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Neapolis. Decree of the phratry of Aristaioi

Description: Marble stele written on both sides (one contains the Greek decree of Aristaioi, the other a brief
Latin inscription with no relation to the Greek text: cf. CIL X.1 2699), in four pieces. The stele was initially broken
on three sides and four holes were drilled on it (copies of this stele in this condition were made by Antoine
Morillon and Simon Vallambert in the 16th century). Later on (before the 19th century) the inscription was split
in four pieces and four more holes added, then it was set in a wooden frame. Overall h: 0.29 m w: 0.242 m d:
0.03 m

Layout: Non-stoichedon. Writing direction, left to right. There is a high probability that the inscription was hung
on a wall, as the first lines have bigger letters than the latter ones

Letters: h: 0.008-0.010 m
Origin: Naples, from a place important to the phratry of Aristaioi, maybe the official seat of the phratry
Dating: 1st century BC-1st century AD

Findspot: Naples, Castor and Pollux temple (i.e. San Paolo church) according to Ligorius and Colonna, but
Kaibel doubts this information; owned by Adriano Guglielmo Spadafora (whose house was located near San
Giovanni Maggiore church) in the 16th century

Current location: Naples, Museo Archeologico Nazionale, inv. no. 2446
Reference edition: L. Dubois, IGDGG | 29

Other editions: ed. pr. Smetius 1588, f. 35 no. 2; Gruter 1603, 125 no. 1; (Martorelli 1756, 623-630; Ignarra
1797, 133-149); CIG 1.2 5785; Fiorelli 1867, 47; IG XIV 759 (Colonna 1898, 264; SGDI I1l.2 5272; Laum 1914,
no. 212; E. Schwyzer, DGE 7929 (Il. 8-14); Guarducci 1938, 128-129 no. XXXVI; Nenci 1952, 396-397; Landi
1979, 233-234 no. 29); E. Miranda, I.Napoli | 43; Bresson 2013, 221-222 no. 3

Photographs: E. Miranda, I.Napoli |, 62

Translations: Martorelli 1756, 626-627 (in Latin); Ignarra 1797, 135 (in Latin); Laum 1914, 154-155 (in
German); L. Dubois, IGDGG 1, 89-90 (in French); Bresson 2013, 221-222 (in English)

Bibliography: Guarducci 1937, 5-11; Lepore 1952, 300-332; Gschnitzer 1965, 538-540; Lepore 1967, 310;
Burkert 1972, 125-133; Cassola 1986, 50-55; Ph.A. Harland, AGRW online
(http://www.philipharland.com/greco-roman-associations/?p=22221)

Apiotcovos TOII[. c. 9.] T U[Trep Ov]aAepias
Movons Tfis éautolU yuvaikds. ur| eEovoiav 8¢ exETo-
ocav 6 ppriTapxos fj ol xaAkoAdyol fj 6 ppovTioTTs 1 ol Bloi-
kntal 1) &AAos Tis Tiis ppnTpias Tis AptoTaicwv v Buciav

5 | TO Seimvov UTrepTiBecBal Tapd Tas TeTaypEvas NUEPAs
ka[i T]& xethia kai Siakdoia Bewdpia Saveiléobeo un [TA]fjo[v]
¢v[i ov]ouaTi Sewdpia diakdoia TrevthkovTa kai Th T[OA]eL
ur) eEovoiav éxétw 6 ppNTapxos 1 of xaAkoAdyol f) b ppov-
TI0TT|S 1) of oknTai 1) &AAos Tis Tijs ppnTpias Tfs ApioTaicwv

10 eprITOpa UTEP TOUTWY TAV dvopudTav AapuPdvelv, o8]
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mr{oTel SobroeTal &v 8¢ &v 6 Bavellouevos 8186 dAAoppr)-
Topa, v &y dppet 0818600, kai eav BOEN TH aydppel,
kaBcas kal UTrep ppnTdpxou kal xaAkoAdyou <8e>8oyudTio-
Tal, TOTE 1) OiKovouia UTTO TV TTPOY ey PAUUEVV YEIWECH[w].

15 Tous 8¢ xaAkoUs ol SeBavelopévol KaTaPePETWOoav Ti
£R8SUN ToU TTavbeddvos unvos iotapévou eis &yappet|v]
TAnBUovcav, kai émyneiléTw 1) ppnTpeia ols BéAel Savile[v]
kal oUTws TéTe &AAN oikovopia yewéobw kab’ ékacTtov [E-]
Tos. v Te Tais Nuépats Tavtals Tais duoiv, als BuovTes B[el-]

20 mvotow, Ovalepia Movor 818608 Té kaTdxpea. TO 8t yp[a-]
T[Tov T]O Tebiv fi TS TTpoonAwbiv dpeihéTwoav & pprTapxos
7| ol xaAkoAdyol fj & ppovTIoTrs 1 oi SloknTai peTa[ma]pad|i-]
déval Tols del UTd Tiis ppnTpias kabioTapévors. éav 8¢ Ti Ta-
p& Talta T& UTepdvw Yeypauuéva 6 ppriTapxos i oi xaAkoA[6-]

25 you fj 6 ppovTioTrs fj ol SioknTai fj oi Sedaviopévor 1 &AAos
Tis TTOIN0T) ATOTEICATW lEp& TAOV BeddV TAV PpnTPicov apyu-
[piou dewdpia di]akdoia [. c. 15. k]ai 1) ékmpagis éoTi [ - - - ]

[---]

Apparatus criticus: |. 1: ToU almost everyone : TOIl Dubois. Il. 6-7: ur [TA]fjo[v] | é[mr’ dv]duaTi Kaibel, almost
everyone agrees : un[8émjo[te] | i [ur ém’] dvduaTi Ignarra, Franz agree : un [mA]fjo[v ép’] | €[vi dv]duaT
Mommsen in Kaibel; Bechtel, Guarducci and Landi agree : urj [A]fjo[v] | é[vi dv]SuaTi Dubois. |. 10: oU/[Te]
Ignarra, ou[8¢] almost everyone. |. 12: Tfj aydppe! [oUTeos] Franz. Il. 13-14: SoyudaTio/ Tai on the stone :
AESoyudTio/ Tai Kaibel, almost everyone agrees : SoyuaTti[e] [ Tai Ignarra, Franz agrees. |. 16: eis dyappiv
Scaliger in Gruter, Franz and Bechtel agree : eis dydppea Ignarra : eis dyappei[v] Kaibel; Laum, Landi, Miranda
and Dubois agree. |. 17: ©/2 on the stone, Vallambert corrected it. I. 20: KATAXEPA on the stone, Ignarra
corrected it. Il. 20-21: 10 &¢ yp[a]|mw[Tov T]O Tebev almost everyone : T68¢ ypla] | m[Tov mpJoTebév Ignarra : 1O 5
ypla]|m[Tov i mpJoTebév Franz. |. 21: TTPOZHAWOEN on the stone, Vallambert corrected it. |. 27: [dewvapia
SiJakéoia [ - - - k]ai 1j ékmpaéis almost everyone : [Sewvdpia Sijakdoia [evTiikovTa klai 17 ékmpadis Ignarra :
[Sewdpia Si]akdoia [mevTiikovTa, v k]ai 1 ékmpa&is Franz.

Translation:

[ ---1Ariston’s [ - - - ] for Valeria Musa, his wife.

Not the phretarchos, nor the chalkologoi, nor the phrontistes, nor the dioiketai nor any other member of the
phratry of Aristaioi are allowed to defer the sacrifice or the banquet to different days than the established ones;
more than 250 denarii of the 1,200 denarii must not be lent to a single person, even to the polis.

Not the phretarchos, nor the chalkologoi, nor the phrontistes, nor the dioiketai nor any other member of the
phratry of Aristaioi are allowed to take a member of the phratry(as guarantor) in favour of these people, and
lending money on trust is forbidden.

Any person from another phratry, whom the person who has borrowed money has chosen (as guarantor), must
be put forward in the assembly, and, if the assembly agrees, just as decreed about the phretarchos or the
chalkologoi, then the transaction has to be done by the abovementioned officials.

Any person who has borrowed money must pay it back on the 7th of Pantheon before the whole assembly; the
phratry must vote to whom it wants to lend money and then a transaction will take place in this manner every
year.

During the same two days when the banquet is taking place after the sacrifice, the amount owing must be given
to Valeria Musa.

The phretarchos or the chalkologoi or the phrontistes or the dioiketai must hand the written document down,
kept (in the archive) or affixed, to the officials elected by the phratry each time.

If the phretarchos or the chalkologoi or the phrontistes or the dioiketai or any person who has borrowed money
or any other person acts against the abovementioned rules, he must pay a sacred fine of [200(?)] [denarii] to
the divinities of the phratry, [ - - - 1 and the exactionis [ - - - ]
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Commentary:

The text is a decree of the phratry of the Aristaioi concerning the administration of money left by will to the
phratry by a dead member, Ariston. It was already mutilated on the upper side in the 16th century. According to
Dubois (IGDGG |, 82-83) ca. 15 lines of the whole decree have been lost; the first part of the inscription should
have included: the date, a mention of the role of beneficiary and administrator of the legacy of Ariston held by
the phratry of Aristaioi, and the information that the interest gathered from loans could finance the sacrifice and
the banquet and support Valeria Musa.

The man has left 1,200 denarii, of which 250 denarii at most can be lent to a single person or to the city. A
member of the phratry of the Aristaioi must not be chosen as guarantor, instead, it is necessary to turn to an
allophretor (hapax, it means “from another phratry”); he must be put forward in the assembly (&yappis is
another hapax; cf. the verb ayeipc), which has the power to decide what to do. The loan must be paid back by
the 7th of Pantheon before the whole assembly. Then the assembly (probably on the same occasion) will vote to
determine to whom money will be lent next year.

There is also mention of a religious festival lasting two days, during which a banquet and a sacrifice will take
place; not the phretarchos nor the chalkologoi nor the phrontistes nor the dioiketai are allowed to defer this
festival. During the festival, the amount owing (kaTdxpeos means normally “involved in debt” and it is often
used for a person; the term has here the meaning of 'that which is owing, debts': cf. LS/ s.v.) must be given to
Valeria Musa, Ariston’s widow.

The last section, partially preserved, is about the punishment anyone acting against the decree in some respect
would incur. This person would be obliged to pay a sacred fine to the divinities of the phratry; the collection of
the fine is mentioned, but the text stops here.

There must have been a testamentary foundation before this decree. The iter was as follows: the donation and
rules regulating the aim of foundation were announced by an epaggelia; these instructions had to be
subsequently confirmed through a decree sanctioned by a Body which the founder had chosen as depositary of
donation (i.e. the decree under consideration here).

From this inscription it can be seen that a phratry could work as a small bank whenever necessary, although its
financial importance was probably limited, if the amount of loan allowed and the rigidity of the procedure are
considered (cf. Lepore 1952, 310).

The bequest is modest according to Dubois (IGDGG |, 84) in relation to what is attested for the Roman world in
this period (1,200 denarii are equivalent to 4,800 sesterces); maybe the interest rate was high so that every
year the phratry would have gathered the funds needed to organise the festival and to sustain Valeria Musa.
The rate of interest established for this kind of financial operation is unknown, as it is rarely mentioned and it
changes according to the circumstances. It is noteworthy that no more than 250 denarii are lent. This could be a
protection measure: even in case the money did not return to the phratry, both festival and sustenance could
be guaranteed in the immediate future. The same loan is allowed both to the private citizens (Svoua here is a
technical term: it means 'a person whose name is present in a financial operation') and to the city: the polis can
borrow the same amount of money as a single person because it has to bring some guarantors too, who would
be chosen from among the citizens. So, if the city defaulted, the guarantors would have to pay down a large
amount of money with interest (on protection measures for a loan cf. Migeotte, Emprunt, 389-392). With all
these preventive measures, the loans would not impoverish the citizens.

The phratry tries to protect itself by taking some precautions. For instance, the guarantor has to be a member
of another phratry, so that, if the person who borrows money cannot pay it back, the guarantor can refund the
phratry. Nor can money be lent on trust: in case of default the phratry would lose the capital received from
Ariston.

With regard to the day fixed by the phratry for the discharge of the debt, Guarducci (1938, 115) has proposed
that the 7th day of Pantheon had a religious meaning: in particular, she observes that number 7 is often
associated with Apollon (cf. Roscher 1901, 360 ff.). The month of Pantheon has an Euboic origin: it is attested in
central Chalcidice (Olynthos: cf. Robinson 1938, 52 ff.).

This decree presents us with four types of officials within the phratry, always mentioned in hierarchical order:
the first is the phretarchos, chief of the phratry, elected by the assembly, probably every year (cf. .Napoli 1 12:
ppenTapxnoavTesl); this office had an honorific function as well. The chalcologoi were administrators of the
phratry money; they are also mentioned in Naples for the phratry of Artemisioi by the verb kexaAkoAoynkdTewv
(cf. I.LNapoli | 44, 11, I. 1). The phrontistes may have had a similar role to the curator collegii in Roman
corporations; in any case this official is elsewhere attested for Neapolitan phratries (cf. .Napoli | 2; I.Napoli | 44,
I, I. 6, where he has the office to ratify the decrees of the phratry); finally, the dioiketai were administrators, yet
their function is not specified further; cf. IG IX 1 694, |. 44, about a donation of Corcyra, 2nd century BC. All
these officials had to hand the document down (16 ypamTdv is rarely attested in the inscriptions with this
meaning) to the ones appointed by the phratry for the following year. According to Dubois (IGDGG |, 88), the
document mentioned here contained the names of borrowers and the amount of loans; small loans were
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recorded on manageable support and kept in the archive; the lending of great sums of money was instead
affixed.

The names of the divinities of the phratry are not specified in this decree: they were probably mentioned above,
in those first lines now lost, together with the description of the festival, which was maybe dedicated to them.
However, given that the name of the phratry derives from Aristaios, one of the divinities of the phratry may
have been the eponymous divinity, whose worship is attested at Pithecusae in the 2nd-1st century BC by a
votive inscription (found in Lacco Ameno; cf. Buchner 1949-1950, 1-12; for the worship of Aristaios cf. Valenza
Mele 1977, 495-497).
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