns suhnit such n appcal 1o
Ctavian untd it 7a refuscd, Thivpprent contratietion. liOwEver. need

٠٥٠not arry w<. ! thc ر tirst plaec, if sueh n ن pal took .lace م il hud
dfiilDy rm:ited on paper ard it is nDt unralurl to f«rget Or ٤%٤n ٤o
ignurt ٤n ppal ة of whuh nothing AD ن out cspeeiu! y ا if Claس us did
nnt intcrd t do nything abaut it hiclf. SEcord y ا he Itigh have
simpiy 31eant thA it is the Iirst Iimc nyUr aMlc ن ت wnu:r hiy reIgn with
a propusatl ot' th3t kird and noL nvuessarily the tirst timc durrg thr
#ot+' p eridن (١f ١lt Ronnun rrte.

But ٤٤٤n aprt frn} th1¢%E suppustiors I nn inclined nut Lo t:Lke
(hi pras litLrally, buL rathcr to Tatke it '1s a [eueral 1Itcruneن simpا y

clateu [u mnuke tlac rCuest «t th AleRandri!u t1pctr as a sericusلأنن ا 
thing whiن h shauld nn} HL gramtvsl s ة 1 1:tr uf c0tre Anl could not
casily hال: put nto efFcE1 - withLt rucss;rily BeTTying altouL otticiu

t, h incluc» iL anogذ t reso 1or this, Fir%1ن rauy. I hانن 

١e١1٤٢٠1. 1١, 69 ١٧١٢٦١hc
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the encrul ع precuutions wlrich Je udvanccd, no doubt itentionally, sine,
in Ilc end. he did ١tol ive ع the Alexantdrians what 1Gy wantcd. The
wholE propos was cmnplLLEly ncw, le must sdc it in the ligl of what
wa3 good for the ciy und for his own nfcrests, and h wذ s ing ع0 t ask
his .prcfect to sludy thv maltcr and submit #he resuts to him for corside­
malion. All {hese belong to onE calegOry- prEtoxfs and non-mmitant
prmises calculated in D 1irst plRce to hE a subiitutE for a blunt
refussl whieh might not huve n desirable fl4اة, nd nevr intndcd to
aimn first und forcmost at prCsenting or etablisling Iruthfu] {ue1s.
The second reason is that Cludius himself was not accurate in another
of th1ese general wtteTancs wlieh hElong to the same category, He says,
4i٤ i my will to huve all things onfirmed which wure ramted yau
by the rulers wl preccdcd me and the kings and the prefELts  لان
Augustus confirmcd them''. Auguslus cou!d not huvc confitmcd what
wa5 granTed by the enperors who succccded him and he did not
c٥nfirm nor cowld he havc cofmmed al] thAt wن s grantcd by the
Puolemaic kings. Thus wc cannot und shuld not take liIerally all
what Cludius said in the the secLion oF his Ietler whcre i is Gucs4ion
of general pruاexts, pنur ttions or pronises nEver intnded (o be
caTnicd out.

٣ 2 #

The third text which Kears on aur quesuion belcngs to 5purianux،
Talking about ScptimiUs SevCتus hc sys:'

٥
Dcindc Alexandrinis iu3 bulcutarum drbit, qui sinc concilk publiنc 

ita ub$ ان regibus ntc vivebant uno judice vontcnti uuem caesar dcdisعs r,

Sparlianus words ur straight and plain. Befon Severu٩ the
Alandrians did not hav a senale, That was tle sumU wndcr the
&mperOt who preued iim a tnder tic kiNgs، However, the phrase
"ita ut sub rgihus' has tecn takcn on Bwo ccasions in a sES aitlErent
from it٩ direct mcaming. Engers nudc it refr to the Parlian kings wvho
wwerc cohItcmporanitx. aT SparTiunuخ and &vcrus,2 But this i3 plausihy
rcfutcd by JouIguEl who contends thnt aluhongh 5purinnus bgins 1he
clapter by describing thc empetor's Parthian carpaign, le ends this
dcscription carIy in te narrauive wnd Lalks ahou thE emperor's journey

1. Vita Severi, 17.
2. op. ctt.. pp, , ما6170
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tlrnugl 5yri and Palcstine trrfor !sc fnaل ly comes 1o Egyp! and 1inds
hinnي lf in 8lexAnuri. l4 ix obvious.wHt kings the reader is cxpecfcd to
1hinl f wlin the writer tulkR abaut Egypl and AlexaRdria. csprcially if
there is no4hing u desigNutE.4hse kings as bing Paruhiun, [ ا would add
that it SEems to have ben ncrwnal Ihing for the Romans to rfcr (o th
Puolumais simply s ذ "the Kings' when they wTtE abgut Alexandra
or thc AlcRanurians. fn the letter of Claudius, which Bel! takcs to ke a
Ttans!ilion from {he Latrn, the RUolemies wUre dعscribed s ة ١h8 King6,
not as 1he Proleris, The othcr seru cn ذ47 to thc phrse is As in the
ca5- wiLh the ilies ت under vh k:ings" But just hcre, as JoUguet remrks,
Alcxyndnia wo ld د b :n NGcption aDong $ucl citis Antich and
Pergamnn had senت L4;%,

T١١٤ words of SpAenianus must therefore he faken in 1le di em tن
sense whicl they COnvey. However, his denial of 1he cxistence of
٤n Alexandriun stILe udet the PIo!emies tads ؟ iD dirCt contradiction
wiuh tle evidcncc of CRudis' lettcr. Jnuguet tricd t٥ solve tie
ifficulry by uppnsin ١h&4 tlR 1ritr might ١tot have knawn 1hat the
Alexandrians had a senAtc unccr thc first kirys, hile he crtainly kncw
that they lad none undrr th 1yt Puokemies.4 To this would ا add that
it is not uDrEasoNable to SUpposc thnt 1hc [omams did not know or caTe
1٥ krOw mUch ahnut Egypt hefnr the visit of Scipio Acmilianu to il--­
which ws ١he [reludc to the thC wpperance nT ٢he Egyptin question
o 4he progmmmes of the contcnding polili purUis aL Ron. Suipio
cIm sontetime betvcen l45 and II8 B.C., at the time cf' EurgUts lI,
1o sdtti dispLE ower thE thronc umong the nuEntbrs uF the Polemair
housE, but lis isil was reRlly PTl oF a taLr whieh thU Roman senalc
askcd him fn1ndcrake in ordcr to inxnecr tE kingoms of the csfern
1Tuditerrnean. Befare tluL the Romans did not have ٩rcat ع imerest.1n
Egypt. In 190, for insfanee, wlzn Ptoln»y Epihangs, 1inding himsel?
hard prcsszd by 1he intriguvs and sebemes of Philip V ٥f Maccdonia

,p .i¢Jrug?1ct م78  .ا0٦

2. THe iseuisn ل F P L»ndDn in his '5Uvs {unl Clristians in Tgypt'' see
aks٤١7. Wileken, 8rcN, fiir P:pyrusGorscbuny, WIII, pp. 3١8 1r.

•3. 0p. . م ,مi78 ه

4. l., 15id.
5. Bouhe - L heruنع 0p. cit, p, 68; Mevan, ٩ Histnry of Egypt 1mRet he

Ptulemnuic DwnysLY, ,I0 م3
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ard Aiuchos IlI «f Syria, skcd ١h٤ [uIn:% fur he1 an uنv uNAnid
his rutest witl prexnE د o mm ا ن nu un wv1?٤r tq [ul th res«,r  ذك آه
Eyypt at their dispos:l, RanE «leeline lotl١ tl: prusent :d ١l\ ofTr.'
F n خ wlm, in 168. e ا Mon:١١ s&#LiILL se4 Il٤١r vn ,€ تyن Pupi:ius
laenas ١o rliw Alcxwndna frm iLs sieyt by Anioheg lV.: ١e hind
him lcaving thE ounLry 3 $Pn a l5 mis%ion 7As uVEr withouIt aNy
inنd uAtinn tlat Rom Sturlad 1a huv& y ة direu pulilieن ! iterest in, Gt
designs aEr, Egypt،

It is prohnhlc, with this m3ulank in vic, thtt thc ٨nmtns did
n٥٤ know a grcat dcrl ahut intcrnai L'gyptian afAirs durig ٤He firs1
half ٥f ٢c Ptolcmaic nulc and Nl:a٤ whcn thcir polit i iAIiي cr د writcrs
tlked ahouL Epypt thcy aely had in mirD tize peritd whvn twE rclaLion
witi١ Egypt hecn: a buming uesLion 4N tl± polituA arru 1٦1 Home
afغu r Scipia's wisi4, pariicvlarly during rhz !ast ccntury B, C. SpIniamus,
in this Usr, Wvould only b rcferring 1٢ tht perin an h:s viنd nu
would Lhrcfur, mol uartrediet th:t crLaincd i١ Dia'3 13rrntive ar
CI:uudins' letl٤r.

٨ انب٣

TH٤ :bowe discussion of 1l5 liLErr and dueumentary' cvidnc
poin1s. in :١ rcsnnahle vuy, 4n On strongج proh:hiliry Alyantlri:
had a senu٤ at ti leginNing oF th Ptolcrmaie [5nod, hu it l0٦1 it
sumlire durit1ز he rgnt af the [:Ier Htnlcmwis. I shal! nn١ Iry to
sho ١l:t tla± dcvelopment ot th l دnei ي ذ :d voLiomi ن cndirions in
Egypt 1ook sueh a tun tuwur% l: niddlc of Lc Ptolm:ie riad ع as 1a
Guse : lsl Hvitwcen the iatcsests of te kigs {nd thus١٥٢٤h٤ Gircck

holitian of th seIate a tlesirbleن ttlcn And. cnnUgucnTy, renDer, the؟ 
61ep [ot ١h٥ Polm::±s tn 13k, if eL, iIdUudl m :IetAl nes5i٤%.

]٦ hc caurs¢ of founding tleir ntw kigdo Dr {irm Hasis.
t1 {irذ t Pulemis &cpendcd incr;1sin:gly r8 Crck immigrLsls hot lor
1iteir milit:ry auatliDie whiLl. by t5a1 1imte, had readhed 1 profEssiuns  ا
stanwd:rd un for rhcir Uapacity ١n t!e fields 0f :dmini%1rLiot an eCy
nortu oTgnisuLiar. Far thi4 cnd Le HIelEntivs 1emptd thosc im-
1nigran1 with privilcgcs in oNe pher ar tl١¢ nthCr oF 1heir social and

1. P9!H 1I, 2; ٢I1, ١-3, XV. 20, 24:١.

2. ,J vaا 0. cil٠, p. 2B6,
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ccenomic life.1 H٧٦w٤7٧r. ralher LuL hLaIig lasu cass u ryl
nrnlgن s wiu dLpvtd sdlely aT th erosity ع oF' ki1y wh Ieduud
١heir servie6, tley stred ١ devclUp rpidiy imt an indpcndvnt tsidtl
an mi-middlc ع cls9 ١lO wvre tot coMten1 wiLh wurking- T5 ivil ث
servants who cauld k cp ن ١heir pusls onfy s long as it p!ased the

vUmmUn1, but Lied Jrd. as 5oon ns tley found their feet in their ncwع 
hnmc, Lo dErive their strengt ftom Hhcir sulidarity a و class wiu an
indETwndcnt sLunding based on a securc cconomic foundation.

This is refcCtcd in the hig mLnnbers of iEtte1s wlivh ppEur in the
ZEnon papyTi. ln thse 1Etten naNy of of tes immnigraIt ask Zcnon
for help. Ye1 they do no4 3put clariry and thEy very rrEly ask for
money. but mthEr Isk in : bIsincs-like masnnEr fOr wdys nd ة IDUuns
to help thcm settle fot god. Thcy wnT woTk nr +1 piece of !and Lo
cultiva1¢ ur a 1٧an, an &p«3ا« , cf wwhicl tlc rCpDcnt in futl is guIrInteed
hy ٤ grp 8f friends."

It was the same attitwc welih mad od ي ج numher of thr
semF-middle elRss af limitcd meany look fvr 1ir vhaNC± oF a $cttled
nd s1&ble lwclihGod in 4rtde, duspitc thc cdds which werc apt I@ cnliont
Lhcn in a counfry 5n ot the syStm af' statc mDnopب y und evcrcly؟
surutinised ccnnDmi regulations, 1٢ was thc irerasiDg nunbe1s of
bOrrcwers {mongr LltsE rtrclantg whih mAde intErests vn tk lons juIIp

per nIonth dvsTiIe a l٥w which linited"م o suh figurvs at 3' and  ا4
srch interest aL civling kevel ot 2' pr mcL. and mud intLrEsts olE

loans from pri¥;tE uSCrers kp 1o the almost incredib! rate pf t', ٢٣r
mnanth or T2'', aninual]y. Yct despic thcs fanstic fiy1١r¢9 Wn amusing
lettr amcng th Zcnon pupyti $hnw9 ١s ٤ hLker wh was {vsieged by
poplr asking for ioan%.'

Such husiresslike pCr5Tvrence wns haun to llp .tlre Greek
itmigrnLs to dcvclnp i tLu د an indcpendcnt riddl nd semi-nnicdlr class

 ا٠

wlieh wotld in timc, in tle cOHry of i1: shrugglE For a sound. snlid and
indupEnYdcnL cuoNomie lRsis for JivaiilIntd. ¢nruuL١ DTn thc mnnepolie

FIe wk'up! 1c5 ArElirs rF٢ جn Fg٤ir٤٩sع vc f»r v، g. Cla:re Pr;uu%. L$1. ذ
.ncn, .م468, Dtuxclles  ءة1%47

2. R {airv RenDn 592B4: P, Cl, Zcncn 41, 418; P. Kih. enrn 33, 46;
P,$,1, 375, 415, $7١, Cng C, I'±nux oج . cil٢٠ K4.

3. P. Gl, ٢.cnn, R3; P Cairs Zen., 59h62, 50173, $9341 comp. C. Pr±!Ux,

oM. ci٨٢٠, ك&٥ت-
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privileTes f ن the !ing. S3igns ef this encroachmcnt appearcd early in the
H4alemai rle n thc , م701 for instan, in the E& لنا Ih آن Khrpت ¢ Or
plots of land llotlcd to the Gertlers. te practie uder rhe firt
P1olemics was fdr [h ٨8٢prs to rettIrn L ١he kin a٢ the clEnch's
death. The King would then allot it again t6 anyone clse ulthongh,
undcr ordinary &irums4anUe6 it wu3 Usutal[y allotted to t e ا cleruhs
ablebodied so if he had one. However. towars Le end of Lnird cenTury
D, C,1his pmactiee underwen4 a changc. At The death of a cleruch if he
left a s0n, the s0n was allowed to tukc posscssion of the land imediately
and, apar from Minor e ,t Hilsن {hE chanEeOvcr becamE R mere fomulity­
Thi¢ is % stcd ما hy a Pas5age i tle Lille p3pلا Tw5, helongig to the
yن t ،2]8-١7 BC. in which a cerا in LAmisD9, Uhc f م 2a٤ artr،fFeeر at
{hc time, talks af :E Macedonian settler who was given a K7,po of tirty
arours iM 1e ArsinoiLc nonc and "to yhtom and wlusc decendanLs
this land belongs''(6i anxe u» ٩} y6 ،rii٤ #a4 «yثة ures) Aguin ا we hن ve
a d=olic act belonging to te year 282 where i 1A5,pxs iذ vsع riHd
a٩ " givcn forcwer'' t ٥ Cettain settler.

T1٤is develupmcnt, whatcver the irEumfanccs ث which might hav
led to it ', wts ٤1 sure sign of th growving soli d rityت of 1le Creek
scItleT as 8 class wit an indcpcndent standing in face of which ١hc
king. had o i٧e ع ١p par of his monopeli privileges. The ame ع signx
were to be sctn among thc merchant cl:%s which carrie out it mo5}
imrranu trunvلا uions in Alcxandria. Thre atsa, althougl the 5y4em of
royal mnnopoly $tretched l لة o+er tlc conntty, 1tc Greck seHlers mnaInaged
to brck throgh it in more tlan une placc. 'The wine mrrlnts. for
inslance, aluhongl txei tRnsaulions wer€ suhject to certain rgulutions,
suEl s no1 reUciving tc priEe af wlat they ,l ؟0 which ws deposited
in ahank. till thE tx oF upceira {whieh wن s imposed upon in ؟ (w yardsت
was puid nd ة apan from a few Iinor forTalities, were lef frcc Io fix 1lLir
own prices، Apotlonia3 appars in a Zenon payn74s a5 sending tn ZeNon
wine from he [[liopolite in order to resell it higher ان: pricE whih
h1± ould not get thcr.: Tl\ sant chunCcs WCre {0 te fuund in 1le texLile
frac. Tixrc, also. the mErtlan1s socn1 to iav hLcm ieft free, apart from

1. Wileken Chrstomatie. ne. 134, Prtaux, Lcanamie Rdy:Ilr d Lت gidss
{1939) pp. 48-9.

2, PRiaIx. ٧p. cit. p. 4601,

3. 5ee tl٤ rcas٥n given hy Pr'3Lx, oM. cit. p, 47,
4. P. Caio Zen, 59170.
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etured in theة ccrtain prt oF the matcrial 1manufتن shate rcgulaiun thatتة 
Egyptiwn workshops slvDuld b dclivered td him. ln one of L ducumems
٣t lind u big order of (en rhounsand liten articles addressEd to Zenn t
H dcliscrcDع afier viEwing scalcd ن sampl with a conmurت i l ذ agent.
T trwde in wheat pruscntcd a similar cة se. Ftic%, npart from LvOse
imposcd whEn buyiag for royal cnsumptidn. were cunupleLEly frce,  ة5
aPprs ftom a comparison Frctweem the pric%s in Alexandria n ة d د hasc
in the cfora recordEd in the Zon papyri,"

hese commercia1 tmansactions were faeililated to a gret t%Lent1لم 
by the sprading in Egypt under the Ptoiemies of was bankinE syscm.
We se thc hankers advancing to thc comnnieruil {gcnts of Apullunias
the muncy which they necded," lt also fiu]ucntly occured tlat tlucsc
bankers, heing on Le aئ tuaا spnt of busines9, pld uhcir ser%ices &t th
dispoyal of the agents in order t help them in thcir [ransacLions and
to 5pcrwisc .the putting ino efleut af Lhc dcals whiuh they conclwded.'

Such cTtutuiul nterpnse ث rcachcd onsiderableن dimcnsins in
Alexandria which rapidly dewclopcd wnder th Ptolemies t h thc
grealcst 4rading por in ulie Ilellnisti world. 8gainst th Egyptian
cMporl8, whicl. were in th Lhird clury B,C. n 1he advantagects sid
of ١port-immport ب hkancr of trade {here wEre impnrs of dutcs, tigs,
honey, special wricties of com and wine, pcrEnies, iromuics, wool,
1athEr, carT$, wood :nd cven pantlIcs and horsus. Thy mne ن from
as widsly dilferent pars of the world as Arabiu, Htlestinv, 5yria, Rhew,
Miletus. C:nia. Sicily and Greece.: Commercial relAtiouذ were u rriedن
aut wiah a l لا thcs¢ placecx with trU±mcnمd s zEal and actiity. A wivid
picture of [his is presented on dne vcasion shorthy after Ralestinc was
cOntucnd, where we find mErulmnLs.following in Lhe train of the PtlemRie

1. P. Cairo Ze8., 59470.

2. P. Cmrs Cen.، 59269, 59363, 50404, 59446; 1. Cal. &«n., 31, 75; F.S.1., 571.
Cmp. Hra L sع xuب Grees, p, 61,

3, F. Cairo sn., . جل5995700

4. P, Cin tCn.، 594Tu,

$. Hةr u, a. it٠ ه Pp.57- ,IUsrDwwtacI إ Alexandricn and #&Hcs. kli9
(N.F٦ 1937, ٢p, M6: ibid., Pwlemai EEYpt, C. A. H,, lL 1 13; H. I. ll علا
AleRandra, J, F, A., XIIL. p. 1٦; W'.W, Tarn, 0٠6. cit، pp. 215 It; : P, Jouguet, Treis
Eا uوعd sur r. Fellnisrhe, Cai/1 pM 8 1T; K, K. Aعdb l Aliem. Alcsanwr3n Tmade in
Arenuata in thc CraccU-Rman 'Tmيs, 1954 {uncditلت whcsi in tl;c Lihrary of ٤hc
Faculry oF Arts, Alexandria {nvcrsity نا pN. 24 t:
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:rnies. ln 259 Apnlloris l ااف 1u Judac a commctuial issin ا wliel٩
turd Lle untry ن by carriagu anrd u the backs of hursd9 dvnkEys.
Itutes :nd D canYels.  ا

This grewi٤ s±us of solid:rity wliH IFust l٤ve {LppUyrd in
mtore poimtcd way amcng tlw& greck Tcrclnt vl:ذ , firt bccause they
had mot intrsLs at stakc and sexcondly bccause tlncy wEre not s ة
sparscly sprcad out as the scters in t chora, tut Lightly concentrate
in the ommcrcial ن tnT%, and in uh of خذت extEral tradc prctica!!y
sofly in Alexndri ws ت auLompanied by un vur ه growing discorع nt
٤unong tle Fgyptians wlo HwEHne, udtr tite Polcmis 3 wasT dispsessed

ited cl:ss. Tlcy did a11 1h manual work in Lhe royal domainsن r cKpleن 
atd in ١hc Creck cleruuhies nd ة titey' contld at be٤ only UGupy ف ninor
adninistrative posts، whilc in the ccononi1 iield they hnd pracricall
t٥ giveup everything 1o 1he hwencit of the Crecks wh bearlE Tw
nracica} POs3CSSOr# :nd hcnuicturs f the latd upart frop iating 1h
Ummeree in thcir lands :, This discrntent sh} itself in More tnnن 

one Way, xlcndiny ن {rdtn nkeral غع strikes nd ج kig ذا :1syHum in thE
(Umpls 6n th lund' ض ١d OpEn 1ewolL on tlue otiLer,

٦٤us 4l PuoletiEs WEre faed with a sitation lich gaDualy
and incrcausing!y mudv itsLlf pinted. Oa tle 0ne hand tlere wAs the
privileged minority af Creeks who d ا rapidly dcyelipd ieto a middle

tlue wide 5UnSE and who werc increasingly assimil:ting, t Lheirاد iودذل 
bcnclit, rvunDmTiu rgls 3nd g&iDs h ا1 8ptNذ of Lhe king's
onDpulisuu riي hL5. On Lle eLl1r hAnd therv was tb vast rujony oF
E gyت pin5, am irrituted n رة d svrtestEن vlass who wUr far telaw thu
Grccks in sai:l :nd cUonamicl suIfC, whD wURE ha1tling for reccnitionلا ب 

١hansذ uard wwh cauld no doubt b uDnLen1 with {r lC3ذ clu:5ة 
wlu 1lre Grcks denwunvcl،

Th clinax of this two sided situation C ncن wvith th hatLle of
Raphi in 217 B,C. in whicl 1h Egypians were ١reated for tli 1ir1
time, :s militwry cuuuls tu the Gtxks and which markcu at one and

&,it., p.  .اPثدux,0 .ر ه5
.p ,اءIHi01 و ٤i٤٠ p. 6&

3. Tarn, rp. i٤ p., [99- Fr, ٢c Waeت ., Ds As%lHcrn ggteAs, 1923.
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thc ame ؟ time the xuc sكr ؟1 af rh Eg p ز ians ا in thcir s!rIggl£ und the
beginning of thc road downhill for Greuk5 ا wh provcd nur oا Hr
the scasoned TilLrs «n whost ٢lour nt ة pTafssianl eKpericnce alonخ 
١hc {irst PLlvnvies Huilt their Lirgdom. This itw turn w%;is ron ؟ to be
acccntuAteD by 1w& new ٥ireum-(arees whivh oppUrud on tl scene for
4he best ٢ur4 of tlR seuund I:3 ة irst centuris b.C.. and wlieh wre
bound t8 afTنct Ilwe cours of :٤ F«vrnmcnt paliey. First 1a errhen
of Pto ا maic نيا dynasty sLArcd I0 qu?rrel ac:g tHe sles ا o٧٤T
th uhronc and, sccn:!dلإا , Rom±, h Tsimي pUir who stIrud to H

.'Egypن١ factor in McdturrTtcan pa!iL:Us. hR;an to appfy prvssureس 
and ٤ve ١o takt in1crest i1١ 5&pTrLng one claimut to th FgyEtiAn
thron: wgainst th o4hU. Tlsse rCW circu:sHarUs must hve ivcn يي
grater valac ± th EpypTians whus٤ 'Uppnr :I 1 ٤l3v5 wa% to H sOlicited
by osle or thE other of tlse mmnheTy of t! rayal f:umily,

A marke rcuognitinn nf t: co:s!Dluimn of 1 E:ج ; pti:Ht arIats' ؟
٨fier the witory nt kaphia ws n ن ordUr Hy Hrnlcmy ]V rect ا٤ nn

islT؟ isا F LI vent، a nuetr of staluzs for him anن ruo. oن]}» 
Arsinae in Egyptian (1uot Oreek) sty. lt a1se anpvArs in th survnl!}
Egyptian colouring af t:: priesty dEreev ised :Tftr taT lrttle in
honour of PUolemy IV and of PRlmy ٧ wliicb avi ر th: kings tlae Iitles
of n:tise pharoh, " Puolemy V ٣:u fuIn#.r rownd ن in Fgypian
style t م Memplnis ١1ih buن umc H2neefrrward A cotd: ؟ ry'ul rcsiucrt
E ryetEs ة II prc4!y extended tl p6+:Ts, ptiilvyu9 ٤nd passassions
of {hc Egytian priesthood. Lndur hi aiso ١hu strug!! HELween the
calendurs cnded in th Me3doMian hYiny? 1o cfam1 ث w tl th EgyPli:
nd tH nght of i٧1n ز5 ١٧a% 4xLnalrd r mnr: ،nd norE Fgytian tcmplEs,
Attr Rphia th Fyyntian warHior els4 ws ٢:٠ive 8nd its 1tenbts
{IhG 8aclirnt) were madt clcru:hs wi١l :llo1nc?Ls whiel sartcd hy
being eallr than tlIos oF u CrRks يز lut٠ wvtre san lo hLur¢ tlae

,amc in. mUny CN5Lsن 

Was hisا pliey fotlowcdl for the <ittnle end of Tonciliafing thc
Egyptians to face thc pressure af kon ± د witL a Hirmly foundcd Grعu cمo 
Egyptiun monarehy or for somme Ptolemi to yvnd «n tlc support oF

1, Iell, Egyp' rom Aluxa-±e١ rl O r;Lن 10 15 4 ٦ab C0tuIest {Ufi:3 19481,
 .م58

2, H. authir ٤ud H: S03ta5: Un D4:t TYil:ng e ا ٤n lHunnur e Htد lerne
١7٢19254, p6. 3٦-8 ,.G.1.5. يا٦5:42 L W; D3!ا , r. eit p, 47.

3. Tatn, tp, Cلا٢ ., pp, 215 4
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the Egyptian lass ت in their dyraslic diis&ntion٩?' Tha٤ caa only he par
of tbe purc and a cor:iliatory attivuue towaTds tl:c Fgyptians could
mot fwnlly laia رw ن te ٢ei:tivE €Evonic mEasures which were taken
against the Grccks. Already under Puolcmy 1l, lon hefore جر Kaph ,a ز wc
hxcgin t scc thvse mEa+L#¢ wh::;l١ wr :ilGuhatd to laTpeF tire grot
of their cنonomi privilegcs ٤t tHc exyens f ن his mdrtopoly. The
apomoira, a tx of onsith of tE prodLcc of vnyurds. oRhards
and gardens whieh hd hlongd hefar٤ 2665 to the tenples, 1as
divened ١n that yea to the crl! f rh5 dviiid Arsinou Phi!gdelplios
wlich proluhly meunt that parT cF it went to th treusury. In
addition fo the apemnira. Pto1m; F in;oscd ا a ar ا of 33'. " ي on
this produu in ordLr to ive يع the kiug. h wnRcd ت large :ن
[ars of th yer's vintatgv, murk:eLing ad agv:a١ ا ove4 1h:t of the
Grck producers, At thc 8ane tin: he inpoud & sieailar (3}': ( ن"و
impon duty on wines voming from ahroج d hich as .٥ calvulatEd as
nt spoil ا، ( king's win-hsiness and to admit only tie firv brands
٥ wine for which uhe AlErandrins Were rcady (o pay higl:er ن proe2,
A furthcr stن p in tht &:rccion 1as th:t. :fr Raphia, we find ma moTc
gtcu1 ,states ت of th type of uat of Apolkonioذ , cunFcrred 0n Greek
qficials. Tle produee of such eslttes was n drubt rat TYal with
that of the king's land and wauld only llp 16 conslidn1; thc gTusing
$cn٤٤ of cا ss inde[ReTdcn amnn :u ي Greks.

Such ass! ت oseiousn would ن5 لا no doaht be acrcentuated nd خ
acelcrated hy 1l eistence of nyة orE:nised bodrs whicl! woul bc
lookcd upon by tlv PIoienivs as، and wauld in fact he. roupiny ع centres
for thc imfvnst; af that .as3[ ث A natu ث: wauld even be mote so than
an a5£mmhly as it dos not wdmit !::rye numhers Tn iis mvIntrship, hut
t٤Uher the selccted fEw who would no dunht cnjoy Jighcr sociد ] stnd­
ing and .would Derfore be tauncl ؟ 5uppOrvrs «f the inturests of their
clas3. Lر rd:r Lhe irvumsl:n:s whDiul .I hvc just desrihd, the cxistEncc
of «uch un organised trdy weul crtaimly h a saurcu of trouhle for
any Iunareh with a clcar policy a' kvepin frm gnip over the ftuir
of the 1and. A minor $ign of such ndeny ا wus probably whaL
Eucrgsts II did wlcn h 4nuporrl; hrole u ١he Musun. no dmuHL
cnsidvrcd A grouPing tcttre of intclleetual pcrsonulities. e? 1l $:Ime
oقننc ioT when he let loose his Loops un 1h AاxndriaI5.

1. T ٢ems و ق to Hr (he «pimcn or ,ll;مي op، +i1, p. anJ ؟8 Tam. op. Ci٩,-٢. 25

2, Tarn, ٤p- vit.. p 193,
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Agin 1le fنa t haLا the AlExandrians took An a Livع panl, siding
with this or thaf Palcmy. during their dissEmtions uveT te thronc, could
not adeuuatehy He iterpeted in t¢ light of mtr loyly tu one Ptolery
or ht otherع or in terms of diffrnvcs owr forign poliن y. No such
considerations are Enough, in my apinion, to drive th Afexumdrans
to stand u ؟ staunchly on t h sIdeع af Bcrcnc IY against hcr faLher
Potemy Auletcs an atritude wlich brouglst upen them parliularly
hmh LreaL1crt at {he hands nf Aulets uulnninatig in the :ssassinatiots
and massuutes which befc his !ا الن d:ugh1،rs sIppDrIr and in ocupying
the cDunrry witH -the support of the Tuman gcNrl G:binius'. Tlse
AleRandriim٩ must have sidcd with Dereriue for egaining som f their
tost rght - one of them was no dobt thc scnite which was an
maying and crystalising centte of thir clvs privilages and inttrests.

 و ع٤

٥٢٦nclsion ] fEl I shuuld sum p opinions ا whicl 1 have
eitعh r rachu or .on4imted. Al:xandna had 4 :n٤i when it ws firt
foundLd. Tlis mergcy from the lctEr 0f ClRdi; ١ te lcxandrians
in which hey are mcntiuncd s ة assering 1his f:ct Tt Claudius tricd
١u igore their snion خ w5٥٩ mTctN, on his pn cf Eading the issue.
The cxistcnu, at that umc, UT an AleRandnil١ seIute w84 1urrnLd ty
the duire f 0ن the Ptolemiex provide ا0 1h٤ Greck mosphere ة1 nceessary
t٥ attact the Grek imnnigre :i ا , لا an whoc nililary unu othcr qualitie
they d pndedجع fHr founding tHsir kinNd@m. Fmrthr. 6eh deliberatiYe

semnbhics prove not to be inromntiblc with 1lie :entralised uuthorityم 
of th Helumisuic monarcls.

THe sc n teن disppared samnelim: during tlre Ptnlmaic rule. This
is teasonahly ettested by the Hi1crarY md doUumcnt'ry sGurces. Dios
passrge, which refers to the Alxandriut (3Ind not the Iaman] senatc,
cun reasonubly mEan that rh Alexndri:1s asked Clavian tO grunt
thnn a scrate and hte refuscd - whiel inplies that they did not havT
one at tlIE 1ime f the Roman CanuUEst. Tis onlim and is conlirmcd
bتy the wording nf Claudius' ltter wlHieh. refir t th c!ain of thE Aler­
andrinns of haing 1d a sea1 undvr their old kngs. Hure. the descript­
ian "old shuld hc (akcn to mtn ١ fit, a3 cattras1ed to the latEr,
PLolemics. We nued not be detend by Clanudiuv ulaim hatا tht ruuust

.yXXU. 5; CIc. Pro Rabir., 8 & ,cer ,.ف11 Tt OaElio. 13: DioClsنCا. 
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of ١hE 8lcxandruns to havc bauk thir old Urtc ذ was thu first nf :Is kind
1a b IHudeخ el:ir ة w hiEh uruld nd د4 ذ in the 7y oF our caclusidn
{tom Dio's F<5age. ،ClaudiIs niigl lave hee rcfvrrng only to his
reign or h 1n,2ht havc ben tryin to nل ke th rAuust of thc Alek­
andriن n: l! l:!٤:٤1 un.i Al ة ard sLriUs3 1f! tUr. wlieh ceuld Nol va5أذ y
be .ct dنtan ع wvithDtt ٦0rTying bout ١l٤ aCUurcy uf his watds . aful
wlich is rot withnut a1 prl!l i his (eTtr SprtiRslu5' :!€svnion tltat
t Alexandria٤ G:id not h:١ a scnat± undEr the ki1ys dus nUL nes ­un ذ
]y present an uncnntested tr1, Wti!e hi or% nay rTpTesent the
tne siiation undtr tl: lHtr PLekemi%. tlc +arNe dou: rot la٦٤ to apply
a the Earlicr pcnod. Tl Rorans did. m0t v1re 1o low a grcaT dcal

rle andا nuit Egypt till sonctia1u tvwards the 1aidd!e aF th Ptakcmaiا 
5p:rLiAnus, or lais ,uthoritic3 ن n;; t ا simpky H; xtEnRdin ن 1ha1 was
hnon h Ltم [urt of thi rutE ب te ver ن tht wlilc of it

T\ ٤nEial ،mnd omiE ن circuist:1nLey fall in linc with uhis
nehusin. Th pnvilcus whiel1 8¢ru grncd 1o tc.Gr:: i12m1:grAn1sدن 

a1 the legining cf th HtRemae FulE, hav: vun آر risE ٢o tcadily» ة
growi١١g cliss onscicusIU'5 ث tnnب ; thcn, whil ١rJU:lly ج sLrted ا5:
iEslF ir ١cms of iIiCEusing unnomic dEnands at H2 expenSc of
1luc kin?%' nonepnolistic nigls. Th kinys ealis: thy hd 1o
«n!ج t this uErd'?te; if thy ٩cTe nnt tu les.' vverthing. Yet ١hey
hd1ل o tolrurtc i٤ so lOrg ٤ rhy had to dcRRnd un the military 4ualities
«٣t' thE G3ruنeks. R:;hia, h0١tvvuR, Trovd that tlesc quali:iEs wEre not
inلisT%2us:Hl nd t h Lلن +hey could su-cesyfully be seugltwuh th Egyp ian ا
fighting c6!untns, 'Tlis udc د it &:sy for tlt Ptatemis to sttike at
tte clas5-consuiausnEs; of {te Crk scttler whil١ was threuLcnuirg  ا
wnنt mmir.± their A١thuri1y. 0٤٤٤ th a% to :chievc this E wd ر wن %,
nu doubt, !5 umpre5 ؟ Any orgarisRd lد dts hich servvd :s ratllying
points fUr Grk ialerests and puHic opinion - ad nung the mosI
imrpOثur nNt oF tJts was :urely uhe Sn4e ot ,xaudria نا
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