ON THE QUESTION OF THE ALEXANDRIAN SENATE
IN PTOLEMAIC EGYPT.

By
LLTFY ARULL. WATIIIATL YEHY A

Mo deeisive evidence has yor come to light on the much debated
questions of the Alexandrian sgnute, However, in yiew of the many
controyversial opinions which appeared on various points related 1o L a
regssessment and resh ipterpretation of the evidence ut hand might
not fail to prescnt the matier in o new light and to clarily some of
its deails.

The quesiion [ells broadly in two parts. The fiest is whether
Algzandria had 2 senate at all when it wos firgt feunded and the second
i5. if it did have onc, whethgr (hat senate {which was not in existence
from the dme of the Roman conquest until the reign of Septimiusg
Severus) was abalished by Detavian or disappeured sometime during the
Ptolemaie role,

The first half of the querty was staded by Mommsen who declured
that neiher  Alexandria nor Prolemais could have possessed  any
deliberative mssemblies, whether an dewdnein or a #euly, singe sugh
constitotionzl argans which where the muinstay of autonomous rule in
Greck citles, were simply incompatible with a monarchy so lirmly based
on divine rule as that of the Plrolemies

This assemion which was follawed by Bouché-Léclery nnd Tarn?,
was parlly shaken by the discovery in Epypt, in 1896, of three decrees
passed by the senate and assembly of Plelemais and the matter i3 now
praciically settled to the advaniage of thase opposing this view ufier the

I. Mommsen, Rémische Gesch, vol. ¥ p. 537,

2. PBouchd-leelery, Hist. des Lagides vol. 1T ppe 132 i1 Tarn, Hellenistic
Civibisation {3ed. ody o 185
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diseovery of {he Tefter of Claudius to the Alexandrians in which he
refers to their elaim thal they hud a serate under their ofd Kings?,
However, in view of the 1952 edition of Tam's Heffenisiie Civitisation
in which the existence of such a senate is suil denied, a bricl
reexaminution of the ¢lum of the Alexandrians and a quick .review of
the opiniens expressed round it mighl.nat be out of order.

The ¢laim of the Alexandrians, it could be said, might not be
true, singe Claudiuz refers te it by simply saying ofe fxon Aeypewr,
But the Alexandrians could not have told such 8 flagrnt lic Firsl,
this would stand eeainsl their interests in the lonz run as it would soon
he discoversd by Claudiuvs, wheilier through his own knewledge or
otherwise. Secondly. he would have simply faced them wilh their lie
and would not Pave boen bound fo resort to the many precaulions
which he 100k m his reply when he suid that it was net an ordinary
request and should therefore he examinad in the lisht of his own
interests and ol what was pood for the city and finally that he would
entrust this inquiry to his prefect Acmilius Rectus®,

Thus it was not that he did not know, but mther that he had
nothing to say on Uwe matter of teir having had 3 senate under their
old Kings. He chose to ignore thase kings and their period and was
going o be bound only by the precedent of the Koman emperors,
especizlly Augustus, whose policy ke fallowed and respected.  And what
he decided to ignore musf have been to the advantapge of the Alexand-
nans, otherwisc his reply 10 them would huve been that they were try-
tng e get from him what their own kings never gave them.

Besides, providing Alexandria with a senute would not have stoad
in the way of a monarchical centraliscd rule. Groek cities have kept their
senates and assentblics under similar conditions when they pussed under
Macedonian hegemony afler Chacroones and the formation of the
Hellenic Union and even after Alexander showed them the strong hand.
And it would be a weuk arpument to say that Alesandra was a new
foundalion and would therefore not confront  Alexander or the
Hellenistic rulers with the oblization of reeopnising an ilready existing

Lo Bl (P, Lond.} et and Christigns in Egyne, 1924 %= Hont and Edgar,
Sekast Papyri, 0, no 212, po B, 1L & 72

2 Toupuer. Les Assemblics d'Alexandrie & ("Fpngue Piolensiigue, {B5ull, de
la (Rlac, dYANCh, 2 tAsexandne, (1948) pp 73 1L
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gonatitutional organ as wus the ease in e cotics which were comprised
in the Helenic Unios, smee other citics also fuonded in the Hellenistic
peried. such ws Andlach, were provided with such aneans,

Aorain, the first Hellenistic rulers tricd their best to atrmuct the
Greeks to their kingdoms and {o tempt them 1o setde there permanently,
In the case of the Plolemics those Gresks would ferm the backbone of
their striking force in the battlefic!d while 1heir experiense in uarters
of admimstration and eeonomical plansing weuld e an indispensable
element. Under such circumstanees, & prunary condition woeuld ke 1o
provide a Greck atmesphery jo those immigranis — in which gase the
creation of doliberativy assemblics. il they had ool Jdready been pro-
vided hy Alexander, would be a {orcpone conclusion.

In view of these considerptions althouph Alexandna betonacd,
in peukity, To u new wype of citiss different from e old  woders,
to use Tumm's discrption, ' Lhe exisience of a Senate in thul wry, from
the time of its Toundation, of at least from the begining of the Ptobe-
maiy rule should not be o mutier of guestion.  The gustion should he
rather how mueh anhorily was vesiad in it in order (o provide 1he
aptonomous Form which would <disly Wz sentiments of the immigrant
Greeks who lonsed fer o vitp-state imosphers, without standing in the
way of the cenralised system of poweanment whieh the Prolemics chose
to adupt.

Alter this brief survey i1 would be wasonable fo start my treat-
ment of thz suhject with the assumpuon thae v Alexandrian Senate did
exist at the beginning of 1he Prolvmaic rute. The problem now s the
time of iis disappesrance: wherhor this happened under Anpostus. 2t the
bepinning of Roman rule, as part of the changeoser 19 the new cra or
whether 1 1eok place st an catlier date. The methed T shall fellow wil
he, first, (o reexamine the literary und dosumuntury evidence known (0
ws on the sebicet and then to discuss seme social and economic
circumstances which prevoited in Egypt lowuards he middle of the
Ptolemaie period and which were likely 10 have o beenag an our question.

1. Op. wtp. 185
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I will stan with the insctiption published by E. Dreecia and
réstored by Plaumann'.  The restworation, which is very plausible,
records @ dewision passed by the demos and senate of Alexandria and
reads a3 follows -

*Ed" lepdus dmrddoes Tel o000 .. 1
['Amaddoduignn ypappardes s Buadis (T3]
{ Mpord Josww véw oe Dwo[ .0 .00 L 1
[..-... 7p] trme gflvovrus | Edafe Ty Puu-]

S [A5e wne v ] B mpumi [ veawr pripn -]
[Emweddsy. ... lvios Jupidfeos ..o oo 1
[ Gigp dpadic xat ¢id 7] drepos € pédvera mepi]

1 cannot see on the inscohed stone a1 the Gracco Roman
Muscum, Alexandria, the obligue imace which appeared clearly to
Flaumann before pecov (Bth. ling} in Breecia’s photograph, since the
broken edge of the stone is well rounded by erosion and ape — 2 trace
which must have belinged to a thin A according to Jowguct.” Tt is
evident, however, os Plaumann remarked, that the preceding laticr must
have been a trisngular letter which was most peohably a 4.

This appears clearly from a comparison of the distance hetween
the lefters where a 4 or a P come in question. The distancs belween
a Pgnda preceding £ {which cduld also stund for plain vertical letiers)
is 2—3 mma, as in the frst line of the inscription.  When the prece-
e¢ding letter is an 822 — o rounded letter - - the disiance reaches hail o
cm..a% in the seeond-and sixth linés. The distance we have before the
P in pear to the edge of the broken stone is 9 mm. omd we sl
have no trace of a letter.  This iz only compatible with a A singe the
distange between ihis letter and a folowing vertical letter (similar (o
the P} s 3—10 emm, as i the case of the 4 7 in the first line,

1. L. Brecia. Teenzione Qneche e Latine no. 164, ML XXV 64 ; 0. Plaumann,
Bemerkungen zu den Apyplischen Epenymendiicrungen aus Plolemaischer Zeit, Klin,
XIT pp. 48550,
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The origin of (he inseription, however. is open to dispute,  The
menlion of thg prytaneis in it hos given rise to the possikilily that it
might have come from Rhodes.! Although this has a preeedent o the
inscription of Abu Mandour”. Jougucl contends that this lsiier showed
signs of the Dorian dialect whilc Uiwere is northing in our inseription 1o
stand against its Alexandrian origin. But the dispuied origin is not the
only weak point in it. There is nothing o indicale the time at which
it had been inseribed and therefore it docs not provide us wilh a date
at and before which the senaty was suill in existence -- a fucl which
might have helped us in deciding, broadly, the lime of ils disappearance.

A sccond picce Of evidemce in this rFespect is the  papyrus
pulslished by Girclamo Yitclii and Mcdea Norsa,  The text contained
in it is the arguments put ferth by an Alexanddan embassy to ' waiorzp”
in praise of a senate. Although the publishers sec in it a plea by the
Alexandrians submitted to Augustuy in order not te dissolve their
sepate’, Oliver sees in it & request for 2 senate which they did not
have and prefers to add it, on philclegical and oiher grounds. to the
literary leats which were callcd the Acts of the Heathen Marlyry
which always deal with an embassy before the emperor and in which
the emperor is frequently referred Lo as wairep *. Schubart pluces it at
the 1ime of Claudivs basing bis apinion on the fuct that in his letier Lo
the Alexandrizns he mentions that their request for having a senate
was the [rst of its kind - which 15 incompatible with the supposition
that they submiticd a similer request under Auguslus®. Again on
linguistic and other grounds Bell takes it 1o be “a semi-literary text
hased on official acta which records the proccedings of an Alexandrizn
emhassy to Oectavian either during his stay in Egypt or more protubly
at a Jatcr period or just possibly of an embussy Lo Claudius, =cnt 1o
ask {or the prant of & senate™.®

1. Plaugmann, op. ot see alsn A Wilholm, Deitrape rur Griechischen
Tnschritt=kunde, p. 173
2, Jouguer. Lo ¥ie Municipale dans |'Egypte Rumaine, Pads. 1917, p 7.

1, Resgonto di uma '.'rpfn'igr_ﬂ[r[ di Alessandriod off Aupusio, TS A, A,
Y, suppl. pp. ¥ — 11, alio by them, Sul papira kel BOYVAH d Adeczandri
B.5.AA., XVIL

4, J. H. Oliver. The  flopdy Popyrus, Acpvprus X1 ppe 165 7

5 W. Schubar, Due ﬂﬂulq vor Alexndria. Bufletn de Ulnse Fro d’Arch,
Oricmule, 2000 p. 407, [

6 Dell. The Problem of the Alexandtian Scnaie, Asgyptus, XIL pp. 173-—184,
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I azmon the side of those whe assiza it to the reign of Claudius.
The reason is that the main u;.:npru-.wh 15 gommon o bhuth the reqguest
of this cmbassy and the Claudian letier to the Alexandrians. In their
request, the members of 1he cmbussy  enumerate  the benefils of the
senate to their city and 1o the government.  This ig the same line
adopled hy Cluudius in bis letter when he says . obdes el vowal et

T oweder wak Toly fpog Fpaypemer . erd

Hewever, even if it were an official dowement addressed to
Auzustus whether ot the Gme of the eonquest or sharly after toat, the
text, as mentonad carier, still falls short of any definite jndica:ion as
to whether b s 2 request to establish a senalc which did nor exist
before ot an appeal rot te abolish one which was alecady  theve and
therefore we cannot depend on it #5 decisive evidence in our querry

* & #

Thus we fall back on the three texis which usually form the
basie evidence an the quesuon. The two passages in Dio Cassius and
Spartianus and Clandius’ letter 10 the Alexandrians, OF these | owill
start with Dio®s pussuge . Afler alking about the special circumstances
which made Aupustus tread Epypt i a difflerent way to the other purts
of the Empire, Dio pocs on to deseribe the speeial constilutionul
measures which Augusiits ook in the case of its inhabitants, For the
convernence of the discussion I shull guote the pas<asz in il ;

fH pédvmoe aie duedivnie Boodeiz & i Pupn ddunser, wddd taie
F‘ﬂ' AAMags oy e‘.»r-;-l".‘u:-r, g i ‘;-ﬂff-’:; n?!-".uuilﬂl-' Qoo Iffuyﬁ!z'r:.-‘w TuldeTeL=
erilae icdlenaay TurnorRe men ) eSrepamoiday dvedy KATOpr . bl ardwup
ot wéne Tayfdercop iopé WAAr woew whe drgepds @odiens rac, Heradei-
nowe BE Ay wed e wy TG dpein, dre Beuapo: ndnkpiTigas dafaget
wri oy Poipm £20 " Yerweivnn gun aféay wdron splTow B pegnuaiae

g".-'pI‘-lPl.'l iﬁgl L

The sentence  ros 870 fmefocfings .. (D Ceedeventle pan Pe
taken, without any straining of the meaning o denote that i the cos
of the Alexandrians he {Auvgustus) eommanded them (o conduct their
governmmcnt or political life withoul senators  the reference heing 1o

L Do Cassigs LY, 17
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the members of an Alesandrjun Senate. Howower, Schubart, ! who s
now followed by Bell® contends that  Geer forder v tefers o Rome
ind nol to Alexandrie  The arpument put (orth i that he was tetking,
al the bepinning of the passuge. about depriving the Egyplians [rom
membershup of the Roman Senatc (this would be a special messure
different from what was followad 10 other parls of the Empire, such ns
O, whete natives enjoyed Roman citizcnship)* and theeefore the rest
of the passuge should aleo refer to Rome, in which case the depriving of
Alevandrians from the membership of the senaie should simply be aken
a3 # specification after he talked in general terms about the Cgyptians
us a whole,

This interpretation, howeser, meets with some dilfieulties, The
first of these Jies in the Eact that Dio fransfers his narratiee from k-
ing zboul Egypt's relution with Romz to describing its inlernal polhical
life in the countey before he talks abdut the Alexandrians.  a Fact which
gives the description a purcly local charseter. The desenption of the
country's populousness, its wealth and the fickleness of 15 inhahilants
had compelled Augustus to take cerion precaurions. Erypt wils nol going
ta be enirusted o anyoe from the Roman senatonzl cliss, bor was
any Roman schator geing (o be allowed 1o cnter the land without the
express, and personal permissian of Cagsar. The sentense o jeeeor,
to & v ‘Peopy 15 2 nataral completion 1o this relwion between Toypt
and Rome.  The writer now stins w tulk about the sonstitulion:)
mcasures taken inside the country.,  Proef of ik i provided hy
the fact thzt he talked about the other ciies of plices in Epxypr
before he started 10 r2lk aboul the Alexandnans — d3An mais pee addoas
oy Exnoreis,  The reference in ey dodomns must be to -purcly loenl
eonditions as these places (or their inhabilants) did not huave any
oMeial or ernsitutional celations wish Rome before. The deseripuion
of the constitutional stutus of Alexandnans follaws immediotely in rhe
came sentenee end i poverned by the qame infinfdve - #oderedenflae, In
this ease his referenee to the Alexandrians cuold not have heen a specificu-
ton after a gencra) deseription of Lgypt’s relation varh Rome on account
of the imerceding semenes in which he talks about the jnremal atfuirs
of the country.

I ﬂp. (=19
1 Op ik
3 Suct. Wespue. %) Taocitus, Ann, 3, 55



Ancther dilliculty follows from the fact that far from folking
in the whole passase only shout Rome and its sengte, Die shows clearly
that he way conscigus of two senzles, the Reman and ihe Alexandoan:
AL the cnd of his narmative e winds up hiz account hy watking abowt
the change which took pluce under Scverus and his sen Antoninus ina
lunpuare which shows cleady that he was conscious of the two senates
all the Mg — Pande lnrr e 5'.':1 Wili €6 TF ‘.-1:\15{;»6;:&1'11... WAL £ TH 'Pfﬁpﬂ. ¥

Mow that 1t has been established that the reference in -the phrase
in question (s & "Aebavipetine diee Pasderridy molwedsafiar dreedoumer )
refers 1o the Alexandrizn semate, the stress Izid on the fact that the
Alczandnuny, as contrasted to the inhabitants of the other Egyptiun
citigs, wary gong o conduct their povernment without a seoaie st
meun that this senate had jumped to the centre of political interest by
cOmIp in guestion in one wiy or the other. There are only two ways
in which 1his could fake place. The fivst would he that Octavian
abolished un aleady existing senste. The sgpond would be that the
Aloxnndeiune, having po senate, requested Augusius for the grant af one
but were refused thut. Dio’s way of deseribiog this fact and of shuwing
thut it deserved a3 speoial wiention, wus the simple and coneise gontrast
of the case of the Alexandrizns to thai of the other eitiess — where
nothing oul of the ordinary hnd token place,

Arminst 1his second abiernative there §s an objection which,
althkough adyvanced by Engers in relation te anather text, heats on the
same idea,  Alter & baule of lile and death, his arpument proceeds, it
is unlikely that the Alexaodrians would have wsked Aupusios such o
privilege as granting them a senate, One has only to know, Lie eootinues,
how the Alesandeians felt and beliaved towards the conguerer in order to
leave aut such o sepposition? The referenee is to a passame in Plutarch's
life of Antany where the histanan suys, tallang ol Qctavian, ~when he
had entered the pymnasium and mounted a plutform crected there for
him, the people wore heside 1themselves with terror and  prostrated
themselves befare him™.”

This. hoewever, is only hulf the picture and, as suel. does not
Hlustrate frifully the relution between the  Alexandrizns and the
conyuerer, The other hall is well porteayed hy Die and Plutarch?,

b Miurids Engers, Tier Orief dos Kuisers an die Alewandriner, Ko XX p. 171
2 Pluunch, Antomy, LEXXN.
1. Bluiarch, Ibil., Dio Cassiws, LI 16, 3=4.

16



“The fact is,”" Dio tells uws, “*he did not consider it wise to inflict
any irteparable injury upen a people of such bip numbers, who might
be of use o the Rpmans in many ways, " This is illustrated in the narra-
ive of the (wo histonums by more than one instance, Octuvian spured
the Alexandrian captives s that nene of thern perished. He alse defivered
in Cireek the speech in which he declared his pardon to the Ahxandrans
a0 Lhal they might enderstand it.  Agzain, he expressed his admirution
for their city and its founder and for their culture in the person of
Arcios, their follow gitizem, of whose Icaming ‘and compunionship he
availed himself and for whose sake he pardomed many Alezandnians,

In t'us atmosphere the Aleaandpans ¢ould not have remained in
fear. In fam they did not. Realising their new situation and thut
Dcluvian’s mastery was 1here to sloy, Uy soon started (0 make the hest
of this sitwation. They tned to get Octlavian on their side by inying to
impeess him with one ihing or the other.  After he visited Alexander's
tomb they iried o make him visit the wmbs of their Kines.  They
gho tried to make him enter the sangluary of Aps,

However. Octavizn showed them, in @ lim manner. that if he
appreciated thoir Greek gulture and admired Alexander, the founder of
thier beautiful city, he wus nor ready to sccepl their kings. | came
1o sco a king, ool corpees,”™ was his reply Lo thoir request to visit the
wmbs of the Prolemies,

This pives us the clue 1o the situation, The Alexandoans would
iwsh him far a reopening of their old senate, They would be encoutuped
by the lemicncy which he showed to them and which he wanted them
by words und deeds, 1o fegl. They would not be afraid to ask him for
whul they had lost under tseir own kings. He had chosen 10 ignore
those kings. Their appraach, in this ease. would he that Alexander, w o
he admired and whose greatness he recognised, had provided theer city.
which Ociavian also adrmured. with a senate 2nd it wus one of these
very kings whom be did et appreciate, that abobished it

But if (har w35 the stule of relations bepwcen Oetavian wnd the
Alexandeizns, one might ask, why did he refuse 1o grant them  thur
request T The guestion is quite cnsy lo answer.  Octavian drew a
sharp line between what was desirable Lo alleviate the fears of the
Alexandrions and win them ovuer ta his side Jand what was necessary
{o kcep his newly won dominton under firm eantrol. Dy its sipvceic

7t



pousition as o front line defence against any encroathments upon the
exstern fronticrs of (he Empire by the Panhiars or the Nabatwany or
any troublesome neighbours from thut dicection, by its cenlral positsen
which commanded the commercial routes between the gast and west and
lust, but not lcast, by ils apricultural wealth which would make it a
praniry for the citivens of Reme bizenongh fo balance, o his advantage,
the corn producing senatoris) province of Africa—endowed with ail thoe
advantages Egypt wis no ordinary addition to the Roman Empire and
in particular, to Augustus’ official sphere of influence within that Empire.
Again, ils pecgraphical strugture made it easy for any strong persen {or,
whil i3 worse, uny arginised hody} tb have a centralised government with
everyibing firmly [n Ris prp and e be, therefore, a continuaus source of
trouble Tor him.

There, then, way the line that separated what was desirable from
what was necessary.  1f he was poing to prohibit the members of Lhe
Roman senate from entering Egypt unless he gave them personal permis-
sign, he wis not going to eswwhlish an Aleaandrian senate'. To the
reguest of the Alexandrizns his answer would be alirm Mo, His policy of
lenieney was not going 1o enlangle him into a promise where he did not
wanl le give one. He would be no more compromising then than wheon
he gave a flal eefusal to the invitation which they extended to him te
visit the tombs of the kings or the sanctuary of Apis.

E

I shall deal now with the letter of Clavdius te the Alexandrans,
which is the second lext beating on our question.  The lincy® which
concern us direclly are:

mepl B¢ 75 Sovdie f v pev wure ooy | duelv éwd v
dpydiwy Buvtddor ahe Eyon Aepaer, O e dme woi l Tpd Eund
Zeurrdw wis tiyerar (elyeve) oogume oibare. Huvoi &) |
wpaypares v mpnree fmparoer ) xarafeddoadvou dmep T3ndow
€4 rupok | cen T mider kot Toly  cuols mpriypares fppala
Alpeddan "Priwrwe | dwondfarfne xar Spiace (Snddoa)
got b Tm fre) wni gur eloraslne mhe dpyme ﬁeil Tow b
mpdti, e imep spn cwrayew 8iv ( Aeoe ), wa®’ B yermuyras Tobro,

L. Do Cuassius, LI, I7.
20, 6672,
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[ will divide the argument: of Claudivs. contained in these lings
into three parts.  The ficst part is where he lalks aboul the existenee
of the senute &st rawe 4:Pxﬂl:tu]" Sumtddnn. The line which the
emperor follows herg is simply to ignore the period of the kings which
leaves us. at fiest sight, in the dark as to 1he late of e senate in 1hat
perod.  This means that it was cither there all the time 111l the Romans
came or was. abolished sometime wnder the Ptolemics.  The first pos-
sibility T shull deal with.when 1 tulk abour the pext part of Claudius’
urpument. As Lo the first pessibility—that the senzite was abolished by the
Prolemics — the nnin eriricism directed e it is that advanced by Mile,
If that were ihe case, runs his argument, it would lwve been
impélitic for the Alexzundrian envoys 1o monbon the Plolemaic arrnge-
ments at all. Claudivs could have replied  * you suy that you had a
seule wnder your owr kings. but your owr kings ook jt away from
you; Hiey who lived among you and knew you iutimaicly judped that
you ought niot to have onpc 73

This assumpiion [ollows from Milng’s rendering of dre v
dpyaiee Jomdecs simply as “the kings of the old dynasty™. thus making
the adjective dpymes gualify the Piolemaic Kings in pencral as a
dynasty. But here 1 would rather have the literal, dircet and obvious
meaning — the old kings, i.e. the fist kings as centrasted to the ones
wha came after them. This would naturally ‘imply & certain amount
of defenee, on the pan of the Alexandrisun envoys, of the policy of
the earlier kings and a comparisan with the policy of the later Frolemies
whom the cvoys would naturally present in a dark  picture in order
not to weaken their owt argument.

This line of approacly, apurt from not weakeniog 1heir argumcnt, is
not ynreasonihle in visw of two considemitions.  First, it is a fact that
the late Plotemics followed a line of harsh policy apainst the Alexandmaps.
The savage treatment which these had @ the hands of Cuergetes 11
whose massacres almest depopulated (he city and the long strugele between
tiem and Piolemy Auletes during which they suffercd fram his intrigues,
massacres, assassinationy, the use of 2 FRoman peneral, Gabinius,
and Romazn troops against them and from the finaneial vxactions al

1. A History of Eovpt wnder Roman Rule (3ol od, 1924), po 234,
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1lte hands of his Reman minister of fingnee Ratirias® — all these oust
have impressed upon the Alcsandrians a sharp distinclion between the
rule of the first and later Plolemies.

The second considecstion s that the Alexandrians knew, (rom
personal expengnce with Augusius, that the Romun emperors ignorcd
the Piolemaic kings while they showed their admiration to Alexander,
the founder of Alexandna” It would be natural {or the Alexandrians,
in this case. to try to counect the peded of the first — ie. the eld —
Piclemics with the tradition of Alexander while they would show their
ageeptance of, and goad will towards, the new Roman regime by lining
with the cmperors — especizlly when they request them for a favour — in
attacking the later Ptolemies. The approach of the Alexandrians would
be that they enjoyed o senate under the Girst Plolemics who were true
adherents to the principles of Alcxander and they only lost if when
the later Prolemizs deviated from this fradition. Tt woueld be this
confrust expressed i the phrase ére dpyalws fnmideor  that would
bt calcutated te undegming any argument on the part of Claudius that
their own kings look their senate away from them — and that might
be another reason why the coperar found ¢ more convenicent not to
discuss the venditions under the Ptolemaic mule.

1 come now td the second part of Clandius® argument where he
says thut the Alexandnans knew well that they had ne senutc under the
emperens who came before him.  The first of these emperors, Augustus,
15 1he ane that concerns ws since, if 1he senazte haod not been abolished
under the Ptolemies, it would be he wiho abolished it I¥ Augustus
actually did that, would oot Clandius have mentioncd Lthe matier? This
would certuinly give added weight 1o his reply to the request of (he
Alsxundrians in two ways.  First, he would pive, as a precedent, the
rasons which must have seemed good enough 1o Augusius to abolish the
senute! and, secondly, because referting 1o whar Aupusius did in this
particudar case would be in accord with his policy which he declared,
both cxplicitly and implicitly, throughout the letter — ramely that be
follows the main lnes sel by Augustus,

L. App. Mith, 114; Do Coxsjus, XXXIX, 58; Ciccro, Pro Rabir, 8—1{1;
Plutarch, Anton. 1 ; Polyb, ¥, M 0¥

2 See abuve.
3. Delladdenda 1w his “Jews and Clrisians i Tgypt”, and Aepypius, loc. viL,
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In repiy to this argument Milne savs. cBor surley 1he prege-
deutis imphed ioshe words @ oyon are aware st you had no senate
under the emperars who proceded me, Howeser, this &5 ouly & paneril
refeeenee 0 which the poliey f Awgustus himseil 1- not speaified. but
tether 1he ceneral peliey of the Roman emperers and sence we know
that Clasdius did: pot grant the Alaandnans their reguest fund prohahly
pever dntended (o) it 15 only rensonsble to asinme that he would have
cheop o Aurusies’ precedent inoa more poeinted vy than just o mention
it as purt of the general policy of the Roman cmperors, and  thar he
wiontld Ruve dwght on the reason: which deove Augusius to abolish the
senate. And he would not Lave been ul a loss Inoking for such) reusons
sinee the Alexandriuns did not aceept the Reman rule sathout liest
giving vent 1o fheir revelulionary sentimeats, Tt would be strange indeed
for Claudius o leave these ready answers which would put the Alex-
andriuns in- wesk position and to resorl to the exguse of sayina tha he
simply follewsd the general poficy of his predecussors or o the method
of half-hieurted promises of looking inte the muiter and cotrusting his
prefeet Acmilivs Rectes with giving him a report onat* - which repott,
iF 1 wus ever made, never came, in any ¢ase, o anylhing eoncrute,

The third part of Claudins® argument is where he describes the
idea of 4 senate as u new thing whih was propesed for the first ome,
This seems (o stand apaimst the probebiliy expressed carlier. which weerues
irom Dias’ fexr that the Alexandriuns submited such an appeal 10
Ociavian and it was refused,  This apparent contradiction. hawever. need
not worry us.  In the first place, if sueh un uppeal ook place. it had
definitely remained on paper and it is vol unnalural o forget or cven o
januore an appesl of which nothing ceme out, espegiutly if Claudius did
nat interd to do unything about it himsell. Secondly he migh bave
simply meant thar jt is the fiest fme unyone camc wnder Ais reign with
a propositl of that kind and nol newessanly the lirst timc dudng e
wholy perind of e Romun rule.

Rut even apart frens these supposttions T am inglined not o tuke
this phease literully, but rather o tike it s a peveral uteranee simply
caleulated 1o muke he request of the Alexandrivns appeur as a serious
thina which <hould not be granted us a matter of coumse and could not
casily bu put inee effcot - without recessatily wortying aboul alticiuf
aecurney. [ have iwo reasons lor this. TFirst, he inchudes iL among

1.9 & Tl the lener,
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the general precautions which be advanced, no doubt intentionally, since,
in 1he end. he did net pive lhe Alexandnans what they wanied. The
wholi proposal was complelely new, he must see it in the Jight of what
was good lor the city and for his own interests, and he wus going Lo ask
his prefect te study the matier and submit the tesuhis to lm for conside-
ration. All these belong lo onc calegory — pretests and non-commitant
promises caleulated in the dirst place 10 bea subslitute for o blent
refusal which mighi not have a desirable e, and never inwnded to
aim first und foremost at preseniling or  establishing  wruthful fucs,
The second reasan is that Claudius himssIf was not acourate in another
of these peneral utterancs which belong io the same category, He says,
“it i3 my will to heve afl things confirmed which were prantzd you
by the rulers who preceded me and the kings and the prefects as
Augustus confirmed them™.  Avgustus could Aot have confitmed what
was granted by the emperors whe succecded him and he did not
confirm ner could he have confirmed all that wus granted by the
Piolemaic kings. Thug we cannot and should not take lierally all
what Claudius said in the the seciion of his leter where it is question
of generzl pretexts, prevautions or promiises never intended 1o be
carricd out.

The third iext which bears on our question belongs Lo Sparianus.
Talking about Septimius Severus he suys |
L ]
Deinde Alexandrinis ius bulcutarum debit, gui sinc concilio publico
ita ut sub regibus ane vivebanl uno judice conienti quem cagsar dedisser,

Spatlionus words are straight and plain, Befon: Saverus the
Alesandrians did not have a senate, That was the same under the
emperord who preceded him as under the kings. However, the phrase
“ita ut sub regibus’ has becn taken on bwo oceasions in a sense aiflerent
from ita direct meaning.  Engers mudc it refur te the Parthian kings who
weTe camlemporaries. of Spartiunus and Severus,?  But this i3 plausibly
refuted by Joupuel who cantends that althongh Spurianus begins the
chapter by describing the emperer’s Parthian campaign, he ends this
description carly in the narrative and ialks about the emperor's journcy

1. ¥ita Seven, 17,
2, ap. ot pp. 1170,



through Syria and Palcsting before bc fnally comes te Coypt and finds
himself in Alexandrn. 1 is obvious.whut kings the reader is cxpecicd to
thimk of wlen the wriler telks whout Egypt and Alexandria. espeeially if
there s nothmg e designate these kings as being Parthisn,' T would add
that it scems Lo have been a normal thing for the Romans Lo reler e the
Piolemies simply as *the Kirps " when they wrote aboul Alexandria
of the Algrandcians, Tn the letter of Claudivs, which Bell tskes tohe a
translation from the Latin?* the Plolemies were described us the Kings,
nor a5 {he Predemics,  The other sense given to the phrase is “as in the
case wilh the citigs vnder the kings',  But just here, os Jouguet remarks,
Alctundrz would be an exeeption among sueh citics — Antioch and
Pergumaon hod senaiws,

The words of Spartanus must therefore he faken im the dircct
semse which they convey.  However, his denia! of 1he cxistence of
un Alexandrian senute under the Plelennes stands o dincet contradietion
with the evidence of Claudiuz® letter.  Jougzuet tried to solve the
difficulty by supposing that the wriler might ot have known that the
Alexandrians had a senate under the fimt kings, while he certainly knew
that they had nonc under the luwe Prolumies® To this | would add that
it i5 not unreasonable to suppose that the Roemans did nar know or care
1o know much ahoul Egypt before the visit of Seipio Aemilianes 1o il -
which was the prelude to the the appearance of the Ezyptian gquestion
on the programmes of the contending polilical partics al Rome,  Scipio
came sometime bepween 145 and 118 B.C, ut the time of Eoerpotes 11,
ta scitle a dispule over the throne umong the members of the Plolemaic
house, but his visit was really pari of a tour which the Romun senalc
asked him sevundenake in order to inspect the kingdoms of the custern
mediterranean.t Botore that the Romans did not have a great interest.in
Eavpt. Im 190, for instange, whan Prolmiy Epiphanes, finding himself
hard pressed by the intripucs and schemes of Philip ¥ of Macedonia

1. Inugnet. op vil, po 78,

2. The wdiscussion of P. Lendon it his *Jews anid Chrscans in Tevpl'™, see
atsnr B Wilcken, Arch, fiir Papyrusforschung, VIl pp. 308 (T
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4, I, 1hid.

5. Fuwwhé-Lecierg op. cit., p. 6%; Bevan, a History of Exypt onder (he
Piolomaic Dvnasty, oo 310,
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and Antwochos TUH of Syna, nsked the Romans for help and secompanied
his reqguest with a4 preseni of corn and un offer to put the resources of
Erypt at their disposil, Bame declined Dotly the present and the offert
Esen wlien, in 164 the Roman senate sent thar envoy C Popiis
Laenas 1o relicve Alexandna from s siepe by Antiochos 1V 2 we find
him leaving the couniry s spon ws lus mission was ever. without any
indication that Rome started 1o have any dipect political ioterest in, or
designs aver, Exypl

It is prohable, with this suthaok in vicw, thit the Romans did
not know a great desl aboud internai Lgvptizn dMaire duriog the first
hulf of the Piolemaic rule and that when their politicifn. of wriers
tulked aboul Epypt they ooly had in mind the period when the relation
with Eaypt became a beming yuestion in the polineal arena i1 Home
afler Scipio’s visit, particutarly during rhe last contury B. € Spanianus,
in this wuse, would enly be referring 10 that perind and T evidence
would therefors, nel eonteadict (hat conwaingd in Die's nareitive ar
Clhinding lewler.

The above discussion of 1l lilerony and documentory eovidenes
points, in o rersonable way, 10 one strong prabobilip —  Alexandriz
had a senuie at the becinning of the Proleraie penod, bt it lost it
sometirne during  the nezn af the Lirer Prolemics. T shall now iy to
show that e development of the soeidl aed ceonomic conditons in
Ezvpt 100k such 2 tum tovandys the middle of the Prolemaie periad as 1n
cause a gliesh beiween the interesis of the kings and those of the Creck
setthers and. eonsegquenty, render, the sholitian of the senate a desirible
siep for the Plolemics w azke, if pob, indecd an getusl RECTssiby.

In the course of fourding sheir tew kinpdom on u firm basis,
the dirst Plolemics depended inereasinagly vy Greck dimmisraats boil lor
teir mulitery quatiies which. by that rime, had reached 0 professionsl
standurd und for their capacity in the fields of admintstration and ecoe
nomee ofpanisulion.  For this end e Plalemics tempied  those im-
migranty with privilezes in one <phere or the ather oF their social and

1. Pobvhe 1T, 2 T, 1=3, XV, 2, 24
2 DNevan, vp. cil, p, YBA,

g4



ceenamic life,?  However., rather thul beeaming o loose class of royal
protegés wie depended salely oo the ecenerosity of a kine who nedeed
their serviess, they stuped 1o develop rapidiv 1nte an independent niiddle
and semi-middle cluss who were not content wilth workios o civil
servants who could keep their posis onfy as long as it ploased the
pavemmuend, but hed hard. as soen as they found their feet in their new
home, 1o dedye their strength from thair sohidaeity #5 a class with an
independent standing based on a secure ecconomic Toundation,

Thiz is refleeted i the big gumbers ol etiers which sppeur in the
Zenon papyri. o these detters many of of these immigrants ask Zenon
for help. Yet they do ot expect chanry and they very rarely ask for
meney. but mther ask in o busines-like masnner for ways and mweans
t help them seile for pood.  They want work or o piece of land 1o
cultivitte or a Joan, an deave, of which the repeyment in full is guaranteed
by a group of lriends.*

It was the same autitude which made & pood number of the
semi-middle elass of limited means look for their chanee of a scitled
and stable liveliheod in trade, despite the odds which were apt Lo conlront
them in a counfry mun oo Lhe sysiem of st monopoly and sovercly
scrutinised ecomomic regulations, 1t was the ingreasing numbers of
borrowers umang these merchants which made intereses on bank loans jumnp
o such figurcs at 3, and 4, per manth desmie a law whick limried
snch interest at 4 cicling kvel of 27 per month, and mude interests on
loans from private userers feap (o the almost incredible rate of 67, per
manth ar T2 . unnvally. Yoo despite these Tantastic Bourcs awn amusing
lerter among the Zenon pupytl shows us a binker who was hesivged by
people asking far loans.!

Such businesslike perseverence wis hound 1o lelp -tle Greck
immigranis 1o develop inta an independent middle and semi-middle class
which would in time. in the course of il shruggle for a sound. solid and
independent ceconomie hasis for livelilood, ¢ncroach opon the menopolie

1. %ce for o g Claite Préanx, Les Gireos on Fivpie d'opeds les Archives de
denon, Reuxclles 1947, p. 68 1,

1 P Caire Fenon 39284; PO Col, Zenom 41, 38, PO Mich, Zenon 33, 46,
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privileges of the king.  Siges of this encroachment appearcd early in the
Plolemaic rule. Tn the xope, Tor instance, in the cuse of the kdgaee or
plois of land ullotied 1o the sertlers. the practice under rhe first
Plolemics was for Jthe sdgess W0 return Lo the king ap the cleruch’s
death. The kinz would ithen allot it apain te anyone else ulthengh,
under ordinary circumsiances it was usutally allotted to e cleruch’™s
ablebodied son if he had one. Howeyer. towands Lhe end of third century
B.C.1his practice underwent a change, At the death of a cleruch, il he
lefr a son, the son was allowed 10 tuke possession of the land immediately
and, apart from minor dewls, the changeover became a mere formmality.
This is alwsted by a passage in the Lille pupyrus, belenging (o the
yeut 218-17 B.C. in which a cerlain Lamiséon, the o &7t orendfewy at
the time, talks of i Macedonian setiler who was given 4 «goc of thirty
arouras in e Arsinolle nome and Lo whom and whose decendants
this land belongs'' (a0 Smnpyewr % pF obroe o fppivne L Again we huve
a domnolic act belonmng te the year 282 where 4 wAypos is deseribed
as " given forever™ to 4 cettain serller

This develepment, whatever the cirenmsfanges which mighi have
led to it ', wus u sure sign of the prowing solidonty of e Gireck
settlers as & class with an independent standing in face of which (he
king. had (o give wp part of his monopolic privileges, The same signy
were Lo be scen among the merchant cluss which carried out jts mosn
imporant trunsactions in Alexandria. There also, althoogh the system of
royzl manopaly strztched all over the conntry, the Greek settlers munaged
to hreak throupgh it in more than one place. The wine merehants. for
inslance, althongh their (ransagtions were subject 1o cerlain repulutions,
such as nol recciving (he price of what they sold, which was deposited
in q-hank. Gl the wux ol epevioira (which was impeosed upon vineyards)
was puid wnd apart from a few minor formulities, were lefi frec 1o fix thwir
own prices. Apetlonios appears in a Zenon payrus as sending to Zanon
wine from the [leliopelite in order te resell it at a higher price which
lie could net get there,”  The same chanees were 10 be found in 1he textile
trade.  There, also. the merchants seem ta have been ieft free, apart from

1. Wilcken, Chrestomatie. no. 336, Présux, Econamie Boyole des Laujdes
{193% pp. 462—4.
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a state regulation that a certain part of the materin] manufactured in the
Epyptiun workshops should be delivered (o him,  1n one of U docomems
we lind & big order of len thounsand linen articles addressed Lo Zenon 1o
be dulivered afier viewing a sealed sample with a commercial agent.!
The trade in wheat presenicd a similar cuse.  Prices, apart from Lhase
imposed when buying for royal consumption, were completely free, as
appears from a compatison booween the prices in Alexandeia and those
in the chora recorded in the Zenon papyrit

All these commercial transactions were Facilinrled o o great exient
by the spreading in Egypt under the Prolemies of u vasi banking system.
We see the bankers advancing to the commeriul agents of Apollenios
the moncy which they needed® 1t alse ficquently occured that thesc
bankers, heing on the aciual spot of business, placed their services at the
dispossl of the agents in order to help them in their (ransactions and
lo supervise the putting mio elfedt of the deals which they concluded.®

Such commerayl ¢nterprise teached consideruble dimensions in
Alexandria which rapidly developed under the Plolemiss te he the
preatest trading port in ihe Iellenistic world.  Against the Egyptian
caporis, which werc in the third century B.C. on the advantageous sida
of the export-import bakines of teade. there wete impors of dates, figs,
honey, special varicties of corm and wine, perfumes. promulics. wool,
icather, carpets, wood and even panthers and homses.  They cume lrom
as widely diflerent parls of the world as Arabiy, Palesting, Syria, Rhodes,
Miletws, Curia, Sicily and Greece.r  Coammercial relations were varrjed
aut with all these places with tremendous zeal and activity, A vivid
picture of this is presented an one oveasion shorthy after Palestine was
conyuered, where we find merchan s following in the train of the Plolemaic

1. B. Caire Zen., 59470
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armies.  In 232 Apollemios seiol 1o Judaca a commereial mission which
toured the country by cerrape and on the backs of hurses, donkeys.
mufes and even camefs.!

This growing scose of solidarity which 1nust have uppeared in a
more pointed way among the greck merchant cluss, fimt because they
hud more interests ut stake and secoudly because they werd not as
sparsely spread out as the serlers in the chora, but lightly concentraied
in the commercizl towns, and in the case of extermal trade practically
sofely in Alexsndrin  wazs accompanied by an cver prowing discomient
among the Egyptians who becume, under the Plolemics a vast dispossessed
and exploited class.  They did all the manual work in Lhe royal domainy
and in the Greck cleruchies and they conld at best only oucupy minor
administrative posts. while 10 the economical lield they hnd practically
Lo give-up everything 1o 1the benclit of the Grecks who became the
practicat posscssors und benefuctars of the land apart from holding the
commerce in their hands . This discontent showed aself in more than
one way, exlending from pencral sicikes ood twking asylom in the
lemples on the one hund (o open revol on the other?,

Thus the Prolemies were faced with a sitvation which gradually
and incrcusingly made itsclf pointed. Oa the one hand there was the
privileged minority of Gresks who hud rapidly developed into a middlc
class i the wide sense and who were increasingly assiméluting, to their
benelit, epanomic wmehis and  paios st ithe expense of the king's
monopolisue dAyhis. On the olher hand there was the vast mejoriyy of
Egyplians, an irotoled and diseontented class who were far below the
Oirocks in-suciul and coonomicil scufe, who were hattline for recagnition
s o eluss wied who could no doubt be eonwent with for less (han
whul the Grecks demunded.

The climax of this two sided situmiion came wirh the bartle of
Raphia in 217 B.C. in which the Ezvpliams were ireated for the first
time, as mibitary eguals to the Grecks and which marked at one and

I. Prgaos, op, it p. 58,
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the samme time the sugosss of (e Boyplians in their stowpgle and the
berinning of the road downhill for the Grecks whe proved oot o he
the seasoned Tizhiers on whose vilour and profescional expericnes glone
the hiest Piolemics built their kingdom.  This new lurn wis soon to be
acceniuated By two new eircum-lanees which oppeared on the scene for
the best purl of (e second and first eenturies B, C, and wlhich were
bound 1o «Mect Lhe course of the povernment palicy. First 12 memhem
of the Plolemaic dynasty staded 1o quasral szmeag themselves awer
the thronc znd. sceoadiy, Rome, ihu risimey power who stund to he
u factor in Mediterrincan politics. luaan to apply pressure on Egyp, !
and gven 1o take imtevest in supporung one claimunt te the Epyptian
throne apainst the other.  These rew Circumsmness must have given
greater value to the Egyplians whosc supporl as 2 cliss was to be wolicied
by ome or the other of the memhers of the royal family,

A marked recopnition of the coasighubian of te Epuptiun wardors
after the victory ot Raphia was snoorder by Prolemy 1V 1o erect n
celebratiey of the event a nweher of stawzs Tor fim o and Nis siswer
Arsinoe in Ezyplian {not Greck) seyle. Lo ahe appears in the swonz
Egyptian colounineg of i priestly decrees fsceed wlicr thar Tanle in
honour of Plolemy 1V and of Prolemy ¥ which pave the kinzs ihe 1itley
of a native phoraoh, ® Plolemy ¥ wis funhor crownsd in Egyplian
style ot Memphis which beeame hzneefore ard a socond royal residence,
Eucractes I preatly exiended the powers, privilepes and  possossions
of ihe Eryplian priesthond.  Under him aise (he strupsle bewwvesn the
calendars ended in the Mecadomian having 1o confami woth the Eovplian
und the doht of ssyiam was exlended ra mare and mare Egypiian temples,
Alfer Raphia the Egyptian warter ¢las: was roevived and ity amembers
{the teehimedy were rmade clerachs with alloimzals which started by
being smaller than those of W Greevks bub were soon 10 becomne e
sAME i many cases,”’

Was this policy followed for the <imple end of ronuilizting the
Cayplians to face the pressure of Romz with a firinly founded Graeco-
Epyptiun monarchy at for some Ptolemics 1o dupend on the support of
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the Egyptizn glass in their Jgynasiic dissontionsa?' That ez enly be part
of the pirdure and a conviliatory auitude towarrds tlx Epyptian: could
not fully vaplain the posdnctive economic messures which were taken
against the Grocks.  Adready under Plolemy IL lony before Raphia, we
bepin ta see these meaiicres which were colsutated to hanper the growth
of their coonomic privileees at the eapense of his mooopoly. Tha
apgrtoira, & 31 of onesinth of the produce of vineyards, onchards
and gardens, which hzd helonged hefore 26605 to the lemples, was
diverted m that year to the cult of the deified Arsinoc Philadelphos
which probuably meant ithat part of it went lo the treusury. In
addition f0 the geomoira, Piolemy I buposed & tax of 33,7 on
this praduce in order to pive the kior, who owned a Jarge
pars of the vear's wintge, 2 mwrketing advaniage over that of the
Grock producers, At the sanwe tine he imposed a shnilar (533057 )
import duty on wines voming from abroad which was -0 ealoalated ax
not Lo spodl (he Rag's wine-business and o admit only the fine brands
of winz for which the Alexandrians were ready (0 pay a higher price?,
A further step in that diveetion was that, ofer Raphia, we find mo more
great estates, of the tvpe of that of Apollonies, conferred on Greek
officials. The prodoes of such eslates was no doubt o orcar mval with
that of the king’s land and wauld: ealy lwlp 106 consolida: the srowing
sense of class independence amonz the Qoegks,

Such class consciousness would no doubt be accentuated and
acoelerated by 1l extstener of any orgunised bodies which would be
looked upen by the Ploiemics as. und would in faot be. grouping centres
for the infercits of that olass. A senate would even be moce w0 than
an assermbly as it does net admit rpe nembees o die membership, hat
rather the sclocted Tew who would no dobe enjoy o higher social siand-
ing and would thercfore be slaunch supporers of the interests of their
class. Under the circumtstances which I have just deseribed, the cxistence
of such un organized body would certainly be a source of trouble for
any munateh with a clear policy o keeping o firm grip ever the (it
of the land. A minor sign of such wndeney wos probably  what
Euergetes 1T did wlen ke temporsrity brake op the Muoseom, no Jdoubi
considefed a grouping ceatre of intedleetual personalities. on 1he sume
oolusion when he let looss hs waops on the Alexandrians.

1. This seems 1 be (ne opgimon of Bell, op. vit, p. 5% amd Tam, op. ¢, p. 205
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Apuin the fact that the Alexandoans loek an active parl, siding
with this or that¢ Plalemy. during their dissentions over the threne, could
nat adequatehy be interpreted in the light of pere loysily 1o one Prolemy
ar the gther. or in terms of differences ower forcipn policy. Wo such
comsiderations are enough, In my apinion, (o drive the Afexundrizng
1o stand so staunchly on the side of Bereruee IV arsinst her father
Piolemy Aulefes, an attitude which brought upen them particularly
harsh Lregbment at the hands of Auletes colmioating in the pssassinations
and massacres which befie!! all his dusghior’s scupporiers and in orcupying
the counrry with the support of the Rueman genersl Gabinjus'.  These
Alexandrany must have sided with Derenice for cegaining some af their
lost rizhts - ane of them was no doubt the senute which was an
amaying and coystalising centre of their class privilages and interests,

Tn conchsion 1 feel T should sum up the optnions which 1 have
eiiher reached or confimted.  Alexandma had o sonzwe when 1 was first
founded,  This emergeys from Lhe Totier of Claedivs e the Alosundrians
in which they are mentioned as asseriing this faet. That Claudius tricd
1o imnore their wisenion wis & meeny, on hiz park of cvading the iwsue,
The cxistenee, at that ume, of an Alexandnun senete wias warranied by
the desire of the Ptolemics o provide 1he Greck atmosphere neoessary
to attragt the Greck iminicranis, an whose mililary and other goalities
they depended For founding their Yonpdom.  Furthor, sich deliheratse
wisemnbdies proved not ta be ingompaiible with the ceotralised auwthority
of the Hellemisue monarchs,

The scnute disappeared samelimez duting the Prolemaic rule. This
iz reasonahly attested by the litcrary and decumentary sourges. Die's
passage, which refers ta the Aluxandriun (und not the Roman]) senatc,
cun reasonubly mean that vhe Alewandran: asked Oetavian to grant
them a senate and he refused - which implics that they did pot have
one at Lhe ime of the Roman canguest, This conlimus znd s confirmed
by the wording of Claudius’ letter which.refers to the claim of the Alex-
andripns of having had a semate under their old Jangs, Here, the deseript-
jan “old’ should be taken o mean 1he firse, w3 contrzsied to the later,
Piolemics. We need pot be deterred by Clandius® ¢laim that the roquest

1. Cicern, Pro Caclio. 13: Dio Cusa., ¥XXIX. 58; Cic. Pro Rabir, 8 & 11
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of the Alesandrins to have Busk their old semate was the first of i1s kind
1o be mude — a &dnim which could sland in the way of our comcluaon
from Dio's pe-sape. Claudics might have beew referning only to his
reizn of he misht have been foyiue to nuke the request of the Alex-
andrians ook e s wniisnal and serieus musiter which coold now casily
be grarled. without wormving shout 1he dceuracy of his words - a fudl
which is not without o preal’el in his leiter Spurtinaus’ sssenion teat
the Alexandoeans Gdnot hee a senate under the Kings does not neeessap-
Iy present an unconiested fnet. While his words may represent the
toue siisation undér the laler Plolemics. the same does not lave e apply
lo the earlier period,  Tie Ramans did- pot ware to know a preat deal
aboit Ewypt tll sometizne towards the widdle of the Piolemaie le und
Spartianus, of kis autheritica, mizht simply Bo extending what was
known about part of this cole to vaver the wlole of i

The sneial wnd ecomomic gircwnstinees fall in ling with  this
conchusion.  The prvileges whielt were yrimied 10 the Grock immiorants
at the beginning of the Plofemue rule, have given mise e oz steadily
growing class  consgiousiess amonsg (hem,  whish pradenlly  osserred
iesgtl i teemis of dnceewsing ceonomic demands ar the expense of
the kings® mounepolisue vizhis. The kines reslised  they had o
combot this tenduney il they were not 1o lose vvergihine, Yot they
had 1o tolerute it so long as they had e dopend o the wmilitary gualities
at the Greeks. Raphin, Lowewer, proeed that thesc qualities were not
inaispronsuble und rhatthey could suscesslully be seushewith the Ezyprian
fighting columens,  This made it cosy for the Plolemies to stoke at
the class-consuiausness of (he Grock settlers which was threalenice
vickorming theic aurherity. One of the ways to achivve this end was,
no doubt, to suppress any erpanised bodws which served  as ruliving
points for Groek intecests and pubic opitton — and among the mosi
imporunt of these was surely the Scngte of Alexandna,

52





