STYLIANOS V. SPYRIDAKIS

PAROS, ALLARIA AND THE CRETAN KOINON

A severely mutilated inscription from Paros, cursorily discussed by
the late Professor Anastasios Orlandos at the Third International Creto-
logical Conference of Rethymnon in September of 1971, is an intriguing
historical document of special interest to Hellenistic historians and to
Cretologists in particular.

The present discussion of this Parian document is prompted by the
fact that its discoverer, Professor Orlandos, has not undertaken an ex-
haustive investigation of its historical implications relative to Crete and
her relations with Paros and the Aegean Islands in general: Orlandos has
merely suggested some sensible, although speculative, interpretations
of its contents which, nevertheless, cannot fail to impress us, when we
consider the fact that he was not commenting on a subject of his own
academic expertise and interests.

But let us examine the inscription:

"EdoEev ©§) Bour)) kol & 3Npe *Emdvel Emdvoxtog elnev dmép v
mpoeypddavto ol &pyovreg tmwg Tiunolpdv “Emdvaxtog, 6 mpesfeboag
elg Koty tplg mepl i 1év Savelwv amodbcewg, Gv Gperev 7 oA,
gmovedy) wal Tipn0y xal otepavedi) xab’ 8,71 &v T Poud} xal T6 SHuw
36En. "Ened) Twmorpév *Entivantog avijp dyabdc édv xal matpoma-
padoTov dre TPoYévwY TaparaBoy THY TEdg TOV dTov ebvotay Std TovTdg
700 Blov Tadtny abbwv Stetetéhexev kol Mywv xal TEATTOV &V TovTl
*olp® To CLULPEQOVTH TY) TOAeL, Staxelpevds te edoelde wev Tpog TolG
Deodc, gtA[o]otdpywg 8 Tpog THV Tatelde, phaydbwg 3¢ Tpog Todg mo-
Atog, &v te Talg Emipeetatg xal Aettovpyiatg xal tepwobvalg xal dpyals
10 Taig émonpotdtalg HYLAG avEsTpamTol kol 66iwg xal Sukalwg kol @i~

haydBwg mpeoPetog avadeldpevog &v Tlolg dvaryxatotdTolg xatpols ol

Tepl TAOV WEYLOTWY TY) TOAEL CUULPEPOVTMY..... S ]re[T]EAEREV. . e

................................. H]UTNPYACATO TPOG LEeves Gurerrvernvererereseressunnnens

ot

1. A. K. Orlandos, Advetov 77 Ildpou éx Kphtng xate todg ‘ExAnvietinods ypb-
voug, Ienpayuéva oo I Awebvoic Konroloyixot Zwwedpiov I (Athens 1973) 199-205.
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I5 e, lpdg adrolg mpecPetag adtwheinTorg
o ’ B A o \
................................. obte x]ivduvov olite damavny obre Ty
4 3 ~ \ 3 7 \ N \ \ \
raxortabioy 0ddaudc mpod-7 O lopduevoc THY 8¢ Tepl To koo PLho-

TULLOY Jeeeevvrereeveennnneens oL ThooY elo@epOUEVOG TTPOCHAPTE-
172V [P TPTR e Tohews edvola xal ToTpwvel-

20 o]eereiere e aet Ttwog ayabol mapaiticg yLvoue-
YOG eueeeeieeeeeiieeeeenn vty xatempatato kol Tog xebunoiopé-
1224 ORRORIPRR oug, Eomevoev Siapuiay0ivar Befaioug

................................. wal TAG[a]e dvadebdpevog [O]mepony

The Parian psephism honors Timesiphon, the son of Epianax, mem-
ber of an illustrious Parian family, for his faithful and distinguished ser-
vices to the city. Among his benevolent activities the document first
mentions his three embassies to Crete for the repayment of loans owed
by the Parians. In fact, these Cretan missions provide the justification
for the honors bestowed on Timesiphon for, in spite of the fragmented
state of the inscription, references to them are made throughout the
text and their importance to the city is clearly stated:

v. 2: 6 mpeoPedoog eic Kpftny tplg mepl ig 1év Savelwv dnoddoewg...

v. 111: mpesPetlag dvadefdpevog év Tolg dvayxaloTdTol %LLpolg ol Tepl
TAY Weylotev Tf) TOAEL CUUQEPGVT®V.....

v. 15: mpdg adtovg mpeoPelag ddiahelmrwg, ete.

Orlandos rightly interprets the document as revealing more than
one Cretan loan to Paros and concludes that the three visits of Timesi-
phon to Crete imply either that the loans were paid in installments or
that repeated negotiations between the Cretans and the Parians took
place. Moreover, Orlandos draws our attention to the fact that the Pa-
rian psephism specifies neither the nature of the loan, i.e. whether it was
monetary or not, nor the identity of the Cretan creditor or creditors.
Subsequently, he proceeds to name the small city-state of Allaria as the
benefactor of the Parians after summarily dismissing the Cretan Fede-
ration or Koinon, Cnossus, private individuals, or Cretan temples?.

This interpretation, based solely on the existence of a treaty of ico-
mohreio between Paros and Allaria?, is hastily drawn and does not take

1. Ibid., 202-4.
2. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, 2B.
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into consideration other important aspects of Cretan history which point
to a different conclusion. It is for this reason that a more detailed exa-
mination of the problem of the Cretan loan to Paros and of Cretan re-
lations with Paros in general, is needed.

The Cretan city-state of Allaria is not well-known to historians and
archaeologists. Even its exact geographic location is not firmly establi-
shed. While it is generally believed to have been situated in West Crete?l,
some scholars place it at the western extremity of the island, while others
theorize it was located somewhere between Aptera and Eleutherna? on
the coast of Rethymnon at Ztavpwpévog Muromotdpov® or in the region
of the ancient Pantomatrion®.

Moreover, it appears that Allaria was not one of the important city-
states of the area. Before the second century B.C. West Crete was domi-
nated by Polyrrhenia, Phalasarna, Aptera and Cydonia, but by the se-
cond century B.C. the latter, enriched by its commerce of the fourth
and third centuries, had supplanted the influence of the other city-states®
and become one of the leading powers of the island, along with Cnossus
and Gortyn®. Consequently, Allaria’s historic record in Hellenistic Crete
is hardly discernible. In fact, a letter from a Ptolemaic navarch dated
c. 260 B.C.7 concerning relations between Allaria and Thera and the
exchange of prisoners captured by Allarian pirates is the first mention
of the city in the extant epigraphic sources which provide the bulk of
our information on ancient Crete, especially in Hellenistic times.

Allaria, then, undertakes piratical ventures in the early third centu-
ry B.C. when the Cretans, following the decline of Tyrrhenian piracy,
became increasingly involved in this activity®. A few decades later in 217

1. R. F. Willetts, Aristocratic Society in Ancient Crete (London 1955) 148.

2. M. Guarducci, commentary on Inscriptiones Creticae 11,1, 1 p. 3.

3. Paul Faure, La Créte aux cent villes, in Kpnrixa Xpovixa 13 (1959) 195.

4. B. Kirsten, s.0o. Pantomatrion in RE XVIII, 3. For the topography of this
area see the recent study of Stylianos Alexiou, Nouvelle identification de villes
Crétoises, in Onofrio Carruba, ed., Studia Mediterranea I (Pavia 1979) 5-16.

5. H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec de Platon & Polybe (Paris 1968)
265; Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 149.

6. Strabo X, 476: nwérsig & elolv &v ) Koty mhetoug wév, péyiotor 88 xold Emioo-
véstatot tpels, Kvwoodg I'éptuve Kudwvic.

7. IG X11, 3, 328=S1G?, 921, 15f: cuvare[ctethapev npéofBeig eic] Thy *Alaplov.
Also H. A. Ormerod, Piracy in the Ancient World (Liverpool - London, 1924) 131 and
M. Guarducci, Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i., p. 1.

8. Ormerod, Piracy, 130 and n. 3; Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 244.
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B.C. Kvoriag of Allaria, an officer in the service of the Egyptian king
Ptolemy IV Philopator commanded the three thousand Cretan merce-
nary force at Raphial. In the closing years of the third century B.C.
Allaria and Teos in Asia Minor reached an agreement granting asylia
rights? and in the early second century a treaty of douAie and tico-
monvtetor with Paros was negotiateds.

It has been proposed that Allaria adopted a pro-Ptolemaic policy*
since the Fourth Syrian War (221-217 B.C.). However, in the closing
year of the War of 205-201 B.C. between Crete and Rhodes® instigated
by Philip V of Macedon, when many Cretan city-states deserted the Ma-
cedonian cause, Allaria, along with Axos, Sybrita, Lato, Istron and the
Arcadians, remained pro-Macedonian®. Allaria was one of the signatory
powers in the treaty of 183 B.C. between Eumenes II of Pergamon and
thirty Cretan city-states which represented, most likely, the entire mem-
bership of the Cretan Koinon’. Besides a casual mention of some Alla-
rians in a Magnesian inscription of the early second century®, nothing
more is known of ancient Allaria. Yet, this meagre information, over-
looked by Orlandos, reveals certain aspects of life in Allaria which, if
carefully scrutinized and interpreted, lead us to the conclusion that this
small Cretan city-state was not the benefactor of the Parians.

1. Polybius 5, 63, 12 and 65, 7; H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec,
190 and 197 n. 1; M. Guarducci, Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, p. 1.

2. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, 1.

3. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, 2B.

4. H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec, 255 n. 3. This is based prima-
rily on Kvorixg® participation at the battle of Raphia mentioned by Polybius (5, 63,
12 and 65, 7).

5. Polybius, 13, 4; M. Segre, «Kprntixdg mbérepogn RF 11, (1933) 365f,;, M. Hol-
leaux, Etudes d’histoire hellénistique. Sur la «guerre crétoise» (Kpytixdg méAepog),
REG 30 (1917) 88f; 33 (1920) 223f; R.Herzog, Kenmxdc Iérepog, Klio 2 (1902)316;
M. Rostovtzeff, The Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic World (Oxford,
1941) 607; also SIG3, 567; 568; 569.

6. M. Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon (New York, 1931) 66-7; M.
Holleaux, Etudes d’histoire hellénistique. Remarques sur les décrets des villes de
Crete relatifs & 1’dcunrioc de Teos, Klio 13 (1913) 137.

7. SIG3, 627. Willetts assumes that Eumenes’ objective was to facilitate the
recruitment of Cretan mercenaries on the island. See Aristocratic Society, 238; G. T.
Griffith, The Mercenaries of the Hellenistic World (Cambridge 1935) 176. For the Cre-
tan mercenaries of the Hellenistic Age see also S. Spyridakis, Cretans and Neocre-
tans, CJ 72 (1977) 299f.

8. O. Kern, Die Inschriften von Magnesia am Maeander (Berlin, 1930) 21.



Paros, Allaria and the Cretan Koinon 13

Allaria is definitely a city-state of secondary importance even in the
narrow context of West Crete, an area which lies outside of the main
currents of Cretan history in the center of the island, where Cnossus and
Gortyn perennially contended for Cretan hegemony. This obscurity and
relative anonymity alone make it difficult for us to accept the suggestion
of Orlandos that Allaria was the destination of the Parian ambassador
Timesiphon in Crete. The successive loans indicated in the Parian in-
scription, and the repeated negotiations of Timesiphon, imply that the
Cretan succor was considerable!. Thus, could Allaria alone have pro-
vided it? And if Allaria was the creditor, shouldn’t its name, which was
little known even in Crete, be mentioned in the Parian psephism? Besi-
des, to accept the possibility that a remote, outside people such as the
Parians identified Crete the éxatépmorig with Allaria would be absurd.

Another interesting aspect of Allaria’s history revealed in the sour-
ces is her involvement in piracy which, along with mercenary service
overseas, constituted two of the island’s plagues but also main industries
in antiquity?. Both were motivated by economic necessity resulting
from overpopulation, endemic intercity-state rivalries and limited space
and resources®.

1. See in Orlandos’ edition of the inscription :
V. 2: 6 mwpecPBedoug €lg
3: Kp#fmnv Tpig wepl Tic 1@V davelwv dmwodbceweg, Gv dgetiey 7 moAg
v. 11: mpeoPet
12: [ag dvadebdpevos &v T]olg avorynatoTdTolg xatpols xal wepl TGV peylotwv
13: 1% ket GLUPEPOVTLV
v.15: ... 7]pdg adrodc mpeoPelng ddiaielnTws ete.

2. For Cretan piracy see especially Ormerod, Piracy, 144 f; Willetts, Aristo-
cratic Society, 241f; Rostovtzeff, SEHHW, 201f. Most scholars consider that geo-
graphical conditions were mainly responsible for the rise of piracy in Crete. M. Cary,
however, rejects this view and explains: «geographic factors count for much in histo-
ry, but personality is an even greater force». See The Geographic Background of Greek
and Roman History (Oxford, 1949) 97f.

3. Unlike the rest of Greece and especially Sparta the citizen population of
Crete remained stable or even increased in the Hellenistic Age. See Willetts, Aristo-
cratic Society, 246; H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec, 330 n. 1; J.D.S. Pen-
dlebury, The Archaeology of Crete (London, 1939) 354. Yet, the highest figure for the
free population of Crete of one million proposed by Marinatos is highly exaggerated.
See S. Marinatos, Note sur la population du Dréros, BCH 60 (1936), 283f. and Van
Effenterre’s refutation in «A propos du Serment des Drérienss, BCH 61 (1937), 331.
Cf. also M. Guarducci, Intorno al giuramento dei Drerii, Epigraphica 1 (1939) 95 n. 3,
and S. Spyridakis, «Aristotle on Cretan wolutexvian, Historia 28 (1979) 380f.
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The specific mention of Allarians as representatives of Cretan piracy
in 260 B.C. indicates that this small city-state was prominent in the
Cretan piratical ventures of the third century B.C. Although Allarian
pirates are not mentioned in other sources, Allaria remained on the Ma-
cedonian side at the end of the Cretan War against Rhodes (201 B.C.),
when a group of Cretan cities headed by Cnossus and including Cydonia,
Rhaukos and Polyrrhenia, had abandoned the Macedonian cause!. This
Cretan War against Rhodes, inspired by Philip V of Macedon who made
use of the Cretan pirates to implement his Aegean schemes of naval su-
premacy, was characterized by raids of individual Cretan ecity-states?
and although Allaria’s involvement is not documented in the scanty re-
cords of the conflict, her persistent support of Macedonian policies a-
gainst Rhodes suggests a continuous advocacy of piracy.

The undisputed involvement of Allaria in piracy is quite significant.
For it is widely known that the Aegean islands were the main targets of
Aetolian and Cretan raiders® in the second half of the third century
following the withdrawal of Egypt and the dissolution of the Island Lea-
gue, before Rhodes took effective counter-measures to curb piracy. Rho-
des’ diplomatic activities in Crete resulted in the signing of a treaty of
symmachy with Hierapytna*, an important piratical state, and with
Latos, the military occupation of Olus® and the re-establishment of
friendly relations with Cnossus’. As a result of Rhodes’ successful di-

1. Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 66-7.

2. Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 65. In fact, Hierapytna appears
as the only active combatant in the extant sources, raiding as far as Calymnos and
Cos, two islands in the Rhodian sphere of influence (SIG3, 567). Hierapytna’s invol-
vement in piracy is generally recognized. See e.g. Rostovtzeff, SEHHW, 785.

3. Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 245; Rostovtzeft, SEHHW, 222-3.

4. Inscriptions Creticae 111, iii, 3A; for the date of this treaty see A. Cardinali,
RF 35 (1907) n.9; M. Holleaux, REG 33 (12920) 235 n. 1, and SIG3, 581. Cf. Willetts,
Aristocratic Society, 237 and H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec, 225-26.

5. Inscriptiones Creticae, 1, xvi, 35.

6. Van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec, 231; A. K. Orlandos, Néov te-
payrov thg cuvlipeng *Orovvtiev xol “Podlwv, Konprixa Xgowixa 15-16 (1961-2) 230-
240 and S. Spyridakis, «Rhodes and Olus», in S. M. Burstein and L. A. Okin, editors,
Panhellenica : Essays in Ancient History and Histortography in Honor of Truesdell S.
Brown (Lawrence Kansas, 1980) 119-128.

7. Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 66-7; Cnossus-had dispatched a
force of 150 men to Rhodes to fight Demetrios Poliorcetes (305 B.C.) and the good
relations between the two cities continued after the withdrawal of Philip V of Mace-
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plomacy in Crete and the Aegean, piracy declined in the early second
century B.C. and Crete was impoverished, as we may gather from the
scarcity of Cretan coins for this period!. Again, the possibility of
extensive loans to Paros in these years of economic decline in
Crete by a small piratical city-state, such as Allaria, is not likely.
Even without this logical inference of the impoverishment of Allaria,
along with the other Cretan city-states, in the early second century
B.C., the remaining epigraphic evidence also points to poor economic
conditions in the city. The service of Kvoriog in the Ptolemaic army
at Raphia and the presence of Allarians at Magnesia, in the early
second century, may be interpreted as results of the economic ills of the
city which seems to have contributed its share to the Cretan diaspora
of the Hellenistic Age. For the Cretans, those superpatriots of antiquity?,
whose attachment to their native island was proverbial®, would not
venture overseas as mercenaries or in self-imposed exile, unless forced
by economic necessity.

All of our extant sources, however limited, point to the fact, then,
that Allaria was in no position to play the role of creditor or benefactor
in the Hellenistic World!

Interestingly enough, the pro-piratical policies of Allaria through
the Cretan War and the opening years of the second century B.C., when

don from the island’s politics. In the Rhodo-Hierapytnian treaty of 201-200 B.C.
the Rhodians stated clearly that they will not ally themselves with Hierapytna in the
latter’s war with Cnossus. See SIG3, 581 v. 74f., and Diodorus 20, 88, 9.

1. Rostovtzetf, SEHHW, 785.

2. The characterization was made by Montesquieu, who attributes to this
patriotism the fact that the Cretans were the last of the Hellenic peoples to be con-
quered by the Romans (Esprit des Lous, IV, 6).

3. It is widely known that although multitudes of Cretans served abroad in
the Hellenistic Age, few of them remained permanently in foreign lands, e.g. the
Kefiteg ¥ic émiyoviic in Egypt, the colonists of Kpntdnohic in Pisidia and a few others.
See SEG XIX, 830 v. 10. In fact, the Cretans had shown little interest in colonizing
ventures even in the epoch making years of Greek expansionism cf the pre-classical
period. With the exception of the jeint Creto-Rhodian colonization of Lindii, on the
«Gold Stream» of Gela at the end of the eighth century B.C. (Thucydides, 6, &), Crete
was not a participant in Greek ceclonialism. Tradition, however, indicates several in-
stances of Cretan colonization from Tarrha in the Caucasus to Biannos in Gaul.
These may be echoes of colonial undertakings in Minoan times and cannot be rela-
ted to the Hellenistic Age. See Hempayuéva 106 B’ Awelvoiic Konrodoyixot Zvvedgiov I1
(Athens 1968) 55-56 for these early Cretan «colonies». Civil strife, however, often led
to exile in Hellenistic times.
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Rhodian diplomacy and naval police action temporarily pacified the Ae-
gean, may well explain the two Allarian treaties with Teos and Paros,
whose exact chronologies are a matter of controversy but fall roughly
into the closing years of the third and the very early part of the
second century respectively. For in spite of endemic warfare and
constant antagonisms in the Hellenistic Age a surprising abundance
of testimony exists which indicates an increasing humanity in the
code of war of the Greeks of this age'. Conventions for the ransom
of prisoners were commonly entered between various city-states and
larger powers at this time and a considerable number of individual
cities received guarantees of immunity from plunder by right of war
or commercial reprisals (dopdaretat xal aovitot)?. Crete was no exception
to this rule. In fact, because of her attachment to mercenary activi-
ties and especially to piracy, which was viewed as a means of live-
lihood by the Cretans®, and often led to raiding expeditions which
took the form of warfare*, many cities on the coast of Asia Mi-
nor and the Aegean islands sought protection through treaties with
various Cretan city-states and even with the Cretan Federation or
Koinon. A convention for the ransom of prisoners between Miletus and
several Cretan city-states is well-known to historians®. Equally known
and important is the Cretan Koinon’s declaration of Anaphe and its
territory as inviolable (&suiot)e.

Similarly, individual city-states in Crete often granted douiio and
loomoirrelor rights to various island states in the Aegean as well. The

1. M. Cary, A History of the Greelk World from 323 to 146 B.C. (London, 1951)
242-3. Cf. however, Rostovtzeff, SEHHW, 201-2.

2. See W. W. Tarn, Antigonos Gonatas (Oxford, 1913) 209-10 and Cary, 4
Hustory of the Greek World, 242.

3. Piracy as a means of livelihood is discussed even by Aristotle (Politics,
1256): ob pév yap and 0hpag Ladot, xal OfHpag Etepot ETépag, olov ol wév &md AncTelug.

4. See e.g. the Calymnian decree in honor of Lysander, the son of Phoenix,
and Hierapytna’s attack on the islands during the Cretan War against Rhodes in
SIG3, 567.

5. Inscriptiones Creticae 1, viii, 6; xxiii, 1 and 4, 161. See also A. Rehm, Milet,
3, 140. This Milesian inscription contains a treaty between Miletus and three groups
of Cretan city-states headed by Cnossus, Gortyn and Phaestus regarding the libera-
tion of prisoners captured by Cretan and Milesian pirates. Since Cnossus is allied with
the largest number of Cretan city-states,it may well be the strongest power on the
island at this time (260-240 B.C.). See Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 117 and n. 1 and
especially Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 59-60.

6. IG XII, 3, 254; IC 1V, 194; Rostovtzeft, SEHHW, 199.
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evidence is abundant and constantly increasing as excavations in Cre-
te and the Aegean islands continue. As examples of these extensive
contacts and of the growing body of new epigraphic records relating
to them, we may cite the recently unearthed and edited inscriptions
of a treaty of icomohireie between Phaestus and Tenos! and an alliance
between Polyrrhenia and Melos?.

Teos negotiated a treaty of friendspip not only with Allaria (201
B.C.) but with various other Cretan city-states® at the time of the Cre-
tan War which involved Cretan raids on the islands and the coastal
cities of Asia Minor by the pro-Macedonian Cretan powers, including
Allaria. Thus, the motives of Teos in actively seeking extensive alliances
with the Cretan city-states may not be hard to perceive. It is important
to note that the treaty with Allaria was endorsed by Perdikkas, the
envoy of King Philip V, who may well have expressed the official Ma-
cedonian policy of protecting Teos from the hostility of the Cretans.
The specific provisions of the treaty, furthermore, make clear what
were the main concerns of the Teians (IC 11, i,1) v. 28:

gy € twveg dywow Triwe #) to¢ watowdv-

Tag mop’ adrolc, of xecpor xal EAhog 6 PwAidpevog
30 TAMeprwtdy B Triwv, dperdpevor xal dmodi-

dbvteg Tolg aduwmuévorc wbpror EFoTwv.

In the light of this ¢ priori evidence and of the nature of most Cre-
tan relations with the Aegean islands, the treaty between Paros and
Allaria should be considered from a similar perspective. The inscription
clearly refers to rights of asylia negotiated by Parian ambassadors in
Allaria* and is rightly dated by the leading epigraphers Hiller von Gér-
tingen® and M. Guarducci® before the year 197 B.C. when the Rhodian
navy freed Cythnus and Paros from the Macedonians’. The treaty, the-

1. SEG XXV, 1006.

2. SEG XXV, 1030.

3. See Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, 1, and bid. I, v, 52 with Guarducci’s
commentary for the other Cretan city-states.

4. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, i, 2B:

. "ANaprortdy of xdopot xal & wéig Iloptwy Tét BovAdt
. %ol TEL Sdpot yalpew. wopayevouévey T@Y mpesPeu-
. wéy wot’ Gué, Povibg te xal Abpxw, odg dmecteliote

B W N =

. mpecfBedoovtag Tept ThobAw T’ dut.... etc.

5. IG XII, 5, 1.

6. Inscriptiones Creticae 11,1, 2 (Commentary, p. 5).

7. B. Niese, Geschichte der griechischen und makedonischen Staaten seit der
Schlacht bei Chaeronea 11, (Gotha 1893) 635 for the events of this period.
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refore, was in effect during the years when the pro-Macedonian Cretan
raiders would be expected to spare Paros, an island under Macedonian
protection. This consideration would also explain the grant of icomoic-
tetoe between Allaria and Paros, two island city-states in the Macedo-
nian camp.

Orlandos dates the Parian psephism honoring Timesiphon after
the year 194 and speculates that the reason for the Parian loan was
provided by the Aotpdc of 188 B.C! which, according to a Tenian in-
scription, afflicted &rovrog tobg vyoiatag without naming the Parians,
whom Orlandos rightly includes among the victims. Subsequently, Or-
landos assumes that the treaty between Paros and Allaria was con-
cluded c. 192 B.C., the Allarian loan(s) to Paros was given c. 188 B.C.
and its repayment took place a few years later?.

The chronologies proposed by Orlandos are definitely conjectural,
but the effects of the plague of 188 may well be the reason
for the Cretan loan to Paros. For it is a well-documented fact
that the Hellenistic city-states displayed a surprising degree of
compassion and social consciousness in dealing with catastrophic
events afflicting their fellow Greeks in other areas. In spite of
political considerations which often motivated Greek philanthropy,
it is a fact that aid was given and suffering was often alleviated.
The most notable example of this altruism was provided during
the famine of 330-326 B.C. which had affected most of Greece?.
This economic blight is attributed by Tarn to a failure of harvests?,
but Westermann felt that «the problem was one of price inflation,
bad distribution and profiteerings and not an actual shortage of
grain®. Nevertheless, Cyrene supplied citoc (wheat)® to various needy

1. IG XII, 5, 824.

2. Orlandos dates the Parian treaty with Allaria between 194 and 166 B.C.,
following O. Rubensohn’s arguments in RE XVIII, 4 s.o. Paros. His subsequent
chronology is based on this assumption. See Advetov Tiic ITdpouv éx Kpftne, 203-5.

3. SEG, IC, 2; M. N. Tod, A Selection of Greek Historical Inscriptions IT (Ox-
ford, 1948), p. 273.

4. W. W. Tarn, CAH VI, 448f.

5. W. L. Westermann, New Historical Documents in Greek and Roman
History, American Historical Revteww XXXV (1929), 17f.

6. It is widely believed that wheat was the main grain produced in Cyrene.
Thus, citoc here denotes wheat and not any other cereals. This view is expressed by
Wilamowitz and adopted by Tod, Greek Historical Inscriptions, 273f., who cites A.
Jardé, Les céréales dans ’antiquité grecque for the various meanings of sitoc.
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city-states of Greece, including Argos, Athens, Larissa, Megara, Rhodes,
Tenos, Thera and several Cretan city-states, i.e. Cnossus, Gortyn, Cy-
donia, Hyrtakina and Elyros'.

The general climate of good-will in the Hellenistic world was also
expressed in the attempts of various city-states to mediate conflicts
between third parties. Paros itself had acted in that capacity, when it
dispatched to Mylasa a certain Akrisios, the son of Jason, to serve as
Sixaothc?. It is for this reason that the Cretan loan to Paros in times
of dire need should not surprise us. But the identification of the Cretan
benefactor of Paros with Allaria is not justified by the extant evidence
and the mere fact that a treaty between the two cities had been nego-
tiated in the closing years of the Cretan War or shortly thereafter, when
Macedon would naturally restrain her Cretan allies such as Allaria from
attacking their Aegean possessions. The manifest poverty of Crete at
the time of the Aegean Actuéc, furthermore, makes it difficult for us
to believe that a small, impoverished piratical city-state such as Allaria
could give successive loans to Paros (and perhaps to other Aegean is-
landers afflicted) and alleviate their plight. Moreover, if we accept
Orlandos’ date for the Cretan loan to Paros following the disastrous
plague of 188, which seems quite logical, we have more reason to dismiss
Allaria as the Cretan creditor of the Parians, when we consider the
magnitude of their economic problem, Allaria’s insignificance as a po-
litical and economic power and her traditional attachment to piracy.

All of the existing evidence points to the fact that a much wider
Cretan participation in the loan is involved. For if we reject Allaria
we must likewise reject the possibility that another Cretan city-state,
Cretan individuals or temples came to the succor of the Parians.

Evidence of individuals lending money to cities also exists. Even
the Cretans, whom the rabid Cretophobe Polybius had characterized
as greedy and avaricious®, had often acted nobly and generously at ti-

1. For the Cretan recipients see SEG IX, 2, v. 27, 31, 33, 49, 54, 59. Cnossus
received 10.900 medimni of wheat, Cydonia 10.000, Gortyn 10.000, Hyrtakina 5.000
and Elyros 3.000. There were a total of 51 consignments to 41 communities, indivi-
duals and tribes. Cnossus received two instalments of wheat: the first amounted to
10.000 medimni and the second was a mere 900 medimni.

2. IG XI1, 5, 350; J. Martha, Inscription métrique de Paros, BCH VI (1882)
245-9; Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 207.

3. The anti-Cretan bias of Polybius may be understood when we consider that
the Cretans had some dealings with the archenemies of his Achaean compatriots, the
Aetolians (see e.g. SIG3, 535 and Rostovtzeff, SEHHW, 199), and with the despised
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mes of need. The actions of Eumaridas of Cydonia, who not only became
instrumental in the ransoming of Athenian slaves in Crete but also
contributed a considerable sum of money for the transportation of those
freed Athenians to their home city, are heart-warming even today.
In the archonship of Heliodorus (229/8 B.C.) the Athenians, in fact,
honored Eumaridas for his philanthropy?:

\ \ ! ’ 14

TOAMGG %ol WeydAog Ypelog Tapoyeto
~ ’
TOL ONuL xol TEOELGNVEYXE YPNUATX

3 ~ b 4 b A 3 A

& Tév dlwv elg Ta elxoot TdAovTo
T0 cuppovnlévte OmEp TEY alyperdTov
3 ’ \ \ ~ 13 ~ 2 3 4
Eddverce 8t ol tolc dholowv elg Epddc.

Yet, the extant sources do not permit us to assume that Cretan
individuals were involved in the Parian loan. Besides, the magnitude of
the loan as implied in the psephism of Paros, argues against private
contributions. More important perhaps is the consideration that indi-
vidual creditors and benefactors delight as much in having their deeds
recorded as in collecting the money owed them: philanthropists such
as Eumaridas are invariably honored by the recipients of their favors
and their names are immortalized in psephisms of gratitude.

Another possible source of the loan, however, should be sought

tyrant of Sparta Nabis (Polybios, 13, 8; Livy 34, 37; Ormerod, Piracy, 148). In spite
of Polybius’ comments there is plenty of evidence supporting the view that the
Cretans were no different from their Greek kinsmen. The hospitality of the Cretans
not only contrasted with the &svyhactx of the Spartans, but constitutes a unique phe-
nomenon in the history of the Hellenic peoples, as It. Caillemer noted. See his article
«Cretensium Respublica» in Daremberg-Saglio’s, Dictionnaire des antiquités grecques
et romaines. Ephoros’ account of the treatment of slaves in Cydonia (Ephoros apud
Athenaios 6, 263f; FGrH, 70f 29 [Text]) and eulogies of Cretans, such as the follow-
ing from Sparta:
Xolpe

(‘P)uxve K (p)hs *Odeddv 8 (g) 8v

Yoplreoot vé-

Aetog Opvel-

5 Tt oo,

nact gthog yop Epu
further refute the evil reputation Polybius attributes to the Cretans. The epigram of
Rhianos is in A. Wilhelm, Griechische Epigramne aus Kreta, 72; also in IG V, 1, 725
and W. Peek, Griechische Vers-Inschriften I, 1397 p. 416.

1. SIG® IV, 535. For similar services rendered to the Athenian people see an
Athenian decree in honor of another Cydonian, Eurylochos, in 7G 111, 395.
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in the various Cretan temples. Paros, on another occasion?, had borro-
wed from the temple of Delian Apollo and there is no good reason to
doubt the possibility of a similar loan from the Cretan temples. The
most famous of these were prosperous. The Temple of Zeus Dictaeus in
the Eteocretan region of the island had public lands and a treasury?.
A first century B.C. document from the Temple of Dictynna in West
Crete contains the remains of a record of its accounts which appear
to be considerable®. Moreover, Philostratos has written that the wealth
of the Dictynnaeum was guarded by dogs of unmatched ferocity—another
indication of a rich treasury*. In Roman imperial times and especially
during the reign of Hadrian the sacred money of the Temple of Dictyn-
na was even used to finance public works®. A second century B.C. pse-
phism of Lekena also refers to the money deposited in the treasury of
the famous Temple of Asklepios Lebenaeus®.

The apparent prosperity of the leading Cretan temples is one of
the reasons why the Cretan city-states often fought for their control.
The Temple of Dictynna appears repeatedly in the territorial disputes
between Cydonia and Polyrrhenia and its possessor is usually identi-
fied as the leading power in the western part of the island?. Similarly,

1. IG XII, 2, 1635 cited by Orlandos, Advetov tiic Ildpov &x Kphne, 203
and n.3.
2. Inscriptiones Creticae 111, iv, 9 v. 81f.
3. IC 11, xi, 3, v. 40f.
4. Philostratos, Life of Apollonius, 8, 30: ®uloxi) 3t ©¢ lepd wovddy Emitérantot
@poupol Tod v adTe mholdTov, xal dEloboty adrodg ol Kpfiteg pfte Tdv dputwv phte Tddv
@Y dyplwv AetmesOo.
5. Inscriptiones Creticae 1, xi, 6:
Imp. Caesar Divi
Trlajani Parth[ici] fil.
Dlivi Nervae ne[pos
Traljanus Hadrianus [Aug.
pont. max. trib. pot. --
cos. IIT p.p. proc.
pecunia sacra deae
Dictynnae fieri iu[ssit.

6. Inscriptiones Creticae 1, xvii, 6 v. 11[:
ol TEV dmo[Ti-
Oepévery  ypmpdTn[v
&c Tov Onoavpdv...

7. The Temple of Dictynna was contested by Cydonia and Polyrrhenia. When
Cydonia acquired the undisputed hegemony of West Crete in the second century, the
Temple was again under its control. See Guarducci’s comments, Inscriptiones Creticae
II, p. 129 and R. F. Willetts, Cretan Cults and Festivals (London, 1962), 192.
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in East Crete Praisos, Itanos and Hierapytna fought for the honor
and financial profit of controlling the ancient Eteocretan Temple of
Zeus Dictaeus'. This dependence upon the dominant powers of their
region deprived the Cretan temples of independent action and as a
consequence any financial transactions on their part must be seen in
the context of the foreign policies of the city-states that controlled them.
Since the Temple of Dictynna was under Cydonian control in the second
century B.C. we must seek Cydonian links with Paros at this time in
order to suggest that the treasures of this temple were possibly used
to relieve the Parians of their financial burdens. These are, unfortunate-
ly, non-existent. Similarly, it is futile even to theorize on the possibi-
lity of aid to Paros by other Cretan temples, such as that of the Ete-
ocretan Zeus Dictaeus.

In addition to the treaty with Allaria, the Parian presence in other
parts of Crete is also manifested in various epigraphic documents. Thus,
we encounter a Parian, Mvyosifeoc in Chersonesos?, Parian dyoedporo-
motol in Arcades®, a Parian? man in Polyrrhenia where Parian marble
is also mentioned?, another Parian artist, ’A0vvatog Atovusiov in Gortyn®
and finally in an inscription from Elyros we may have yet another re-
ference to a Parian®. These inscriptions, however, date from the third
to the first century B.C. and do not suggest a close Parian relationship
with any of the leading Cretan city-states such as Cnossus, Gortyn or
Cydonia in the early second century B.C., which could have possibly
provided economic aid, through loans, to Paros. On the contrary, the
Parian presence throughout the island, from Chersonesos in the east
to Elyros in the west, is indicative of individual rather than official state
contacts between the Parians and the Cretans.

Yet, a decree of proxenia from Aptera relating to a certain Parian,
Polycles, the son of Amphichares, deserves closer attention:’

1. For the conflicts in the Eteocretan region of Crete involving the Temple of
Zeus Dictaeus at Palaikastro see S. Spyridakis, Ptolemaic Itanos and Hellenistic Crete
(Berkeley, 1970).
2. Inscriptiones Creticae 1, vii, 3.
. Inscriptiones Creticae 1, v, 6.
. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, xxiii, 31 and 20.
. Inscriptiones Creticae IV, 343.
. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, xiii, IB; Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 150.
. Inscriptiones Creticae 11, iii, 10A.

N O O R W
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The decree reveals another aspect of Parian relations with Crete which

may well be the key to our understanding of the nature of the Cretan
loan to Paros:

edvbwg Suuxelpevog,
708" Aoy piv Tov Kpfitav, pirieta 8¢ mo-
Tl TV Guoy TONW....

The relations of a Parian citizen with Aptera, which may be seen in the
context of other Parian contacts with Cretan city-states such as Allaria
and Chersonesos, are not as significant as the feelings of Polycles w06’
8hav pev toav Kefrav which the document indicates. The astute epi-
grapher M. Guarducci rightly identifies in this passage a reference not
to the island itself but to the Cretan Koinon or Federation,® and R.F.
Willetts, the leading British Cretologist, concurs®. Thus, we have at
least some documented evidence of Parian attitudes towards the Cre-
tan Koinon, although we cannot determine whether Polycles acted as
an individual or as a Parian official. Yet, the eSvoix of Polycles towards
the Cretan Koinon encourages us to suspect that friendly, even warm
relations between Paros and the Cretan Federation existed. This evi-
dence, if taken into consideration, makes the problem of the Parian
embassies of Timesiphon to Crete less puzzling. For if friendly relations
between Paros and the Cretan Koinon in fact existed, as the decree of
Aptera tempts us to assume, then the wider Cretan effort to assist the
Parians, could be attributed to it. The Cretan loan was given &v toic
avoyxatotdrolg narpolc during the plague of 188 B.C. and was repaid a
few years later, as Orlandos reasons. Evidence exists that the Cretan

1. See M. Guarducci’s commentary in Inscriptiones Creticae 11, iii, 10A, p.
271,
2. Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 228 and n. 1.
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Koinon functioned at that time and played some role in the wider po-
litics of the Aegean world. The treaty of 183 B.C. between Eumenes
of Pergamon and the member states of the Cretan Aoinon, including
Allaria, is an undisputed proof of this fact'. Why, then, not consider the
possibility that the Cretan Koinon is the creditor of Paros?

The decree of Aptera, however, is important for other reasons as
well. While scholars generally insist that only a few standard stylistic
formulae and terms such as mavreg Kpnronetc, xowdv tédv Kontidv (Ken-
Towéwv) or something similar reveal the existence of the Cretan Fede-
ration in the sources?, we have proof here that the simple use of the name
Ko#tn as an entity, can be identified with it. Obviously, it is absurd
to search for Polybian phraseologies in the local epigraphic documents
of Crete and Paros. Indications of collective Cretan action should be
the main criterion for identifying the Cretan Koinon. In fact, additional
material supporting this contention is not lacking.

Among the numerous Delian inscriptions of the period following the
Attic colonization of that sacred island which have been edited by P.
Roussel in the third volume of the Inscriptions de Délos, we find a num-
ber of documents recording votive offerings given to Delian temples
by donors from many parts of the ancient world. Inscription no. 1442
enumerates, among other gifts, mpocdmia & &vélnuev Kponrn®. Roussel
does not comment on this offering, in spite of the fact that the use of
the name Kp#tn is peculiar. The donor Kpvty cannot be a female in-
dividual, since Koty is not normally used as a feminine name in anti-
quity. Besides, in cases of offerings by individual believers, the patro-
nymic, husband’s or master’s name and (or) the city of origin of the
donor are invariably given?. Thus, the masks of the Delian temple

1. SIGS®, 627; Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 271,

2. M. Muttelsee and M. van der Mijnsbrugge compiled a list of eleven inscrip-
tions dealing with the Cretan Koinon before the Roman conquest of the island and H.
van Effenterre added two more. See Muttelsee’s Zur Verfassungsgeschichte Kretas
im Zettalter des Hellenismus (Diss. Hamburg, 1925) 41-2; Van der Mijnsbrugge, Cre-
tan Koinon, 14-15; H. van Effenterre, La Créte et le monde grec, 128-9. Willetts has
accepted their conclusiors and furnished his readers with a similar list, including the
two documents added by Van Effenterre. See Aristocratic Society, 222-9. The Kpnrtéav
xowdy of the Roman period should be identified with the Cretan «Concilium provin-
ciae» according to Van der Mijnsbrugge, Cretan Koinon, 16.

3. Inscriptions de Délos 111, 1442A, v. 66. See also S. Spyridakis, A Delian
Inscription and the Cretan Koinon, Hermes 98 (1970) 254f.

4. E.g., Inscriptions de Délos 1, 313C, v. 10: - oxddrov? Nixdv[dpouv ‘Pt-
Oupfviov dvadnpa] —, IT, 423 v. 185; I, 442.
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document must be a gift of the people of Crete, a fact difficult to compre-
hend when we consider the existence of nearly fifty independent city-
states on the island in the second century B.C.!. Ko%t, then, in the De-
lian inscription may be understood only if it is associated with the Cre-
tan Federation of States, known as the Koinon2.

In view of these facts, Timesiphon’s missions eic Kpfrpv may be
interpreted as embassies to the Assembly of the Koinon and its Coun-
cil, which consisted of delegates from the member states (ctvedpor)3.
It should be noted that although the Koinon was often dominated by a
leading Cretan power such as Cnossus or Gortyn, it was never identi-
fied with a specific city-state. In fact, it had no federal capital and met
in various places on the island*. Thus, if Kp#%ty in the Parian psephism
represents the Cretan Koinon, we can understand why not a single Cre-
tan city-state is named as the creditor of the Parians in their hour of
economic peril.

The inscription of Delos sheds light on other aspects of the Koinon
as well. The document reveals the fact that, in addition to granting rights

1. See the list of the Cretan city-states in M. Guarducci’s Inscriptiones Cre-
ticae 4 vols. (Rome 1935-40). Their coins are collected in N. Svoronos’ Numismatique
de la Créte ancienne (Macon 1890). See also George Le Rider, Monnaies crétoises de Ve
au Ier siécle ag. J.-C. (Paris, 1966).

2. The origin of the Koinon should be traced to the traditional ocuvyxpyticpog
of the Cretans, according to Van der Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 57. He bases
this assumption mostly on Plutarch, De frat. am. (490) 19B: pipodpevov adtd yolv
Tobto 10 Kpntdv, of molkdxig cractalovrteg gAAAAolg ol mohepobvreg, EEmbev Emibvrmv
mwoheplov dterbovro xal cuvicTavto® xol TodT Hv 6 xehodpevog i’ adT@V cuyxpnTiopds.
Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 227 adopts the same view. The date of its establishment,
however, is controversial. Two historic events are accepted by most scholars as indi-
cators of its beginning: the unified action of Gortyn and Cnossus in 221 B.C., which
brought about the subjugation of the entire island except Lyttos (Polybius, 4, 53, 4)
and the year 217 /6 B.C., when Crete was again unified under the mpostacix of Philip
V of Macedon (Polybius, 7, 2, 9). The first date is accepted among others by Van der
Mijnsbrugge, The Cretan Koinon, 58 and the second by Guarducci (RF 66 (1938) 54,
n. & and Inscriptiones Creticae 1, p. 49). Van Effenterre, however, cites the Athenian
decree in honor of Eumaridas of Cydonia, which is dated c. 229/8 hy Ferguson,
Hellenistic Athens (London, 1911) 209, and concludes: «a fondation du xowov peut
en somme étre rapportée au troisitme quart du IIIe siécle» (La Créte et le monde
grec, 137).

3. Aclearreference to theseis seen in Inscripiiones Creticae IV,197=1G XI1I, 3,
254: «'T30&]e Tolg cuvédporg xal T&[L ko] Tédv Kpntotéwy (decree of the Synedroi and
Assembly of the Cretans concerning the doviic of Anaphein the second century B.C.).

4. See Willetts, Aristocratic Society, 228. He adopts the conclusions drawn by
Van der Mijnsbrugge in Cretan Koinon.
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of asylia and honors to foreigners, the loose Cretan Federation had also
jurisdiction over religious matters. In fact, the Cretan gifts to Isis in
Delos imply that a federal treasury existed, since the offerings must have
been drawn from a common fund rather than the resources of a particu-
lar state. Or, at least, the Koinon could solicit funds from its member
states in order to meet religious or other obligations. This in turn pre-
supposes the service of federal Cretan magistrates who administered
the funds of the Koinon,in spite of the fact that students of Cretan fe-
deralism have not been able to ascertain the presence of Cretan federal
officials! other than the delegates from the member states,the civedpot.

The existence of a Cretan federal fund, then, may be based on epi-
graphic evidence and should be considered as the most likely source of
the Cretan loans to Paros. In addition to providing some suggestions
for a more centralized and better organized Cretan Federation with a
wider involvement in foreign affairs, especially in the Aegean, this
interpretation offers a partially satisfying solution of the puzzle of the
Cretan loans to Paros which is supported, or at least is not contradi-
cted, by the meagre extant sources. Unfortunately, in dealing with the
early history of Crete, we still have to invoke the old confession of Appian
(M. 6): « acknowledged, when writing about Crete, that I had not
found what were the exact causes and pretexts of the wars, and invited
those who could tell more to do so. I shall write down only what I myself

learnt».
STYLIANOS V. SPYRIDAKIS

1. The decrees of the Koinon were issued by the obvedpot in conjunction with
the Assembly and were dated by reference to the mpwvéxosuor of the leading states
of Cnossus and Gortyn. See e.g. Inscriptiones Creticae IV, 197 (&oviie of Anaphe
decree):
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