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JOSHUA D. SOSIN 

Tyrian stationarii at Puteoli 

Since its publication in 1850 the inscription containing the letter from the Tyrian 
stationarii of Puteoli has eamed a degree of farne, figuring prominently in discussions 
of the Roman economy, voluntary associations, ethnic groups in antiquity etc.1. I 
argue here that scholars have misunderstood the politics and economics that underlie 
the letter and the debate at Tyre that it incited: the inscription shows that in A.D. 174 a 
divisive debate over political and fiscal policy came to a head between the Tyrian 
stationarii at Puteoli and certain factions in their mother-city, Tyre. Two problems 
have obscured the nature and stakes of this debate: the sum of the misthos owed by 
the Puteolan statio and the sequence of events reported in the acta of the boule at 
Tyre. 

Editions: T. Mommsen, Epigraphische Analekten, Berichte der k. S. Ges. d. W., phil.-hist. 
Classe (1850) 57-62, correcting many errors in the copy of Gruter; G. Franz, CIG III (1853) 
5853; G. Kaibel, IG XIV (1890) 830; [J. Beloch, Campanien: Geschichte und Topographie des 
antiken Neapel und seiner Umgebung, Breslau 21890, 164, p. 119-120; J.-P. Waltzing, Etude 
historique sur les corporations professionnelles chez les Romains depuis les origines jusqu' a la 
chute de l'Empire d'Occident, Louvain 1895-1900,11, 1899, p. 441-443; R. Cagnat, IGR I 
(1911) 421; V. Tran tarn Tinh, Le culte des divinites orientales en Campanie, Leiden 1972, 
153-156]; W. Dittenberger, OGIS (1905) 595. Date: A.D. 174. 

Commentary: Dittenberger; C. Dubois, Pouzzoles antique: Histoire et topographie, Paris 
1907,83-97; G. La Piana, Foreign Groups at Rome, HTR 20 (1927) 183-403, esp. 256-259; J. 
H. D'Arms, Puteoli in the Second Century (n. 1) 105. 

I am grateful to Mary Boatwright, John Oates and especially Kent Rigsby for their careful 
criticism and generous encouragement. 

1 For a reading of the document in terms of the economic c1imate of Puteoli and Italy in the 
early Empire see J. H. D' Arms, Puteoli in the Second Century of the Roman Empire: A Social 
and Economic Study, JRS 64 (1974) 104-124, esp. 105; C. Dubois; on the religious tenor of the 
Tyrians' environment see the texts compiled by V. Tran tarn Tinh; on larger issues of Medi­
terranean trade see T. Frank, ES AR V, Baltimore 1940, 242-244, 270-277; idem, Economic 
History, London 21927,305-308,411-412; M. I. Rostovtzeff, SEHRE2 610 n. 25; on the statio 
as an ethnic community see La Piana; on the statio and voluntary associations see F. Poland, 
Geschichte des griechischen Vereinswesens, Leipzig 1909, 602 E 94b, 236, 270 n. tt, 334; 
Waltzing. Arecent collection of essays on voluntary associations makes no mention of the 
document: J. S. Kloppenberg, S. G. Wilson, Voluntary Associations in the Graeco-Roman 
World, London, New York 1996. It is unfortunate that the inscription falls outside the geo­
graphical scope of the important book by O. N. Van Nijf, The Civic World of Professional 
Associations in the Roman East, Amsterdam 1997. On legislative procedure in cities of Greco­
Roman Phoenicia see J. Teixidor, L'assemblie ligislative en Phinicie d'apres les inscriptions, 
Syria 57 (1980) 453-464 with W. Ameling, KotVOV 'trov Ltorovirov, ZPE 81 (1990) 189-199, 
esp. 193-194. 
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On the editions of the text from be fore the 19th eentury see Mommsen and Franz. Under­
lined readings are Gruter's (see Kaibel p. 220). The right edge had beeome illegible already by 
the time of Mommsen and Pranz. The preeise extent of the damage is best seen in Kaibel' s 
diplomatie transeript. No photograph of stone or squeeze is in print. Now in the Capitoline 
museum in Rome. 

1 'Emcr'toAl] ypa[ q>Etcra 'tnJ nOAEt. 

2 Tuptrov -ri1~ iEPa.~ Kat UcrUAoU Kat au'tOV0)10U )1ll'tpo[nOAEro~ <I>OtvEiK1l]~ Kat 

üAArov nOAE-

3 rov Kat vauapXtöo~ üpxoucrt ßouAil ÖTJWP Kat 'tfl~ K[upta~ na'tptöo]~ oi EV 

rronoAot~ 

4 Ka'tOtKOuV'tE~ XaiPEtv' 

5 öux 'tou~ 8EOU~ Kat 'tl]V 'tou KUptOU Tl)1WV aU'toKpu't[Opo~ 'tUX]llV Ei Kai n~ 
ÜAAll cr'ta'tt-

6 rov Ecr'ttV EV rronoAot~ (ro)~ oi nAElou<; U)1WV tcracrt (~) ~/LE'tEpa Ecr'ttV Kat 

KOcrWP Kat 

7 /LEyE8Et 'twv üAArov Ötaq>Epoucra. 'ta{nll~ nUAat /LEV E[n]E)1EAoUV'tO Ot EV 

rronoAot~ Ka-

8 'tOtKOUV'tE~ Tupwt (OI} nOAAot ÖV'tE~ Kat nAoucrwt· vuv ÖE d~ 6Alyou~ ~/La.~ 

nEptEcr'tl1 'tov 

9 upt8/LOV, Kat UVaAtcrKOV'tE~ d~ 'tE 8ucrta~ Kat 8pl1crKEta~ 'tWV na'tpirov ~/LWV 
8EWV Ev8a-

10 ÖE uq>rocrtro/LEVroV EV vaot~ OUK EUWVOU/LEV 'tov /Ltcr8ov 'tfl~ cr'ta'tirovo~ 

napExEtV Ka-

II 't' E'tO~ *" CN /LaAtcr'ta Tl Kat 'ta uvaAcO/La'ta d~ 'tov uywva 'tov EV rronoAot~ 
'tfl~ ßou80ucrta~ 

12 l))1EtV npocrE'tE811. ÖE0)1E8a oilv npovoflcrat U)1a.~ 'tou Öta)1EVEtV ud 'tl]v 

cr'ta'ttrova' ÖEta)1EV-

13 Et ÖE, EaV npovotav 'tWV Ka't' E'tO~ ÖtÖO)1EVroV d~ 'tl]v /Ltcr8rocrtv *" CN notTJ-

cracr8E. 'ta yap E'tE-

14 pa uvaAcO)1a'ta {Kat 'ta} YEtVO/LEVa Ei~ EmcrKEUl]V 'tfl~ cr'ta'ttrovo~ Ei~ 'ta~ 

iEpa~ ~/LEpa~ 'tou 

15 KUptOU au'toKpa'topo~ cruvnEcroucr(a)~ eamot~ EAoytcra/LE8a, lva )1l] ['tl]v] 

nOAtv ßapW)1Ev. 

16 lmo/Lt/LVTJcrKO/LEV ÖE U/La.~ on OUÖE/Lta npocroöo~ YElVEmt OÜ['tE na pa 

vauKA]TJProv 

17 OÜ'tE napa E)1noprov 'til €V8aÖE cr't<X'ttroVt ro~ EV 'til (ßacrtöt} ßacrtAiöt 'PcOI1U. 

lta C>:KC>:Aou v 

18 oilv Kat ÖE0)1E8a U)1WV 'tfl~ 'tUXl1~ q>pov'ttcracr'tE 'tOU npaY/L~J.Q~. 10 aqn1 ~ 
rron-

19 OAOt<; npo t' KaAavÖwv Auyoucr'trov raucp KC>:t <I>AaKKcp K~p"y'- Alav6! 
una'tOtv. 
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20 'A1to (iK'tCOV ßouAf\C; ax8etcrllC; KU t.lou 'tou E'tOUC; i, Eqnuu:peuov'to...c; flutoul 
0UaAe tOll 

21 KaAAtKpa'touc; I1aucravlou 1tPOEÖpOU' 
22 aVEyvwcr811 E1ttcr'tOAl] Tuptcov cr'tancovuptCOV, avaÖ08Elcra 1mo An lH~C; 

23 EVOC; U1hmv, ev 11 Tt~tOUV 1tpovOtUV 1totTtcrucr8at U1'>'tOte; * CN' (avaAtcrKEtV 
yup) .ri'~ 'tl:: 9ucrlu 

24 Kat 8pllcrKetae; 'tmv 1ta'tptcov illlmv 8Emv EKEl aq>cocrtcollEVCOv EV VaOl!; 
25 Kat Ill] E-\)'tOVEIV 'tOV Iltcr80v 'tf\c; cr'tu'ttCOVOe; 1tupexnv KU't' E'tOe; * CN 
26 Kat 'tU avaAwlla'ta Eie; 'tov aymva 'tov EV I1onWAOtC; 'tf\e; ßou80ucriac; au-
27 'tOte; 1tPOcr'tE8f\Vat. 'tmv yup E-rEPCOV aVaACO!lu'tcoV YEtvO!lEVCOV Eie; e1t[t]-
28 crKEUl]V 'tf\e; cr'tu'ttCOVOe; Eie; 'tue; tEpUe; illlEpae; 'tou KUptOU uU'toKpa'tOpOe; 

cr[uv ]-
29 1tEcroucr(a)e; au'to'ie; EAoyicrav'to, '{va !ll] 'tl]v 1tOAtV ßapmcrtv, Kat U1tE!lt!lVll-
30 crKOV ön OUOE!lta 1tpocroooe; YetVE'tat 015'tE 1tapu VaUKATtPCOV 015'tE 
31 1tapu E!l1tOPCOV we; EV 'tfj ßacrtAtOt 'PWllll. !lEe' llV avayvcocrtv <l>tAOKAf\e; t.tO-
32 Öwpou Et1tEV' ot EV 'PW!lll cr'tancovaptOt Ee~e;_EtXOV aet 1tOT e c1v AU _-
33 ßavoucrtv 1tapEXEtv 'tOle; EV I1onOAOte; * CN· a~toucrt Kat VÜV oi. iw no-

nOAOtC; 
34 cr'tancovaptOt uu'tu 'tau'ta UU'tOle; 'tllPElcr8at, 11 Ei !ll] ßouAov'tal ol EV ' Pw D 

35 
E1t-

36 Eq>wvllcrav' KUAmc; Et1tEV <l>tAOKAf\e;. t.tKata a~tmcrt ol tv nonoAo . 'Ad 
37 o-ihcoe; eYetVE'tO Kat VUV oü'tcoe; YEtVEcr8co. Tou'tO 't11 1tOAtl l. 

<I>UA :&ll-
38 'tco il cruVTtena. aVEyvwcr8111tt't'taKtOv o08Ev 'tO'tE...p.7tO AUX!lTO 1).!0}'j;-

39 vetae; Kat 'Ayu801toÖoe; UtOU, au'tou Tuptcov cr'tancova=-,"ico",,-,-v--!e..=':'=~"'" 
Tupta-

40 Kf\e; 'tijc; EV KOAcovi<t LEßacr't11 I1onOAOtC;, EV <p eOTtAOuv :.:.n:-""aOl<.>::~'-'-~'-'-
iw.E'tEpav 

41 1ta'tpioa cr'ta'ttcovac; Mo, 'tl]v IlEV EV 't11 ßacrtAtÖt 'PW!l[ll, 'tl]v OE 

3. I. Kat ö~~cp Kaibel 6. Mommsen Franz Kaibel Dittenberger: oe stone 8. dei. Mommsen Kaibel 
Dittenberger: 0\ Franz 13. Mommsen Dittenberger: 1tOttcr(ll}crSE Franz Kaibel 14. dei. Sosin 15. 
CYNI1ECOYCNC stone; CYNI1ECOYC-NC stone; Franz; corr. Franz; cr'llV1tEcrOUcr(ll}~ Mommsen Kaibel 
Dittenberger 18. Mommsen: <ppov·dcracr(Sm) Dittenberger (= homophone eppov'ttcracr'tE): eppov'tfcra(t) 'tE 

Franz: epponlcra(l) 'tE (I. Kat) Kaibel 23. H8IOIN stone; avuAtalCElV yap add. Kaibel 26. I10'tt(6}A.ü\~ 
Franz 27. avuA(O~a't(Ov (KUl 'twv) YEtvO~EV(oV Franz Kaibel Dittenberger 28-29. corr. Franz: 
cruV1tEcroucrll~ stone 34. cr'tu'ttovaptol stone Mommsen 38. Mommsen: öoSev (u}1to AaXll'to~ Franz: 
öoSev'to Dittenberger: öoSev 'to I ('to) l)oSev ? Kaibel. 
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"Letter written to the city: to the archons, boute and people of Tyre, sacred, 
inviolate and immune, metropolis of Phoinike and other cities, and nauarchis, and 
supreme fatherland, the settlers in Puteoli send greeting. 

[5] By the gods and the genius of our supreme emperor, if there is any other statio 
in Puteoli, as most of you know, ours surpasses in sp1endor and greatness the others. 
This long has been cared for by the Tyrian residents in Puteoli, who were many and 
wealthy, but now our number has dwindled to a few, and in paying for sacrifices and 
the rites of our paternal gods that are established for worship here in temples, we do 
not have the means to furnish the misthos on the statio, 250 denar;; per year, 
especially since the payments for the bull sacrifice at the games at Puteoli are charged 
to us in addition. We entreat, therefore, that you provide for the lasting permanence of 
the statio. And it will last if you make provision for the 250 denarii given yearly as 
payment. For we have always reckoned to our own accounts the other payments in­
curred for the fitting out of the statio for the sacred days of the supreme emperor as 
they occur, lest we burden the [sc. mother-]city. And we remind you that no income 
accrues either from the naukleroi or from the merchants, in the statio here, as in the 
statio in imperial Rome. We beseech, therefore, and entreat you by your fortune to 
take care of the matter. Written in Puteoli 23 July under the consulship of Gallus and 
Flaccus Cornelianus. 

[20] From the acta of the boule conducted on 11 Dios year 300, C. Valerius Kalli­
krates son of Pausanias presiding for the day as proedros. 

[22] The letter of the Tyrian stationarii was read, having been brought forward by 
Laches, one of them, in which they ask that Tyre make provision for them of the 250 
denarii, [sc. explaining that] they pay for the sacrifices and the rites of our paternal 
gods that are established for worship there in temples, and do not have the means to 
furnish the misthos on the statio, 250 denarii per year, and that the payments for the 
bull sacrifice at the games at Puteoli are charged to them in addition. As for the other 
payments incurred for the fitting out of the statio on the sacred days of the supreme 
emperor as they occur, they have always reckoned them to their own accounts, lest 
they burden the [sc. mother-] city , and they remind us that they have no income, 
neither from the naukleroi nor from the merchants, as they do in the statio in imperial 
Rome. 

[31] After the reading of which, Philokles son of Diodöros said, "The stationarii in 
Rome have always been accustomed, out of what they themselves take in, to furnish 
those in Puteoli with the 250 denarii, and now the stationarii in Puteoli ask that the 
same things be maintained for them; or if those in Rome are unwilling to furnish it to 
them, they themselves [sc. those at Rome] shall absorb the two stationes under the 
same governance". They exclaimed, "Philokles speaks weIl". "Justly do those in 
Puteoli ask". "It has always been so; now too let it be so". "This is advantageous to 
the city". "Let the custom be preserved". 

[38] A tablet was read, submitted at this point by Laches son of Preimogeneia and 
Agathopous, hirnself one of the Tyrian stationarii of the Tyrian statio in Colonia 
Augusta Puteoli, in which he made clear that our fatherland provided the two statio­
nes, the one in royal Rom[e and the other in Puteoli ... ". 
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First the misthos2. All editors agree on the reading of the stone, *- CN. Mommsen 
interpreted this as (denarium) c(entum milia) n(ummum) without comment, offering 
no parallel for the Latin abbreviations of Latin numbers in a text that is otherwise 
Greek3. His interpretation has given rise to confu ion. D' Arms accepts the figure, 
c1aiming the llpport ofIG XIV 830, OGIS 595 and IGR I 421 4, all ofwhich print *­
crv ( 10-11, 13,23,25,33). He notes "the um of HS 400 0 .. . is the single large t 
cost Oll record in Imperial Puteol i. and the largest rent recorded for any Italian city '5. 
This huge figure, which sterns from Mommsen's unconventional interpretation, 
should havc been suspecl. Neverthele , D' Arm defends it against Duncan-Jones, 
who , argue that the figure should read HS 100,000" (= 25,000 denarii)6 . Duncan­
Jones is alone in interpreting *- CN as 25,0007. This figure can be reached only by 
assuming that the symbol for denarii (*-) stands uniquely here for 100 denarii, or that 
the denarius-symbol is in error for HS in all of its five instances. Neither Mommsen 
nor Duncan-Jones offers paralleis for either interpretation. 

Dittenberger, Beloch and others, in disagreement with Mommsen, understood the 
abbreviation as 250 denarii8, which prompted Dubois to seek justification for 

2 Almost without exception, scholars have interpreted misthos as rent, in spite of the fact 
that this interpretation is required by neither evidence nor Greek. Misthos need imply nothing 
more than payment. L. Robert, Hell. VB 203- 204, 204 n. 5, cautiously avoidsJhe is ue. 

3 His only doubt was whether to expand '(CI111Im) or c(elltllfll mifia): "CN kann 100 und 
100000 Denare bezeichnen; doch ist die erstere Summe offenbar zu gering" (61 n.**). 

4 D'Arms (n. 1) 105. Other have followed Momm en' figure wilh little or no discu 'sion: 
Waltzing, I, 451 n. 5; La Piana 258 n. 21; R. Meigg ' , R01lll11/ OSI;a , Ox ~ rd 21977, ; Teixidor, 
L'Assembltfe lt!gislative (n. 1) 464. 

5 DArm (n. 1) 105. 
6 D' Arm (n. 1) 105 n. 10, rcfcrring to R. P. Duncan-Jones, The Econom , of '"e ROll/all 

Empire, Cambridge 1974,210,236 (no. 1187) [same numbers in 2nd cd., Cambridge 19821; 
here Duncan-Jones also purports to follow "Kaibel [IG XIV 830] and others," when he prefers 
25,000 denarii over "Mommsen's reading ... 100,000 denarii, which assurnes the use of Latin 
numerals in a Greek text" . Reckoning the 250 directly as sestertia produces 250,000, not 
25,000. 

7 R. P. Duncan-Jones, An Epigrapbic Survey ofCosts in Roman Italy, PBSR n.s. 20 (1965) 
189-306,302 no. 1185a accepted Mommsen's interpretation, which he subsequently rejected in 
favor of the uns\!Q.stantiated figure, 25,000 denarii. He asserts also that Franz "likewise gives 
the figure as,* CN [i.e. 100,000 denarii] in his replica; but he fatally misconstrues this in his 
transcription, rendering it throughout as *crv". In his diplomatie transcription Franz transcribes 
X CN like every editor; his minuseule transcription shows that he interpreted the figure as 250 
denarii. Duncan-Jones then condemns the texts of IG XIV 830 (which a decade later he would 
purport to follow), IGR I 421 and OGIS 595 because they "depart still further from the origi­
nal"; the three texts, however, are in agreement with each other and with Franz's. He notes also 
that Dubois "does not appear to have been conscious of the discrepancies between the various 
published versions" (302 no. 1185a); on the contrary, Dubois devotes five pages (89-93) to a 
discussion of Mommsen's interpretation, in open disagreement with Dittenberger (91). 

8 Dittenberger (p. 292, n. 23) expands the abbreviation: o1lvapio)V otUlcocrimv ltEV'tl]Kov'ta; 
Beloch (115) is equally unequivocal: "Der Rath von Tyros beschließt darauf, daß die Tyrische 
Station in Rom die 250 Denare zu zahlen habe"; so too Poland, Vereinswesens 498, "Auch die 
Station der Tyrier in Puteoli wird von der Stadtgemeinde durch eine jährliche Unterstützung 
von 250 Den. über Wasser gehalten". C. Picard, Observations sur La societe des Poseidoniastes 
de Berytos et sur son histoire, BCH 44 (1920) 263-311, esp. 266 accepts 250 denarii as the rent 
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Mommsen's interpretation. Dubois (92-93) considers 250 denarii too small a sum to 
cause the stationarii constemation. More significantly, Dubois envisions the statio as 
a sprawling compound of large storage silos, trans-shipment depots, shops and 
lodgings, which he (92-93) likens optimistically to a medievaljondaco9. On the other 
hand, 100,000 denarii seems to Dubois too high an amount for rent in second-century 
Puteoli, even for such a large complex, and so he argues (95-96) that the Tyrians in 
Puteoli received an annual sum of 100,000 denarii fram which to pay their various 
expenses, rent included. This, however, contradicts the letter of the Puteolan statio. 
The stationarii state that their revenues are low because of diminished enrollment (8-
9) and that the statio has been accustomed to meet other expenses out of pocket (15-
16). They ask for assistance with the misthos alone (13). Furthermore, not only do we 
not know the dimensions or quality of the statio's installation, but the number of 
known contemporary rents is too few, and their range of values too wide, to permit 
sound judgement on this score l . Finally, Dubois' argument rests on a flaw in logic, 
on wh ich 250 denarii cannot stand since it is too low a rent for ajondaco, which the 
statio must be because a rent of 100,000 is too high for anything elseli. 

To summarize, there is complete agreement that the stone reads '* CN. All modern 
editors correctly acknowledge the first character as the sign for denarii. All editors, 
with the exception of Mommsen, read the second character as a lunate sigma (all the 
other sigmas on the stone are lunate and identical in form), i.e. the number 200, and 
the third character as a Greek nu, i.e. the Greek number 50. Dubois alone acknow-

for the "entrepot ou comptoir". N. Lewis, M. Rheinhold, Roman Civilization, New York 31990, 
II, 109-110, translate ,,250 denarii". 

9 Evidently following Mommsen's "Factorei" (60-61). The same institutional parallel 
would later be suggested by L. Cantarelli, Le Station es Municipiorum, Bull. Com. d' Archeo­
logia (1900) 124-l34; La Piana 259 n. 22, postulates the presence of baths (258 n. 21) in 
addition to the array of "sumptuous buildings" (259); T. Frank, An Economic History 01 Rome, 
London 1927,308; idem (n. 1) 274-275; M. Rostovtzeff, SEHHWII 791; A. H. M. Iones, The 
Roman Economy: Studies in Ancient Economic and Administrative History, ed. by P. A. Brunt, 
Oxford 1974, 145. 

10 Duncan-Jones, Economy (n. 6) 210 nos. 1185-1189 lists five rents for Italy, ranging 
from HS 1,200 to HS 400,000 +, the highest being the rent on an estate of Pliny the Younger -
hardl!' um ient data to argue lhe statio 's misthos f .. m cliometrics. 

1 Thu .. Dubois' argument tol1ches on the vcxed question of the precise nature of the 
Tyrian stationes. Many scholars have attempted to equate them with the stationes municipiorum 
(Pliny, NH 16, 40), the stationes in the Piazza of the corporations at Ostia, other stationes of 
foreign merchants at Rome, or the Poseidoniasts of Berytos, the Herakleiasts of Tyre and other 
associations located on Delos; e. g. La Piana 258-265; Ameling (n. 1) 195-198; Picard (n. 8) 
264-270. L. Robert, Hell. VII 197-205, esp. 202-205, however, has shown decisively that in 
Greek the word statio has a broader range of applications than most admit. On a roughly con­
temporary honorific inscription from Tarsus, in which it is mentioned that a board of secretaries 
has erected a statio for the sacred synergion (01. U1JT01. ypufJ,fJ,ul'n:t<; 'tl)v (nu'ttrovu EK 't&v tOtrov 
'tip1.EPip O"llVEpyi<p, 16-17), Robert observes that the synergion must be a professional associa­
tion (202) and the statio need be no more than a small office ("salon" or "bureau"; 204) like 
those found at Ostia (204 n. 5). The Puteolan statio at Tyre could have been as small as the 
Tarsian or Ostian installations or as big as that belonging to the Berytian Posidoniasts at Delos. 
The evidence does not permit certainty. If, however, we are correct that the misthos was 250, 
and not 100,000, denarii, and if the misthos represents rent on a building, then the small bureaus 
attested at Ostia and Tarsus may provide the better model. 
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ledges that the reason to reject the obvious interpretation (250 denarii) in favor of 
Mommsen' s rendering is the notion that 250 denarii is too low a figure for the rent 
owed by a statio. 

It is apparent from the second half of the text that much more is at stake for the 
Tyrian stationarii at Puteoli than the misthos, which is, as it turns out, only a foil for 
the more crucial issue of the survival of the Puteolan statio. This brings us to the 
second crux, the debate at Tyre. D'Arms summarizes: 

Tyre must have considered it nationally important to maintain the station, for the 
payments were continued: the son of Diodorus, Philokles, pointed out to his fellow 
Tyrian senators ... that until then the rent for Puteoli' s statio had always been paid by 
the Roman agency from its receipts, and the ßO'UA:f] voted that the practice be con­
tinued: oixata a~wuOl Ol. EV TIonoAmc; 12. 

The stone was erected in Puteoli, so we may be certain that the Tyrian stationarii 
at Puteoli were successful in lheir petition. Beyond Lhis, the trulh of D'Arms' as­
sessment is not entirely clear. After the letter from the stationcl/"ii has been readl3, 
Philokles introduces information not contained in the letter. He claims that in the past 
the Tyrian stationarii at Rome covered the expenses of the Tyrian stationarii at 
Puteoli (32-33). This is a direct refutation of tbe claim made by the Tyrian stationarii 
at Puteoli that they can no longer afford their misthos because their numbers have 
dwindled (8-9). Tbe statement that they used to be wealthy but have now ceased to be 
so, since their ranks have diminished, implies direct correlation between membership 
and revenues. Yet according to Philokles their claim is a lie: they never paid the 
misthos in the first place. 

The statements of Philokles that follow show his true colors even more clearly. He 
is not a champion of the PUleolan cau e as 0 ' Arms assumes. AgnLn, Philokle pro­
duces information not contained in the Putcolans' letter (33-35): aSt01><n Kal Vl>V oi. 
ev nonoMH cr'tancovaplOl au'to. 'ta1ha aU'to'ic; 'tllpetcr8at, 11 ci ~'h ßouAov'tal oi. EV 
'ProUU au'to'ie; napExtlV, au'tot avaÖExov'tat 'to.e; ouo cr'ta'tlcova eni. t .... au'tl aiQEcrl. 
He claims that the Tyrian stationarii at Puteoli request first the preservation of the 
current arrangement. No such request appears in the Puteolans' letter. There they 
asked the city of Tyre to start paying the annual misthos, which in their terms repre­
sents a change from the current situation (We used to be wealthy, but now ... ). The 
contingency that Philokles puts into the Puteolans' mouths is problematic. What is the 
meaning of avaOExov'tat? Who are au'toi? Wh at is the meaning of Ent 'tTI aU'tTI 
aipEcrt? If avaOExecr8at denotes payment, as might be expected, then au'tot can 
hardly indicate the Tyrian stationarii at Puteoli since, on their own admission, they 
are unable to pay their own expenses, much less the expenses of both stationes. If 
all'toi indicates the Tyrian stationarii at Rome and avaoExecr8at means "to pay," 
then the resulting contingency plan of the Tyrians at Puteoli is otiose: if the statio at 

12 D'Arms (n . I) 105. 
13 Inasmuch as the report of the letter's contents conforms closely to its actual words 

Kaibel's shrewd restoration, or something very similar to it, in !ine 23 must hold. The acta of 
the boule first cites the Puteolans' request, subvention of the misthos, and then records their 
reasolling, example by example in identical order, with identical terms. 
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Rome is unwilling to pay, let them pay. Dittenberger (p. 292) saw that avaoEXE<J8m 
must mean something like "absorb into its own ranks", and E1t1. 'tTI m'yeTI a1.pE<H must 
me an roughly "under the same governance/institutional oversight". He attempted to 
solve the problem accordingly: "Prius Tyrii Romae eonsistentes suam ipsorum sta­
tionem eonduxerant et illius quae Puteolis erat mereedem collegio Wie eonstituto 
numeraverant. iam eadem eondicione utramque stationem in se recipere parati sunt 
qui Puteolis habitant"14. Thus, on Dittenberger's interpretation the Puteolan proposal, 
as voiced by Philokles, is: the statio at Rome should pay for its Puteolan counterpart, 
but if the Roman statio is unwilling, it shall be dissolved and merged with, and put 
under the govemance of, the Puteolan statio. 

Dittenberger's solution and reconstruction of the background events, however, 
cannot be correct. The port at Puteoli was active long before the rise to prominence of 
Ostia, the port with which the Roman statio must have been associated. Other associa­
tions of eastemers, probably businessmen, are attested at Puteoli from an early date l5 . 
It is more likely that the Puteolan statio preceded the Roman, but that, as is commonly 
accepted, its vigor dec1ined as trade was increasingly routed through Ostia in the first 
and second centuries A.D.1 6. But the more compelling cause to reject Dittenberger's 
proposal is the fact that a1l'tOt by default should limit the nearer substantive, 01. EV 
'Pc.OIlU, not, as Dittenberger assumes, the farther 01. EV llon6A.ou;. 

We now see the full impact of Philokles' remarks. The Puteolan stationarii ask for 
assistance on the grounds that they can no longer pay the 250-denarii misthos. Philo­
kIes moves to deny them assistance, c1aiming that they never did pay the misthos; the 
stationarii in Rome did (32-33). Philokles then says that the Puteolans actually want 
to preserve the status quo, or his version of it - subvention from Rome (33-34). 
Finally, Philokles makes his bid for the ho stile take-over of the Puteolan statio, 
voicing an alternative proposal: if the more solvent Roman stationarii are unwilling to 
continue their (alleged) policy of subvention, then they should absorb and assurne 
control of the bankrupt Puteolan statio. At 33 the disjunctive il does not indicate two 
alternatives proposed by the Puteolans; it separates Phi lokles , proposal from the 
Puteolans'. On the former interpretation Greek would require the infinitive ava­
oEXE<J8at at 35, to complement a~tou(n (33) and to match tllPEtcr8m (34). On the 
correct rendering and the text as it is, however, grammar requires that avaBExovtat 
stand for subjunctive, avaoExrov'tm. The indicative -onat could stand here as a 
simple orthographic variant for the subjunctive -ffiv'tat 17. Simply put, Philokles' view 
is: either the statio at Rome pays, as (according to hirn) it always has, or the Puteolans 
relinquish their autonomy to their Roman counterparts. 

14 So also the pcculation of La Piana 259-260 n. 23 . 
15 For abrief conspectus of these see M. W. Frederiksen, Campania, London 1984, 330; 

Tran tarn Tinh: Waltzing, II1, 432-433. 
16 D' Arms (n. 1); note, however, that the perceived poverty of Puteolan statio is one of the 

foundation f this argum nl. 
17 Compare I.Magl/esia 31, 24. At 6 the rnason cut oe instead of f.l C and at 26 

nOTIf.lAOIC instead of nOTIOAOIc. Whether this represents an orthographie variant or visual 
error (Mornmsen read ITA TIONAPIOI at 34) by the scribe it may be adduced in support of the 
-oV'tat/-ÜN'tat exchange. 
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Under this arrrangement the Puteolan statio would presumably remain physically, 
but fall under the sway of its Roman counterpart. We may be certain that Philokles' 
proposal that Tyre sanction the legal dissolution of the statio at Puteoli did not pass, 
since it is inconceivable that the poor Puteolans erected this costly monument in cele­
bration of their own demise. In fact, the responses to Philokles' advice are not spoken 
in consent, as D' Arms suggests. It has gone unnoticed that what ensues in the Tyrian 
assembly is not unanimous assent, but a spirited debate. The first acclamation is in 
support ofPhilokles' proposal (36): "KaAw<; etTCEV IPtAOKAfj<;". The second favors the 
request of the Puteolan stationarii (36): "MKaw a~twcrt 01 EV TIonOAOt<;". The next 
three responses can be construed as supporting either side, depending on whether the 
speakers accept the Puteolans' letter or Philokles' interpretation of it (36-38): P 'Ad 
oüno<; EYElVE'tO Kat VUV OÜ'tffi<; YEtVEcr8ffi, 12 Tou'tO 'tU TCOAEt crulHpEpn, 13 IPUAaXSf]'tffi 
~ cruv~8Eta. 

The debate is interrupted at this point by Laches, the delegate sent from Puteoli, 
who produces a second document in support of the Puteolan claim. Unfortunately the 
stone breaks at this point, but not before we leam that Laches adduces this second 
document as evidence that the mother-city Tyre founded two distinct stationes, one in 
the capital city of Rome and the other in Puteoli. Since Laches and the Puteolan 
stationarii were successful this second document must have attested in some way to 
the separateness of the two stationes. Perhaps the tablet contained the foundation 
charter - or mention of it - of one or both of the stationes; perhaps it only made 
mention of the two as independent bodies. Whatever the contents of this document, its 
validity as evidence for Laches' claim was recognized and someone, probably Tyre 
herself, provided the Puteolans' misthos. As D'Arms saw, the Tyrians who argued, 
,,~iKma a~twO't 01 EV TIonOAot<;" carried the vote, but they were not, as he assumed, 
supporting Philokles in his bid to lay the expense of the misthos on the shoulders of 
the Roman statio, or else dissolve the Puteolan statio. 

In sum, the Greek number is to be read as a Greek number,"* CN = 250 denarii. 
The figure 100,000 denarii was conjectured by Mommsen and defended by Dubois, 
without sufficient evidence, on grounds that a rent of 250 denarii seemed too low, 
given their anachronistic conception of the infrastructure of the statio and the apparent 
thrust of the Puteolans' request. After all, the Puteolans' petition does seem to revolve 
around the rent. 

Laches' mission, however, was to secure the continued survival and favored status 
of the Puteolan statio. He came armed with two arguments. The first was patriotic, 
religious and political: by the annual contribution of 250 denarii the city of Tyre 
could ensure the well-being of its most splendid and grand (6-7) statio, prevent the 
cult of its ancestral deities from falling into neglect (9-10), secure the good will of the 
god in whose honor the bouthousia was celebrated (11), and avoid insulting the impe­
rial authorities by failing to celebrate the sacred days of the emperor (14-15)18. 

18 Thus Franz's corrections at 15 and 18-19 to the accusative, O"IlVTCEcroucr(U)<;, are perhaps 
more appropriate than the genitive cruvm:croucrl1<;, which, as Dittenberger explains, would have 
to modify cr1:U1:trovo<; (14, 28) so that the passage (13-15 = 27-29) be rendered "For we have 
always reckoned to our own accounts the other payments and those incurred for the fitting out 
of the statio, wh ich is in astate of collapse, for the sacred days of the supreme emperor ... ". 
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Laches' second argument was on a point oflaw. He seems to have foreseen the objec­
tions raised by Philokles, and in an act of diplomatie genius he produced the second 
document, which evidently he wielded as evidence for the independence of the two 
stationes, as soon as argument broke out on the floOf ofthe Tyrian senate l9. 

The Puteolan stationarii did not spend the time and money involved in Laches' 
mission simply to win a mere 250 denarii. The survival of their institution was at 
stake: people like Philokles were plotting its downfall. There is no reason to doubt 
that the Puteolans did genuinely need the 250 denarii, but someone at Puteoli saw a 
means of capitalizing on their lack: the Puteolans need only convince Tyre that she 
might win great gains from the minimal contribution of 250 denarii per year. Thus 
Laches exploited the low monetary value of the reguest to the Puteolans' advantage, 
never arguing explicitly from the modestness of the reguest. The Tyrian statio at 
Puteoli erected this inscription as a testimony to its independence and greatness, and 
in the process left an account of the battle over political and fiscal policy, which they 
fought and won to secure that status. 
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This is not philologically impossible, though the phrase Eie; bnO'lCEUl]V 'tlle; O''tC('ttWYOe; Eie; 'tae; 
tEpae; 1)l!epae; 'tou lCUptOU a{rtOlCp<i'topoc; (14-15 = 27-28) would be awkward in the attributive 
position. The introduction of news that the statio is falling apart seems intrusive in the light of 
the otherwise unified rhetorical front offered by the Puteolans. Contrary to Dittenberger, 
O'UI!1tt1t'tw is used absolutely; see LSJ s. v. 2, but in support of Dittenberger's suggestion see 
I.Stratonikeia I 144,2 (?); Salamine de Chypre XIII (Test.Sal. 2) 38,4-5; Iscr. gr. d'Italia, 
Napofi I 20. 6. For now the question must remain open. 

19 If our rcconstruction of events is correct then Ameling's argument against formal insti­
tutional ties between the statio and its mother city may be slightly overstated (n. 1) 193, 198. 
The fact that Philokles could press for the dissolution of the statio and that Laches could pro­
duce a document evidently effective at killing this proposal suggests that the mother city hat 
competence in matters of a statio's existence, if not over its routine administration. 


