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OTKog TGV VA UKATpV.
THE SHIPOWNERS ORGANIZATION
IN THE PONTIC AND AEGEAN AREA

rom the numerous types of associations spe-

cific to the Hellenistical and Roman econ-

omy that are documented from the inscrip-
tions, the navigator's and the shipowner’s
associations tend to have a more complex status,
because of the vast field covered and also because
of the special implications regarding the nature of
the commercial relations of the time'. This
explains the fact that in the abundent literature
regarding this subject published for more than
one century until now, different denominations
are used for these associations, sometimes with a
resemblant semanthic, sometimes not, the most
important being: “Handelsgilden”?, “confrérie
professionel”, or “college professionel”, “Kauf-
manngilde”, “club religieux de gens de mer”s,
“Berufsverein”, “Berufs-und Kultverein”®, or even
“ethnical communities””. It is known that the
shipowners and tradesman association were
denominated as thiasoi, eranoi, synodoi, koina®, and
of course, rarely as doupos and olkos, the latter
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being the object of our research for more than one
reason. It is obvious that the ancient terminology
specific to these commercial phenomena still raise
a lot of discussions and debates.

The most frequent type of professional
shipowner association, at least in the Hellenistic
time is koinon. Recent studies showed that in
Athens and later in Delos and Rhodos the first for-
eign koina were founded from the end of the 4
century B.C. and until the 1 century B.C.° The epi-
graphical sources can be divided in two categories:
the ones that are beyond any doubt, witch con-
cernes this material, and the probable ones. From
the first category we have to underline the kowdv
TV Zidwviwv'?, chronologically attested in
Delos in 319/318 B.C.", and later in Athens'2 and
Piraeus'?, associations believed to be established
by Phoenicians overseas with commercial pur-
poses'* or around the cult of Baal from Sidon's.
Another association was one of the great shipown-
ers from Tyr (T& kowdv Téw Tupicov 'Hpak-
AeloTdV Eumépwov kai vaukAnpwv) in Delos in
153 B.C.'¢, as well as the famous koinon of Posei-
doniastes from Berythos, great tradesmans,
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shipowners and depositors (T év AfjAcor kowdv
Bnputicov TTooeildwwviaotév Eumdpuwv kai vauk-
Apwv kal ¢yBoxécv) also in Delos in 110/109
B.C."7

The “Poseidoniastes College” in Berythos is an
special and very interesting and until now singular
case: the only epigraphical evidence, until now, of
a foreign association, which is, in the same time, a
religious association, with its own building, which
have been archeologically identified's, building
entirely distroyed during the Mithridates cam-
paign in 88 B.C. and never rebuilded. The build-
ing had multiple functions — was in the same
time a sanctuary, meeting place, commercial
bourse, inn. It had all the features of a foreign sta-
tio like the ones in Puzzoli or Rome or Ostia in the
Greek regions’. The Poseidoniastes from Delos
not only build a temenos: in an inscription from
122/121 B.C. an oikos, the porticus and the
dependencies, a great courtyard decorated with
colums, as well as shops are commemorated®.
The mixt carracter of the complex is significant: it
served as an open club to all ethnics sharing the
same profession an the same cult and it was also a
sanctuary and a commercial bourse. In this
inscription the most accurate sense of oikos is
found-building where the shipowners association
was sheltered.

As far as the information is available, the
founding of these koina could be attributed to
non-Greek? foreigners. On the other hand, we can
observe from the study of these associations some
differences in the Hellenistic and Imperial organi-
zation system??. A 6éacgos vaukArjpos was epi-
graphically attested at Gorgippia in the Bosphoran
Kingdom? in 174-211 B.C., with an unknown
organization. For the Pontic and Egeean area the
most relevant type of association is the olkos Tév
vaukAripsv. The epigraphical sources are from the
Hellenistic time and from Roman time — the bulk
being from the Antonine period — discovered in
some Pontic cities and not only.
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THE HELLENISTIC INSCRIPTIONS

PIRAEUS (the end of 4 B.C. - the beginning of
3 B.C.). The oldest inscription in which is men-
tioned an oikos, with no activity precisely men-
tioned, probably in the commercial field?.

DELOS (195 B.C.). Decree of proxeny for a cit-
izen from Chios, Eutyches, who was a member of
a delian oikos, maybe a professional association?>.

ATHENS (112-110 B.C.) Two inscriptions men-
tioning an oikos founded by persons with no spec-
ified professions. One person is from Antiochia,
and the other from Alexandria?. One is a dedica-
tion to the Megaloi Theoi, known as protectors
against the maritime dangerous. This association
might have been a religious club for the naviga-
tors, many of them from Alexandria, devotees of
Dioscuri; they also were called after the name of
the banquet hall?.

ROMAN INSCRIPTIONS

TOMIS (139-161 A.D.). Statue base erected by
(ofhos Téwv év Téuer vaukAjpeov) and a certain
Titus of Titus?.

TOMIS (2 A.D.) Honorary inscription - Philok-
les of Chrestos, daner of the shipowner’s house
(pASTws TOU olkou TGV vaukAfipwv) probably
ornated the Hestia altar®. As in other similar cir-
cumstances®, Philokles was awarded philotimos,
for his services to the association.

TOMIS (160 A.D.). Honorary inscription ded-
icated to Sarapis, as Oeds Méyas, to the emperor
Antonius Pius and to Marcus Aurelius, by the
olkos Téwv 'AAe€avdpéwv, to celebrate the erec-
tion of a Sarapis altar’. This oikos was rightly
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interpreted as “die Kaufmannsgilde der Alexan-
driner”*2.

AMASTRIS (2 century A.D.). Fragmented
inscription in which a certain M. Ulpius Rufoni-
anus, member of an olkos T&V vaukAfpwv is
mentioned?.

NICOMEDIA (70-71 A.D.). Very fragmented
inscription in which a temenos of an olkos TGV
vaukAfipcov is mentioned.

NICOMEDIA (69-70 A.D.). Fragmented
inscription in which a presbyteros of an association
is mentioned?. These two inscriptions proove the
importance of Nicomedia in the Roman commer-
cial organization. Although the status of the mem-
bers is not clear’, from social and political point
of view, we know that the naukleroi were part of
urban elite in the oriental provinces’.

ROME (154 A.D.). Inaugural inscription cele-
brating the finishing of an oikos build and ornated
on the expense of M. Ulpius Domesticus, for the
use of navigators and shipowners (vaukAfipot kai
tumopot) from Ephes, living in Rome?®. It is con-
sidered that this building was the central associa-
tion of the navigators and shipowners from Ephes
in Rome, having the status of the stationes com-
mercial in Italy’s harbours®.

From all these informations the mixt carracter
of the oikos association in the Hellenistic time (rit-
ualism and professional), maybe with a greater
accent on the first one, present in Roman time too,
when the professional aspect prevails, the reli-
gious one becoming less used. The problem is
how much the oikos associations in Roman time
were only continuing the Hellenistic tradition; the
connection between the navigators and the
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shipowners is not clearly documented in the few
inscriptions available now.

In Roman period, due to the recrudescence of
these associations, but in a very different context#
olkos TGV vaukAhpwov was a well definite type of
professional association, with the exact purpose of
a “Kaufmanngilde”, and very close to the essence
of the Roman scholae, with whom is very often
compared in the scientifical literature®!. The
Roman epigraphical sources are also indicating
that the use of oikos, frequently used to indicate
the exact place where the reunions were held*,
understood as a hall, or even a chapel, and proba-
bly “Geschiftslokal”, it gradually starts to desig-
nate the association itself.

The exact character and the features of the pro-
fessional associations can be seen better in com-
parison with dotimof}, term which has been
recently re-discussed with the occasion of editing
the funeral stell of Athenion, son of Praxiteles,
from Amastris, who was a member of the dotipos
'Appodims 'EmTeu€idlag, in Roman time*:. In the
inferior level of of the stell a ship is depicted. The
term SoUuos, used to designate an cultic asociation
but also professional, is lidian or frigian as origin*¢,
appears in more sources from Kleinasien* and
Thracia*. It is also very intersting that SoUpos is
sinonym with ouuBiwois, the latter designating an
association as “Genossenschaft der Purpurfirber”,
epigraphically attested in Thessalonike’. The rep-
resentation on the Amastris stell, a commercial
ship with a man, probably Athenion, confirms the
quality of shipcaptain or shipowner, which can
suggest that Soduos of the Aphrodite Epiteuxidia
must have been an navigators and tradesman asso-
ciation*®, Another reason why Soinos "'Agpodims
’EmTeulidias was a professional association is the
internal organization of their members, consisting
of a president (dpx1Tuvdycoyos) and a secretary
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(ypauuaTeis) which had Roman names®. This
association, probably like oikos had a double func-
tion: “Berufs-und Kultverein”.

Is hard to know exactly what was the juridical
status of these associations in the Roman time, and
also the nature of the interests of the members. We
can presume that the members practiced sea com-
merce only for their personal interests or also for
the state in the regions where they lived. In other
words, we can ask ourselves if they contributed in
any way to the annona, and if they can be assimi-
lated into the corpora naviculariorum from the west-
ern provinces of the Empire. A possible compari-
son can be made with the private association
naukleroi from Egypt, which activated in the trade
of goods an especially cereals, for the state.

A very convincing hypothesis was formulated:
these associations, called xepiopds, were a cre-
ation of the Ptolemies and were controlled by
them?®. The form survived in Roman time, when
we find them under different names working for
the state in regularly transports from Alexandria
and Rome’!. We are talking about private associa-
tions made of shipowners and navigators working
for the state, and who were also working for their
own interests, a mixt activity which can be called
naukleria-leithurgia®>. On the other hand, it is
known that in Roman time the annonariae trans-
ports were made by private ships under requisi-
tion for this purpose’’ and the convoys (oTéAos)
from Alexandria to Italy, mentioned not only in
Ostia, but also in Portus, were accompanied by
classis Augusta Alexandrina, another private fleet>4.

Recently some objections were made to this
theory: the Egyptian leiturgiai system, from late
Ptolemaic age or from late Roman time cannot be
compared with corpora naviculariorum>s. The litur-
gia was a personal munus, while the corpora navicu-
lariorum was a munus patrimonii*¢. Until this theory
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is to be verified, also it presents some convincing
arguments, we consider that the realities of the
Roman transport in Egypt can be extrapolate to
the regions which concerns us and that we can
assume that a system of Hellenistic tradition was
applied in Roman time, especially in the western
part of Black Sea and in Bithinia, in the great com-
mercial cities of Tomis, Amastris and Nicomedia.

The importance of Tomis for the interprovin-
cial commerce in the western part of the Black Sea
is very well known?’. There were here no less than
three shipowners associations olkos Téwv vauk-
Apaov, olkos Tév 'ANeEavdpécov and olkos TV Ev
Téuer vaukAripwv fact that prooves the febrile
activity made by this navigators, some of them for-
eignems, some locals, from which the ones from
Alexandria must have been very important. The
existence in Tomis of a stabile factory from Alexan-
dria, as was the case in the Mediterranean area’s,
indicate that strong relations were developed
between the two centres. If these relations were
also including the annona system is hard to state,
although this hypothesis is not out of the question.

On the other hand, Amastris was, at least dur-
ing the Parthic wars led by Trajan, an important
Roman naval base. An inscription from Sinope
mentions a praefectus orae maritimae Amastr(ensis)
et classis Ponticae®. The Roman administration
considered Amastris as a nodal point in the com-
mercial and strategic routes from Black Sea, where
the intersection between the northern coast of
Asia Minor from Byzantium to Colchis®?, with the
shortest and direct maritime route from the anato-
lian coast and Crimeea met$',

As the role of Nicomedia in the Roman com-
mercial relations, the epigraphical sources attests
numerous local navigatorss? and shipowners liv-
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ing in the Mediterranean harbours$3 suggesting
that the economy was very dynamic, orientated to
the Eastern Mediterrana, and especially to the
Pontic world. The importance of Nicomedia in the
Mediterranean commerce is to be found in the
Edictum Diocletiani where this city is the nodal
point of maritime routes: from Alexandria to
Rome, Ephes, Thesslonike, Salona and to Black
Sea: Trapezunt, Sinope, Tomis®4.

As a conclusion, we can sketch a few state-
ments:

1. The olkos T&V vaukAfipwov associations are
part of the associative structures of Hellenistic tra-
dition and were circumcise in Roman time espe-
cially in the west-pontic and egeean regions,
although their presence in the Mediterranean area
is not impossible.

2. The structural organization, as well as the
nature of commercial interests of their members
are not well documented. We know for sure that
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the motivation of these associations is to be
founded in the common interests, which, in cer-
tain situations, concided with common religious-
cultual interests. The latter seem to be stronger
when the members were grouped by ethnical cri-
teria, living abroad (olkos Tév 'AAeavBpécov).

3. This activities was in the regional maritime
commerce — the associations from Tomis, Nico-
media, Amastris, and also in the interprovincial
commerce ? the “house of the Alexandrins” in
Tomis.

The hypothesis of their part in the annona serv-
ice, in the great cities, which were also supplies
bases for the army, is not very well documented.
Unlike the Roman Occident, where corpora navicu-
lariorum was clearly juridical defined, in the pontic
and Aegean world the absence of these associa-
tions is hard to be explained. In this context, it is
possiblethat the oikos associations to have been
part, at least partially, in the annona system.
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