INepiA\nyn - Summary

Ytavpog Ilovveéving «H 1ox0g tov Xprpatog ot meplodovg
kpiong: Ot Popaiot wg davelwoteg t1ov ENANVIKOD KOOHOD Katd
Tov 1° awwva m.X.»

O Onpootog davelopog amoteAetl éva avamnooIIaoto THIHA TG 0Topiag Tov
olKovopikov Piov. Otav eva xkpdatog advovatel va KAAvyel Tig avdaykeg Tov
and ta Onpoowa éooda xat v emiPAndeica gopoloyia, avayxkaletatr va
Katagpovyet otov Oavelwopo. Ov eA\nvikég moAelg Tng apyatotnrag Oev
arotedodv  elaipeory otov  kavova. Idwaitepa  katd v votepn
PEMOVUIAIKAVIKI] T1EP1000, Ta MOWKIAA IPOPAPATA TOL POUATKOD KPATOLG
dnpovpynoav ovvOrKeg OKOVOPIKI)G DEPEONG, Ol OIOleg HE T OLPA TOLG
emE@epav avdnon T®V OAVEWK®V AVAYK®V TOV MONe®V aAAd  Kal Te®V
Baoleiwv. H adovapia 1 kat n anpobopia Aoym tov vynAod piokov tov
TOMK®V eAT va avalapoov Tov polo tov davelotr), od1ynoe oty avadrtnon
daveiwv amnod tovg Popatovg ot onoiot armotehovoav v Koplapxr KOWV®VIKL)
opada g enoxr|S.

Avtikeipevo g mapovoag epyaoiag amotelel 11 pelet) tov davelmv mov
ovvrpOnoav petald TV KPATIKOV OVIOTHTOV TOL EAANVIKOD KOOHOD KAl T®V
Popaiov kata tov 1° awva nX. Zmv ewoayoyr Oapovotaletat 1
TIPOYEVEOTEPT) £PELVA KAl MAPANNAA avaOeKvOOVTAl Ot PAOCIKEG ITTUXEG TOL
ntpatog, ot omoieg dev éxoov Otepevvnbel amd aovtrv. Xt ovvexela
eGetafovtal oplopeva damod Ta YAPAKTINPOTKOTePA IHapadetypara dnpootov
davelopov otov eAANVOP®UAIKO KOOHO, péxpt kat tov 1° awwva m.X.,
MIPOKEIPEVOD VA KATAOTEL OA@PEG OTL TOOO Ol eANNVIKEG MOAELG OCO KAt I
apyovoa Ttdln TG Popng elyav efowewwdel pe TG davelodotikeg
dpaotnpromteg. Télog, Siepevvavtatl ot mapdyovieg Mmov oO1ynoav otnv
KP1on ToL POPATKOL KPATovg Katd Tov 1° awwva m.X. T000 OT0 E0MTEPLKO TG
TTAAKIG XEPOOVI)OOD 000 KAl OTNV eEANNVIKI] AVATOAL.

ZTa empépovg Kepahata g ev Aoym peAétng eSetalovtal oplopéveg amo Tig
MAEOV  XOAPAKTNPLOTIKEG TEPUITOOEL YOop1ynong Oavelmv, Onmg Twv
negotiatorum Mdapxoo kat Noopeptoo KAodatiov oto I'tbeto, tov argentarii
Aov@idlov Bacoov otnv Trvo, tov uméa Rabirii Postumi otov Pacihia g
Avyorrtoo ITtolepato IB' AvAntr kat Tov navioyvpov pEAODG TG COYKANTIKIG
tadng lovviov Bpovtov ot Zalapiva g Konpov. Ta davela npooeyyifovtat
pe Paon tpelg StagopeTikeég mToxes. Alepeovartdal 1 KOwaviki) 0éon alAa xat 1)
W00TTa TV 0avelot®wv, wote va Olamotabody pe peyaldtepn) ao@alela ta
Kiviitpa 1mov  tovg wbnoav oty yoprynon twv daveiwv.  [apdA\nAa
OKIOYPAPAOVTAL Ol Oavelakég ovpfdoelg amo T OKOmd TV davellopevev
noAewv. ITo ovykekpipéva, efetaletat 1) €O®TEPIKI] TOLG KATAOTAOL KAt
depevvatal oe oo Pabpo eivail vmevbovn yla m Afjyn tov davelov, alAa
KAl G oLVEPale ot OlapOPP®OI) TG OTAOG TOLG ATIEVAVTL OTOLG OAVEIOTEG
Toug. TéAog, dramotwvetal av Kat Katd mocov Ta davela altonouwbnkav amo
MIOANTIKA  IIPOOWIIA TG KEVIPIKI)G MOAITIKI)G OKIVI)G Oto IAJiolo  ToL
AVTIAYOVIOROD HETASD TRV PEADV TG POHATKIG APLOTOKPATLAS,



ZOPIEPACPATIKA, O dNPOOLOG OAVEIOPOG ATIOTENEL Pa ONHAVTIKY| EKPAVOL) TNG
dovapng tov Yprparog va OWIpOP@P®VEL KAl VA OLVIPEL OxEoelg Hetasy
SAPOP®V MOATIK®V KAl KOWOVIKOV Opdd®V, TO00 O¢ ermtrnedo moAng 000 Kt
oe emtmedo imperium. Ev téhet, iowg Oa rjtav mpotipotepo va pnv voeitat
Aan\®g g Pid OKOVOPLKY| dpaotnprotnta, kabwg ayyilet Baoikovg Beopovg too
ENNVOPOPATKOD KOOPOL O®MG O EVEPYETIONOG, 1] MATPMVIA KAl 1] EMNAPYLAKL
dlolknorn. Xe oplopeveg PANOTA IEPUITMOELG, I ECUINPETINON 1] M1 €VOG
davelov pmopel va anoteAéoel a@oppr] yid TV avadlapop@mon 1] akopd Kdat
TNV DIIOVOHELO!] TOV IOATIKOV IIOL dapoppmvel 11 Kevipikn) eGovota. Ot
KATAADTIKEG aLTEG Aettovpyieg Kablotovv tov davelopod avamnooaoto THHpa
NG PLOLOYVAOPLAG TOL PAOPATKOD KPATODG,.

Stavros Pounentis: «The power of money in crisis periods: The
Romans as lenders of the Greek world in the 1st century BC»

Public lending constitutes an integral part of the history of economic life. In
cases where a state is unable to meet its financial obligations from the revenue
it receives, it is forced to resort to public lending. The Greek cities in antiquity
are no exception to this rule. Especially in the late Republic, the various
problems of the Roman state led to those conditions of financial crisis which
increased the need of Greek cities and kingdoms for loans. The inadequacy or
even the reluctance of the local elites to adopt the role of lender, mainly
because of the high risk, leads the cities to resort to the Romans who where
the most powerful group in that period.

The subject of this essay is the examination of loans which where contracted
between Greek states and Romans in the 1st century BC. In the ‘Introduction’
previous bibliography is presented and at the same time critical aspects of this
issue that were not taken into consideration are illuminated. Afterwards,
some characteristic examples of public lending until the first century are
examined, in order to highlight the familiarisation of Greeks cities and
Roman political leaders with the practices of public lending. Finally, the
factors which caused the financial crisis of the first century both in Italian
peninsula and in Greek east are explored.

The subchapters of this essay examine some of the most well -known loans
such as those of the negotiatores Numerius and Marcus Cloatius to Gytheion,
of the argentarius Aufidius Bassus to Tenos, of the eques Rabirius Postumus to
the king of Egypt Ptolemy XII Auletes and of the powerful senator Iunius
Brutus to the Cypriot city of Salamis. Every loan is examined from three
different aspects. Firstly, the social standing of the lenders and how this
affects their motivations is analysed. Secondly, emphasis is given to the
standpoint of the borrowed cities. More precisely the conditions inside the
cities are examined to the extent that are responsible for the need of
borrowing and the attitude toward the lender. Finally, the examination of the
utility of loans as political instruments for the Roman leaders is focused, in



order to point out the importance of public lending in the political
competition of Roman aristocracy.

In conclusion, public lending is a great example of the power of money to
establish and maintain relationships between different political and social
groups at both the Greek cities and imperium. Therefore, public lending must
be seen not as an exclusive financial activity since it encloses many basic
institutions of the Greco-Roman world such as euergetism, patronage and
provincial administration. In some cases actually, the payback or not of a loan
may be the cause for redirection or even subversion of formal politics. Those
crucial functions establish the examination of public lending as an
appropriate condition for the understanding of Roman state’s physiognomy.



