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QUINTUS FABIUS MAXIMUS AND THE DYME 
AFFAIR (SYLL.3 684)* 

The most striking example of Roman intervention in the affairs of mainland Greece 
between the Achaean and Mithridatic Wars is provided by an inscription now in the 
Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge.' This stone bears the text of a letter to the city of 
Dyme in Achaea from a Roman proconsul named Q. Fabius Maximus, which 
describes his trial and sentencing of certain men of Dyme whom he had judged 
responsible for a recent disturbance in that city. One crux to be resolved is 

chronological: A date of c. 115 B.C. has long been generally accepted, but recently 
evidence from another, still unpublished inscription has been thought to point to the 
year 144.2 Further, the letter of Fabius Maximus has long been held to exemplify the 
close supervision that most scholars, regardless of their position on the vexed 
question of Greece's formal status after 146, assume was exercised over Greece by 
Roman commanders in Macedonia from the time of the Achaean War.3 The 
document has also often been cited to bolster the claim that Rome pursued in second- 
century Greece a conscious policy of suppressing democracy or the political 
aspirations of the lower class.4 This is not, of course, the place for reassessment of 

* I thank the staff of the Fitzwilliam Museum for permission to study the inscription and in 
particular Dr David Gill, then Assistant in Research (Dept. of Antiquities), for his assistance 
during my visit. I am most grateful to F. W. Walbank and L. Kallet-Marx for examining the 
stone with me and discussing its problems, although they should not be thought to have 
corroborated specific readings; also, to Ch. Kritzas for generously offering information about 
the unpublished Argive inscription which bears on the date of this text. I thank P. S. Derow, 
A. M. Eckstein, C. Habicht, B. Jordan and R. Renehan for their comments on drafts of this 
paper and many helpful suggestions; they must not be thought to subscribe to any of the views 
presented here, and all faults that remain are, of course, entirely my own. Smith College, then 
my home institution, provided a grant which enabled me to visit Cambridge. An early version 
of this paper was read at the meeting of the American Philological Association in December, 
1987. 1 Syll.3 684 = Sherk, RDGE 43 = Abbott-Johnson 9. 

2 J.-L. Ferrary, Philhellenisme et imperialisme (BEFRA 271; Rome, 1988), pp. 189-90 with 
n. 228, using information supplied by Ch. Kritzas. 

3 See esp. S. Accame, II dominio romano in Grecia dalla guerra acaica ad Augusto (Rome, 
1946), pp. 1-15, who adduces the Dyme inscription at pp. 9-10, 33-4, 149-53. The inscription 
has played a significant role in the debate over Accame's thesis that the defeated states in the 
Achaean War were appended to a formally constituted province of Macedonia: see, against 
Accame, T. Schwertfeger, Der Achaiische Bund von 146 bis 27 v. Chr. (Munich, 1974), pp. 70-2, 
and E. S. Gruen, The Hellenistic World and the Coming of Rome (Berkeley, 1984), p. 524; and, 
in favour of Accame's hypothesis, W. Dahlheim, Gewalt und Herrschaft (Berlin, 1977), pp. 
124-30; R. Bernhardt, 'Der Status des 146 v. Chr. unterworfenen Teils Griechenlands bis zur 
Einrichtung der Provinz Achaia', Historia 26 (1977), 62-73; D. W. Baronowski, 'Greece after 
146 B.C.: Provincial Status and Roman Tribute', in J. Fossey (ed.), Zvvtacropd McGill 1. 
Papers in Greek Archaeology and History in Memory of Colin D. Gordon (McGill Monogr. Class. 
Arch. Hist. 6; Amsterdam, 1987), pp. 125-38, and 'The Provincial Status of Mainland Greece 
after 146 B.C.: A Criticism of Erich Gruen's Views', Klio 70 (1988), 448-60; Ferrary, op. cit., 
199-209. A new hypothesis is presented in my Hegemony to Empire. The Development of the 
Roman Imperium in the East, 148-62 B.C. (University of California Press, forthcoming 1995), 
chapters 1-2. 

4 See esp. A. Fuks, 'Social Revolution in Dyme in 116-114 B.C.E.', Scripta Hierosolymitana 
23 (1972), 21-7 = Social Conflict in Ancient Greece (Leiden, 1984), pp. 282-8 (citations below 
will be to the latter); also M. I. Rostovtzeff, The Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic 
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these old, complex controversies. My purpose here is rather to show that 
interpretation of the letter of Fabius Maximus has not always been sufficiently 
mindful of the many obscurities of the text and, consequently, of the events that lie 
behind it; too often the great lacunae in our knowledge have been filled with 
assumptions that beg the questions that are under debate. Perhaps that is because it 
has been the fate of this inscription to be briefly noted and discussed in passing in 
larger historical treatments,5 while on the other hand the sole extended analysis of the 
document as a whole, that of A. Fuks, devotes little attention to the problems of the 
text and uncertainties of interpretation, which are considerable.6 I begin, therefore, 
with a full text, based on autopsy and a squeeze taken during a visit to the Fitzwilliam 
Museum on June 20, 1988, followed by commentary on uncertain letters, restorations, 
difficult words and other textual matters. 

I. TEXT, EPIGRAPHICAL COMMENTARY, AND NOTES ON 
RESTORATIONS AND PROBLEMATIC WORDS 

The inscription was discovered in 1797 in the ruins of ancient Dyme and presented 
to Trinity College, Cambridge, by 'J. Hawkins, Esq. of Bignor Park, Sussex.'7 In 
1924 it was lent to the Fitzwilliam Museum,8 where it is now on display. 

P. P. Dobree, Classical Journal (London) 30 (1824), 127-9, 139-41 (no. 5) (reprinted 
in H. J. Rose, Inscriptiones Graecae Vetustissimae [Cambridge, 1825] pp. 393-4, 
405-7, no. 5); A. Boeckh, CIG 1543; E. L. Hicks, Manual of Greek Historical 
Inscriptions (Oxford, 1882), no. 202; W. Dittenberger, Syll. 242, Syll.2 316; P. 
Viereck, Sermo Graecus (G6ttingen, 1888), pp. 3-5 (no. 4); T. W. Beasley, CR 14 
(1900), 162-4; Hiller, Syll.3 no. 684; F. F. Abbott and A. C. Johnson, Municipal 
Administration in the Roman Empire (Princeton, 1926), p. 261 (no. 9); R. K. Sherk, 
Roman Documents from the Greek East (Baltimore, 1969) no. 43; J. and L. Robert, 
Bull. Epig (1974), 262.9 

World (Oxford, 1941), pp. 757, 1508-9; J. Deininger, Der politische Widerstand gegen Rom in 
Griechenland, 217-86 v. Chr. (Berlin, 1971) pp. 243-4; Schwertfeger, op. cit., 66-7; M. H. 
Crawford, 'Rome and the Greek World: Economic Relationships', EconHistRev 302 (1977), 
45-6; G. E. M. de Ste. Croix, The Class Struggle in the Ancient Greek World (Oxford, 1981), 
pp. 306-7; Baronowski, Klio 70 (1988), 454. 

5 Further noteworthy historical treatments are G. Colin, Rome et la Grace de 200 a 146 av. 
J.-C. (Paris, 1905), pp. 654-5; Larsen, op. cit., p. 503; D. Asheri, Leggi greche sul problema dei 
debiti (Studi Classici e orientali 18, Pisa, 1969), p. 97; Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 66-7, 70-1; E. 
Will, Histoire politique du monde hellenistique2 2 (Nancy, 1982) p. 398; R. Bernhardt, Polis und 
Herrschaft in der spdten Republik (149-31 v. Chr.) (Untersuch. ant. Lit. Gesch. 21; Berlin, 1985), 
pp. 222-3; Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 186-99. 

6 Fuks, op. cit. Ferrary's good discussion focuses on the evidence of the document for Rome's 
pose as Liberator of the Greeks. 

7 P. P. Dobree, 'Greek Inscriptions from the Library of Trinity College, Cambridge,' 
Classical Journal (London) 30 (1824), 139. 8 See AR 1970-71, p. 77. 

9 This list includes only those publications relevant to establishing the text. Historical 
treatments are cited above, nn. 3-5. Photograph in Oxford History of the Classical World 
(Oxford, 1986), 431. English translations are available in N. Lewis and M. Reinhold, Roman 
Civilization I. Selected Readings: The Republic and the Augustan Age (New York, 1990), no. 127; 
R. S. Bagnall and P. S. Derow, Greek Historical Documents: The Hellenistic Period (Chico, Cal. 
1981), no. 46; R. K. Sherk, Rome and the Greek East to the Death of Augustus (Translated 
Documents of Greece & Rome 4; Cambridge, 1984), no. 50. 
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QUINTUS FABIUS MAXIMUS 

Of the works listed in the lemma, it should be noted that only Dobree, Hicks, 
Beasley and Sherk appear to have examined the stone. Boeckh used a copy by Miiller 
as well as Dobree's text; Dittenberger, Viereck and Hiller seem to have been entirely 
dependent on published texts. 

{E} 'Eiri OeoKAouv A wvos, ypaJtLyp a7e- 
og ro7v caveoplov lrTpa7oKAEos' 
KOW-ros aPdflos Kolvrov Mdclpos davOvTraros 'Pwtalawv JIvplai- 
WV roiS a(PXOvcr Kal avveopoLs Kal T7jL 7TrOAe XaILPEtv T(V 7TEpl 

KvAAadvov avv6epwv E,4aavLTadvrwv ioL rrepl r7cv CavvreAE- 5 

OEvr7wv rrap' vfiv adLKipadTwv, AXyw Se vrrep Tirs ELlTrpq7je- 
(WS Kal 0 Oopas T7W daPX(eIWv Kal 7TIV T r, ooCLwv ypa4LiaTWcv, WV Eye- 
yovel adpxyogs s oX3rs avyXvaEws 27waos T avpoUjeveoS 6 
Kal T70O VO'.LOVS ypdabas V7revav7Tovs riTl aTroSoOEiUalt rois 

['A]xaLois V67r 'PcoDaLtov 7TOAtT[EL'a]L, 7TEpL cv Ta7 Ka7Ta pUepOS t4[A]0o- 10 

[Itev Ev Ila]TpaLs tE-Ta 7ro 7Tapov[To]S av1tovAiov ' ire o(v ol Sta7rpa- 

[tdJILEvoL 7raTaa E Valvovro fLOL T7jS XeLpLiaSrT K[aTaa]TdjaaEw 

[K]al TapaX/js KA[..6-7.. ] ToLoV'eVOi [ .....13-14....]IN ov p.o- 
v[ov..] T7S 7Trp[6]saAA6Aov[s] daavaAAae[La]s Kat XPE[...8-9...] 
[2-3]4A aAAa Ka-Tr]Ti d'aro3eol`ev7rs Kara [K]otvov 7ros EA.A3j[av v-] 15 
AevOeplas daAAo'Tpta Kal T[S] 6/pETe[pa]S TrpoalppEaEWc, cy[ rTa-] 

paaXoaL?EvCWv TOv KaTrydpcov aAtOL(vas a7Tro3e[~eIs cbw- 

aov iEv TOv yEyovoTa adpX)yov [7r]&v rpaXOevTwov Kal vo- 

/LOypacffaavTa e7L KaraAvaeL Trj ad7roSoOeiLa? 7TroAtL7t- 

[a]s, Kplvas EvoXov eELval OavaTWL, 7ra[p]EXWpLa, o[ol'wS 3e Kal 20 
[2-3]ft'aKov 'EXeaOE'eos Tr&v SaPLLopy(v TOlV aVp.7TpdaavTa 

[roi]S f.lI7TrpaaaL Ta dpXEla Kal Tr (Sq7lo0daLa ypa.tztaTa, &EreL Kal 

[aVTO6] (tC.coAdyiaevv TlpXOeov S NIKEa TOll tLETA Too ?oJeaov 

[yeyovoTra volt,oypadov, E7rel EAaauov ELaiVETo 73LKI7KUO), E- 

[6...6...] 7TpodyeLv ELs PWoJArv opKLCaS, E'b CtL T7IL VOVU7)Vl'al TOV9 EV- 25 

[dTov /jL7vo]s] (CTa[L] EKEl Kal EpJavl'aaS T.[l ?]irT TL V 
' 

EvwT aTTparT- 

[y.L .... ]aM[..T]pOTEpOv ?7rdy?ta[tv E]S OlKOV a[v ]?) A[...] 

1. The first two lines, with the exception of the E in the first letter-space of line 1, are 
carved in larger letters (0.14-0.16 m) than those of the rest of the inscription 
(0.08-0.10 m). The E at the beginning of line 1, however, is carved on the smaller scale 
used in the body of the text; it is almost certainly a false start by the mason. The 
Theokolos was the eponymous official of Dyme: See now R. K. Sherk, ZPE 83 (1990), 
258. 
3. K&vrTos 9)adtos, Koivrov Mdatpqos daOv7raros 'Pcotiacwv: On the identity of this 

Q. Fabius Q.f. Maximus and his official position, see below, section II, p. 13ff. 
7. APXQN is clearly a slip for apXeLwv, as line 22 shows. 'Apxela denotes both the 
place where the records are kept and the collection of records itself (cf. Dziatzko, 
RE 2 [1895], 553-4), while Ta qriptdata ypd a,tara are the individual public 
records themselves, including laws (G. Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde i.457). Fuks's 
distinction (op. cit., p. 286) between 'private agreements and contracts' (adpxea) and 
public ones (8^q'iUOLa ypdatLarTa) is unfounded. 
8. Trg oA3 s avyXvaewS: Note that Fabius calls the affair avyXvaUs, not arrdts or 

Kiv,7tLaa/KTV7aLS, the usual words for revolutionary violence in our main source of 
second-century historical prose, Polybius.10 2'yXvuats, on the other hand, is in 

10 For K[v~iLa/KIv[aL-S, see Plb. 2.39.2; 4.23.1, 5; 4.35.1; 5.25.7; 5.29.3; 5.50.2; 5.54.13; esp. 
15.25.37. Curiously, vewrTepLaid4S (cf. Sherk, RDGE 40, line 24) is avoided by Polybius except 
in its verbal form: 5.29.9; 7.3.6. On Polybius's typology of revolution, D. Mendels, 'Polybius 
and the Socio-Economic Revolution in Greece (227-146 B.C.)', AntClass 51 (1982), 86-110, is 
informative. 
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Polybius nothing more specific than confused disorder or disturbance (14.5.8; 
15.25.8; 30.22.7).11 
10. The politeia 'restored to the Achaeans by the Romans' (also lines 19-20) is 
evidently identical to r'jv SeSotievrv 7roALiEtav mentioned by Polybius (39.5.3; also rTj 
7ToALtrt'a Kal TOis vdo.oLs, ?2) as a product of Mummius's settlement in 146/145. Laws 
handed down by Mummius and the senatorial commission seem to be mentioned in 
a Nemean inscription (SEG 23.180, lines 9-13; cf. D. Bradeen, Hesperia 35 [1966], 
327); these may have regulated interstate justice, as did the laws Polybius himself 
drew up in cooperation with the commission (39.5.5). Pausanias adds a (short-lived) 
abolition of rights of ownership of foreign land and a property requirement for 
magistrates (7.16.9). Some have thought that a politeia for 'the Achaeans' must be a 
federal organization,12 but this is very dubious.13 

In the same sentence in which Pausanias mentions the property requirement for 
magistrates he asserts that Mummius 'was suppressing democracies': wcs 68e alKOVTO 

ol avv avTrc [sc. MoLjAto] fovevaEUdc evoI, evravOa 87trLoKpaTEaS aev KaT7rave, 

KaOL'cTa 8E darr Tpcr)qLa'T7rv 7&ras dapXa (7.16.9). This has led to the notion that the 
Romans imposed 'timocratic' constitutions on conquered Greece, which has in turn 
induced editors and commentators to divine that the alleged subversion of the 
'politeia restored to the Achaeans' in Dyme was in essence a 'democratic' reaction 
against the putative timocracy.14 But Pausanias's assertion appears in a passage that 
is riddled with errors and goes far beyond our other evidence.15 Bernhardt (op. cit., 
p. 221) plausibly supposes that the Roman politeia in Achaea remained democratic in 
the contemporary sense. Ferrary (op. cit., pp. 190-99) draws attention to Fabius's 
suggestion, by use of the phrase r7 drroa oOe(arq 7roAtrTt'a (lines 9-10, 19-20), that the 
Romans had brought a return to traditional, that is 'democratic,' government. 

Of the dotted 0, only the top of the circle is preserved. 
10-11. ti7[A]0[olit,Ev ev 7ad]rpats, Dobree. Hicks, Beasley and Sherk read SLT[A]00o 

PaEV v [I]la'rpatg. At present the stone is broken just to the left of the letters TPAI2, 

1 The LSJ cites the Dyme inscription for the meaning 'confusion' (s.v. UoyXvOas, III.2), as 
well as Acta 19:29 (disturbance at Ephesus). 

12 So Accame, op. cit., pp. 150-51, and Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 24-5. 
13 F. W. Walbank, Historical Commentary on Polybius iii.734-5, and CR 26 (1976), 238; 

Ferrary, op. cit., p. 191, n. 235. 
14 The conjecture was especially common among the early editors (Boeckh, Viereck, Hicks, 

and Beasley; cf. Colin, op. cit., p. 655); among modern treatments, the link is made most directly 
by Accame, op. cit., p. 150; Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 65-7; Fuks, op. cit., p. 285; De Ste. Croix, 
op. cit., pp. 307, 525; Baronowski, Klio 70 (1988), 453-4. See further below, p. 21. 

15 For an introduction to the problems of the entire passage, see Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 
65-72; Gruen, op. cit., pp. 523-6; Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 199-209; Baronowski, Klio 70 (1988), 
454-8 offers a defence. Pausanias's authority is diminished by at least two major errors (the 
statements that after Mummius the Romans regularly assigned a magistrate to Achaea and that 
the Achaean War concluded in the 160th Olympiad: 140-137) and very probably-if my 
arguments in Hegemony to Empire, chapter 3, are sound-another (the claim that Greece paid 
tribute to Rome from 146). Other serious errors appear in his survey of the history of the 
Achaean League: see Ferrary, op. cit., p. 201, n. 264. J. Touloumakos's exhaustive examination 
of the constitutional structure of Greek states has shown that there is little if any epigraphic 
evidence for noteworthy change around the middle of the second century B.C. ('Der EinfluB 
Roms auf die Staatsform der griechischen Stadtstaaten des Festlandes und der Inseln im ersten 
und zweiten Jhdt. v. Chr.' [Diss. G6ttingen, 1967], pp. 1-12), a finding that has weight even if 
it is not decisive (Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 65-6, and J. and L. Robert, BE [1969], 82). Ferrary 
is probably right to conjecture that the claim that Mummius suppressed democracies is merely 
Pausanias's (over) interpretation of the import of the new census-requirement (op. cit., p. 194), 
on which see below, n. 71. Even De Ste. Croix (op. cit., p. 525) concedes that Pausanias's 
assertion should only be understood 'in a very qualified sense.' 
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QUINTUS FABIUS MAXIMUS 

the fracture running along the bottom of the letter-spaces to the left. As this agrees 
precisely with the texts and facsimiles of Dobree and Boeckh, the earliest witnesses to 
the text, I can only conclude that Hicks misplaced his brackets and was followed in 
his 'reading' by Beasley and Sherk. The termination TPAIZ, however, appears to 
assure Dobree's restoration. Patrae is 24 km northeast along the coastal highway 
from the site of ancient Dyme. For Patrae after 146, see Accame, op. cit., pp. 153-6, 
and Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 60-61. 

avlf/iovAlov: Consilium: probably the personal advisory council on which Roman 
commanders in the field regularly relied. See e.g. Syll.3 741 = Sherk, RDGE 48, lines 
3-8; Syll.3 747 = Sherk, RDGE 23, lines 29, 39, 42-3, 55-6;16 and (avvSpLtov) Plb. 
11.26.2-3; 14.9.1-2; 21.14; 27.8.6-10, with Walbank, HCP ii.428. Only considerably 
later do we hear of a special consilium formed ad hoc by a provincial governor in the 
East for a particular trial: Cic. Verr. 2.1.72-6. 

The bottom part of a vertical stroke is preserved of the dotted P. 
12. Of the dotted E, only a small nick corresponding to its upper left-hand corner 
remains; too little is preserved even to determine whether the stroke was diagonal or 
vertical. 

In the first letter-space after the K, no original surface remains. Earlier editors were 
of two minds as to whether an A could be read therein. Boeckh and Sherk print a 
certain A; Dobree an uncertain A; Hicks encloses A in brackets. 
13-15. A break across the stone at this point, where Fabius's judicial rationale is 
given, has left three large gaps in lines 13-15 which have long exercised editors' 
ingenuity and historians' imagination. The version with which scholars are now 
acquainted through its appearance in the Sylloge Inscriptionum Graecarum and 
Sherk's Roman Documents From the Greek East, and on which all modern historical 
discussion is based, is that of Beasley, published in 1900. I give the entire causal 
clause (lines 11-16) as it is restored in those two corpora, but maintaining the 
placement of brackets and dotted letters as I have specified above: 

ETreL ov o0t 0 a7rpa- 12 
[~da]teEvot ravra Ec'>atvovrTo' LO Trgs XetpLoTTr, K[aTacr]TaarcEws 

[K]ai rapaXijn Ka[TraCaKEVnv] 7rotovUEvotL [roiS "EAAqga 77rdalv' ov p.o- 
v[ov yap] iT-S 7rp[6]sg dAA IAov[s] JiavvaAAa[i'a]s KaC Xpe[WKo0r7ia ol-] 
[Kei]a,'7 aAAa Kal [r]/s a6rToaE8oxLEv17)s Kara [K]OLVOV rois 'EAAr[atv E-] 15 
AevOeptas iAAoTrpa Kat rTr[s] 7),LETErpa]s rTpoatpea`cwS ?y[co KrA.] 

But the pleasure of seeing continuous prose gives way to doubts when one attempts 
to read it. In this restoration, a long and intrusive parenthesis (starting with ov toJ'vov 
[lines 13/14] and ending with 7rpoatpea'uEw [line 16]), which however lacks a main 
verb and indeed a clear indication of its subject,18 awkwardly interrupts the link 
between subordinate, causal clause (starting with &Eret owv, line 12) and the main 
clause (beginning with cy7t, line 16). J. Robert rightly comments, 'dans le 
document... on a ete arrete par d'assez nombreuses difficult6s ... specialement aux 
lignes 13-15, dont la construction ne se comprend pas, bien que les editeurs n'aient 
pas pourvu les restitutions meme d'un point d'interrogation.'19 Indeed, the 
restorations supplied for the long gaps in lines 13 and 14/15 have only been asserted 

16 Further epigraphic references in Sherk's index, RDGE, s.v. uavpfoviAtov. 
17 Beasley printed oiKeia and dAAorpta, thus making both fern. sing., presumably agreeing 

with 7rapaoKeviqv. Hiller and Sherk, however, accent as above, presumably in agreement with 
ra-ra. 18 See above, n. 17. 19 BE (1974), 262. 
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and never explicitly defended. In what follows, I shall take a consistently sceptical 
view of all attempts to restore these lines. The object of restoration is not to show 
what may have appeared, but what did appear on the stone; and in my view, the gaps 
are simply too long, in the absence of formulaic language or clear parallels, for the 
restoration of these lines to be more than arbitrary. 
13. The bottom of the right diagonal stroke of an A or A appears to be preserved at 
the left edge of the preserved portion of the stone. 

KA[..6-7..]: Of the various possibilities suggested for filling this gap (KaTaaKevrv, 
Colin: Ka-rafoAXrv, Viereck: KaT7Treapav, Dobree), only Viereck's proposal seems to 
fit the space. KaTapXr-v would, however, be equally possible. For KarafloA)rv 
7rotLELaOa = to lay the foundation (for something), compare Plb. 13.6.2 KaTraoAXqv 
6' E7TOLELTO Kal OEtLEALov vrTECdAAETro ... TvpavvtIoS. 

A full vertical stroke, not previously noted, is preserved just to the right of 
OIOYMENO, but its right side is broken away. I distinguish no traces in the space 
before these letters, but Hicks and Sherk read there a certain H, which was not noted 
by Dobree and Boeckh. 

[rois EAA-qh t a rdo]wv Wilamowitz (apud Viereck): [i KoAaarTEa aTr]iv Dobree. 
Dobree's conjecture is probably too short for the space; Wilamowitz's, although it 
would fit the space, is too bold.20 The appearance of roZi "EAXA[-lav] two lines below, 
referring to a different event (the Roman 'restoration of freedom to the Greeks'), 
does not require its appearance here as well - indeed, it would seem otiose. A verb is 
badly wanted to govern the clause or clauses that follow. The letters IN which follow 
the gap might form part of [--- EarT] (Ferrary suggests [3 ?ar]tv [op. cit., p. 188 
n. 221]) or of an active infinitive; again [---ev V}4L]v is attractive if rrpos a'AAAovs in 
line 14 is to be taken to refer to Dymaeans in general, not merely o'l talTpa6d4lEvol 
ravTa. But speculation seems fruitless. 
13-14. ov ,Lo' [vov dco] Dobree: ov tuo l [vov Tre] Boeckh: ov to' l v[ov yap] Wilamowitz. 
The gap near the beginning of line 14 is unlikely to have accommodated more than 
four letters; yap, in addition to its length, has the further disadvantage of interrupting 
the link between causal clause (e7rel oivv, line 11) and main clause (EycO KTA., line 16). 
After ov Ito'vov, some two-letter word such as be, ?K, r&, or re seems most probable. 

Only part of the dotted 0 is extant. 
14. TriS 7rp[6s da]AA'.<Aov>s o[au]a avvaAA[ayTs] Dobree, Boeckh: rTn 

7rp[os d]AA^<A>ov[g] {a} avvaAA[ayrjs] Dittenberger: rT/S 7rp[o]sd aAA'Aov[s] 
<ovc>a avvaAAa[y?]s Hicks: rrs 7rp[s' da]AA rAov[s] davvaAA[a][t'asi] Beasley: Tysg 
7Tp[o]s aAAriAov[s] davvaAA[a]6[ia]s Sherk. There are numerous cracks resembling 
strokes in the space corresponding to the A of aAAqrAovs, but none seems to be part 
of a letter, pace Hicks and Sherk. Dobree's reading of the letter after AAH as Z 
forced editors who had not seen the stone (Boeckh, Dittenberger) to assume a 
mason's error, until Hicks saw that the letter was in fact a A. This left the difficulty 
of the A following aAAXAovs, which Dittenberger had also dismissed as an error 
(Syll.2 ad loc., n. 7) and Hicks had supposed to be a mistake for ovaa. But Beasley 
discerned a E in the second letter-space after 2YNAAA and saw that the space that 
followed was too long for H27: avvaAAa[yris] was now in any case impossible, and he 
saw that only the exceedingly rare word davvaAAaft'as would fit the extant traces, 
thus elegantly accounting for the recalcitrant A as well. I confirm Beasley's reading 
of a E: a top horizontal stroke is fully preserved, with no connecting vertical. The Z 
of the genitive ending Hicks already noted as present and was dotted by Sherk; I see 
traces consistent with the bottom right seriph of a Z. Between the E and this letter 

20 Yet it is a 'supplemento indubbio' according to Accame, op. cit., p. 151. 
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there is, as Beasley noted, more room than would be filled by a single H.21 Clear traces 
of the broken crossbar of the third A can also be discerned. 

'AavvaAAaeta, although an easy coinage, is an exceedingly rare word, appearing, 
it seems, only once elsewhere in ancient literature, and it has therefore been 

interpreted very freely. Beasley, who first recognized it on the stone, never clarified 
what he thought it meant. Translators of the document and historians discussing the 
text have taken it to denote either hostile relations among citizens, or the abolition 
or de facto lapse of contracts.22 But we can do a little better than this, with the help 
of the other appearance of the word and the use of its cognates. John of Stobi, in his 
discussion of the Peripatetic virtues, uses davvaAAa'fa to indicate a bad state of 
character (Ei'ts) that is defined by its contrast with the virtue predictably called 
evavvaXAAaia: a particular kind of StKaloouvrw, according to Stoics and Peripatetics, 
which operates in the realm of formal, contractual obligations between people and is 
characterized by a cautious but not overly rigid attitude toward asserting one's rights 
in such exchanges.23 Usage of its cognate adjective evavvdAAaKro0, however, 
suggests that EVvvavvAAala need not be restricted to formal relations between people 
but might govern the whole area of social intercourse.24 In John of Stobi's scheme, 
the vicious extremes on either side of the virtuous mean represented by evacvva,AAlaa 
are davvaAAa6ta and a state of character which according to John has no name, but 
is something like an excessive zeal to obtain one's rights to the letter (Kar&a T 

aKpLt0O&'Katov etvat' TcoL). For John, then, davvaAAa('a must be an attitude 
characterized by shunning such exchanges altogether; again, the use of the cognate 
adjective implies a rather wider scope for the word than the area of formal 
obligations.25 LSJ's definition, 'lack of intercourse', is therefore suitably broad. 
Returning to the inscription, we find that this meaning suits the context well. Fabius 
does not appear to be speaking of any specific act in line 14 (such as cancellation of 
contracts), but to a potential or actual condition among the citizens of the city (7rpos 
dAA-rAovs). An illuminating parallel for the sort of complaint he is likely to be making 

21 From the left edge of the upper horizontal stroke of the " to the left edge of the K that 
follows is a space of 0.04 m. The combination H and Z with one other letter nowhere occupies 
more than 0.037 m on the preserved portion of this text (the average is about 0.034 m); nor is 
the space allotted to the letters of this line especially great. 

22 Sherk: 'lack of good relations with each other'; Bagnall and Derow: 'a state of mutual 
disaffection'; Colin: 'irr6conciliables haines intestines' (so too Accame). Rostovtzeff: 
'cancellation of contracts' (p. 757), 'abolition of ovvaAAad'ytara' (p. 1509); so too Fuks, op. cit., 
pp. 287-8, who saw this as far more radical than cancellation merely of debts. Asheri, op. cit., 
p. 96: 'inadempimento di contratti'; Ferrary, op. cit., 187-8: 'le non-respect des contrats', 
comparing (at the suggestion of P. Gauthier) ICr 1.19.3, lines 16-19, esp rCv TROT' daAAaAos 
avvaAAay!Jdrtwv TrdvrTWv ev rapax(i TE KatLL oXOoataaiaL Tdat tLEyiLcTa KELILEVCV (188 n. 222). 
See Asheri, op. cit., pp. 95-7 on cessation of judicial enforcement of debt. De Ste. Croix, op. cit., 
p. 307, has it both ways: 'concellation of debts and other contracts'; 'disregard of contractual 
obligations'. 

23 Stob. Ecl. 2.147 W evovvaAAai4av Se Etlv EVAaLfTLK7rV Tr7) Ev rots aovtgXoAa0ot s&cKias,, 
iLETCa4V oavvaAAaitas ovagav Kal av)Wvv/Jov (rT)v EO avwUvvLov KaTa' TO aKKpLgO8LKatOV 
etvai 7rcos). See id. 2.62 W = SVF iii. 264 evavvaAAa6tav Se E7ragT UT'v TOv avvaAAaTTreLV 
adLr7TTrcos TOtS 7rIgatov. [Andron.] Peri Path. 254.28-255.40 = SVF iii. 273 eUgvvaAAaet'a SE 
eitL ev avvaAAayals f>vAadTovaa TO &Katlov. LSJ: 'Fair dealing'. 

24 Plut. Mor. 42F (listeners who make a lecturer digress or interrupt him with questions) o6x 
7)ELS oV' ?EvvdXVaAAaKTol Trpos aKpoaaLv. Compare John Chrys. Fragmenta in Job 64.513. LSJ: 
'Easy to deal with'. 

25 Dion. Hal. 1.41.1: Heracles associated Greeks and barbarians, mainlanders with coastal 
dwellers, ol rTE crs amrTaov Kal davvaAAdKTovs elXov oVltLtas; 5.66.3 (quoted below, p. 8). 
Plut. Mor. 416E alver'tJLKTra ra rOv OeWv Kal avOpcr7TWv TroLovat KKal aavvdAAaKTa. LSJ: 
'Without intercourse; unsociable'. 
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is provided by a passage of Dionysius of Halicarnassus's Roman Antiquities, in which 
a proposal for debt-relief is attacked by Ap. Claudius Sabinus as an ill-considered gift 
to the poor tL' 7V davvaAAaK-ro 6 KOLVOS Ecrrat 13o S Kal ptlcdaAAXlAos Kal Trv 

avayKaLtov XpELtcv, cV. XWplS OVK EVEarLV olKEioOaL raS' 7rord'A , EvS8e?S (5.66.3). 
Whether debts were involved in the disturbance at Dyme or not we do not strictly 
know (see below), but in any case the burning of archives alone would provide a 
sufficient basis for a charge that the orderly exchange of services and obligations 
between citizens was being, or had been, undermined. According to Aristotle in the 
Rhetoric, a standard argument for those who wished to uphold the strict terms of a 
contract was that if contracts were not enforced all mutual intercourse would be 
abolished.26 Nor dissimilar is Cicero's view of the consequences for civil societies, 
which are founded above all on the secure possession of private property, if fides is 
overthrown by political proposals for the remission of debts.27 

Dobree's restoration of the rest of line 14 as Xpe[las rjS Ka-r' T lav] survived until 
Beasley saw the traces of an A at the left edge of line 15. Beasley was induced by a 
suggestion of Foucart to restore lines 14-15 as XPE[wKor-ias I oiKELa ('or some such 

word'), and the supplement passed without discussion into the standard editions 
without so much as a query. The further inference that a cancellation of 
debts actually took place at Dyme has been almost universally drawn.28 But our 
concern is now only with the text, not yet with the historical reality behind it; we shall 
see below (p. 2 If.) that at the distance of more than two thousand years the intentions 
of archive-burners cannot be easily divined from the fact of the event alone. Caution 
is salutary. Records of debt are not the only kind of document that resided in 
archives,29 and nowhere in the preserved portions of our text are debts even 
mentioned; laws, on the other hand, are. Further, it is awkward to construe 

XPEWKor7Ta (an event) in a strict parallel construction with davvaAAa,fla (a condition), 
both dependent on the same adjective (oiKela); in any case, it does not help the case 
that XpEWKo07Ta is not attested in extant literature before the late first century B.C.30 

Finally, the extant letters on the stone-XPE-are consistent with other words. In 
this context, XpELa(-L) is particularly apt, especially in its sense of 'a relation of 
business or intercourse. '31 We have already seen how Dionysius's speaker identified 
the life that was aavvdAAaKTro with that which was T(rJV avayKatcov XpEltv vSe7S , 

and how Aristotle's champion of the strict observation of contracts would naturally 
claim that neglect of their terms would abolish ~7 rrpos dAAXrAovs Xpe['a TCv 

vOpaorcov.32 But the lack of clear parallels makes attempts to champion particular 

26 Arist. Rhet. 1376b, 1.15.22 eTl 8 7TpaTTETat r&a roAAa rTv avvaAAayadrwv KaI rTa 
EKoVaLa KaTa avvO 'Kas, WaUTe aKVpWv yLyVOtLEVWv avatpElTaL r 7TrpOSd aAAIAovs XpeL'a TrJv 

avOpoS7rwv. 
27 See esp. Off. 2.72-85 and N. Wood, Cicero's Social and Political Thought (Berkeley, 1988), 

pp. 123-32, 202-4. 
28 The noteworthy exception is Asheri, op. cit., p. 97, with n. 62. On the inference, see further 

below, p. 21. 
29 See generally E. Posner, Archives in the Ancient World(Cambridge, MA, 1972), pp. 91-117, 

and Dziatzko, 'Archive', RE 2 (1895), 553-64. 
30 

XpeWKori'a/XpeoKorTia (for the Classical phrase Xpecv a7roKorr7 [-at]) seems to appear 
first in extant literature in writers of the Augustan period (Dion. Hal. 5.67.5, 6.38.2; Diod. 29.33 
[following Polybius, but there is no assurance that the phrasing is his]; the verbal cognate 
XpeOKO7rTOVVTE in Strabo 8.3.29). 31 LSJ, s.v., IV. 

32 Above, n. 26. A noteworthy association of avvaAAdyt4ara and Xpeia in Arist. EN 1178a, 
10.8.1 SiKata yap KaL advpeLa KaL Tar AAa ra KaTra Tas aperTas 7Trp dJAAAovs 7TpdraTro ev 
avvaAAad'y.atL KaL XpeLatL KaL 7rpaeEt 7ravrotats ev re Tros 7rdaOeTat taT7,povvTes TO 7rpe7rov 
EKdacrTo, ratra 8' eLvatl qa{veTat 7TavTa avOpwoMrtKa. 
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ways of filling the lacuna equally idle. The central point is that it is injudicious to 
'restore' into a text a specific historical reference such as XpEWoKocta (rather than 
regular and predictable formulae) that is not necessitated by what remains on the 
stone. 
15. As Beasley noted, the bottom part of a right diagonal stroke is preserved at the 
left edge of the stone; only A or A is epigraphically possible. 

Of the two dotted lambdas at the end of the line, only the bottom tips of two 
vertical or diagonal strokes, each toward the left of its letter-space, are now 
discernible. The original editors, Dobree and Boeckh, give in their copies what 
corresponds to "EAXc[qav- - -]. Hicks, followed by Sherk, apparently saw an H as well 
and printed "EAAr[cratv---]; it is now invisible. 
15-16. T'ri acTroS?8oEVvr/s Kara KOLVOV TroiS EAA-qtv EAevOept'aS aAAorpta: The 

phrase is valuable evidence, as has long been known, of the continuing claim of the 
Romans to be the liberators of Greece, even after the Achaean War.33 
16. I accent aAAorpta in the neuter plural for convenience, but of course the fem. nom. 
sing. (dAAorpia: so Beasley) cannot be rejected out of hand. 'AAAhorptorsq in 
contemporary political discourse often implies hostility: below, p. 24. 
18-19. voltFoypa7rjaavra; cf. 23-24 o,u /TIerL roi ZcS6ov [yeyovol]ra votuoypda'ov: 
Sosus and Timotheus had been nomographoi, doubtless of Dyme rather than a 
(dubious) reconstituted League (below, p. 11). For nomographoi, both federal and 
local, cf. Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde i.462-3, and Busolt-Swoboda, Griechische 
Staatskunde ii.1561, 1572, n. 6; Larsen, op. cit., pp. xxiv (nn. 1-2), 209, 235. 
20. Editors, commentators and translators have disagreed over which verb 
7TapeXwptua represents, whether Oavdra) is to be taken with it or with evoxov etvat, 
and even over the sense: Although those who have discussed the inscription recently 
have understood the meaning to be that Fabius ordered the man executed, some have 
thought that the verb refers to an order of exile ;34 yet neither usage is paralleled. A 
deeper investigation is clearly warranted.35 

The phrase 'voxov tvat + penalty in the dative or genitive is a regular usage,36 in 
view of which the word order here would seem to favour construing Oavdrw with it 
unless one is obliged to do otherwise. As for what follows, it is surely possible that 
7rapEXoptaLa is an itacized aorist form of rrapaXwpJ& (7rapexo'p<q>)aa).37 Itacism of 

33 See Gruen, op. cit., pp. 132-57, esp. 155, and Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 5-218, esp. 186-209. The 
effort of Bernhardt (Historia 26 [1977], 62-73) to define this freedom formally and within narrow 
limits rather obscures the rhetorical function of the claim: see Ferrary, op. cit., p. 197. 

34 The minority view originates with Colin ('je l'ai fait d6porter') and is adopted in Accame's 
influential treatment (op. cit., pp. 9, 151: 'condanna a morte e fa deportare'). For the prevailing 
view, see LSJ s.v. 7rapaXopiawJ, and e.g. Viereck ('Q. Fabius de Soso et Phormisco supplicium 
sumpsit'), Beasley ('Sosos was condemned to death'), H. von Herwerden, Lexicon graecum 
suppletorium et dialecticum2 (Leiden, 1902), 1116 ('morti concessi, pro rrape'SwKa, tradidi'), a 
translation evidently favoured by Hiller in the Syll.3 (n. 13), and the translations cited above, 
n. 9: 'I adjudged Sosus to be guilty and condemned him to death' (Lewis-Reinhold); 'I have 
judged to be guilty and condemned to death Sosos' (Bagnall-Derow); 'I judged him to be guilty 
and sentenced him to death' (Sherk). Ferrary translates 'j'ai jug6 que S6sos... 6tait passible de 
la peine de mort, et je l'ai fait executer' (op. cit., p. 188). 

35 R. Renehan drew my attention to the problem posed by 7TapeXW'ptaa. Most of what 
follows derives directly or indirectly from discussion of this word with him, but he is naturally 
innocent of the result. 

36 LSJ s.v. evoxos, 11.2. The phrase appears with the penalty in the dative or in the genitive: 
for both usages in the same author, cf. Diod. 14.6.1 and 27.4.7. 

37 So Dobree, Boeckh, Hicks and Beasley. Viereck: 'sed ne hoc quidem graecum esset.' 
Herwerden, op. cit., offering 'concessi' as a Latin translation of 7rapeXW'ptoa, would appear to 
have thought this to be a form of 7rapaXcopcZ. 
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7rapexcopruaa in speech is certainly possible in this period,38 but it must be noted that 
H is maintained elsewhere in the inscription, including three other weak aorists in 
-7ra- (lines 19, 22, 23); if derived from 7rapaXcpd), the form on the stone would have 
to be a mason's error, perhaps influenced by the contemporary shift in pro- 
nunciation.39 HapaXuwp) implies concession; Z?J ov tEv...rrapeXo(p(q>r)a would 
mean 'I gave up' or 'surrendered Sosus.'40 It would, I think, be impossible to take 
OavadrT as the 'recipient' of the concession: 'I yielded him up to death'41 would be 
an oddly poetical form of expression for a Roman official to whom coolly efficient 

phrases like ad supplicium tradere, dedere, duci iubere were native.42 Nor is the aspect 
of concession at all apposite toward the lictor, who would have been the actual 
executioner. If we are to read 7rapexc6p<7>)aa, I see no alternative to supposing that 
Fabius 'gave up' Sosus to his Dymaean accusors, who had proven that he merited a 
sentence of death, to execute the punishment. A parallel might be extracted from the 

punishment of two Boeotian politicians in 172, following their condemnation at 
Chalcis by Roman legates touring Greece during the prelude to war with King 
Perseus.43 Although our knowledge of this affair is lacunose, prima facie it appears 
that they were punished by Greeks, not Romans.44 

7apEXopptaa may, of course, simply be the aorist of 7rapaXcopit u ;45 then the 
difficulty arises that this compound of Xcopt'to does not seem to be otherwise attested 
before a logos in the collection ascribed to Pseudo-Macarius that dates to the fourth 
or fifth century after Christ.46 The meaning remains difficult in the absence of good 
parallels, but in the passage of Pseudo-Macarius it evidently means 'put' or 'set 

38 On the phenomenon in this period, see V. Bubenik, Hellenistic and Roman Greece as a 
Sociolinguistic Area (Amsterdam, 1989), pp. 186, 217-18, 237-8. In Ptolemaic papryi: E. 
Mayser, Grammatik der griechischen Papyri aus der Ptolemderzeit 1.12 (Berlin, 1970), pp. 51-2. 

39 Note other errors in line 1 and 7. 
40 Cf. LSJs.v. rrapaxwt)peo, 4. Usage with an accusative object is exemplified by Plut. Cic. 8.6 

oiK[av... r dtSEacAo 7TapEX?wpraev; Mor. 843F AaXvov VK T0Y EVovS T717V lepWavvr7V KaL 

7Tapaxw)praasr T1-) aE,cA0 AvKdO'povt. A human object in II Macc. 8.11 7rpoKaAovt/evos9 ir' 

dyopaapfov 'lovuawI v awo aToov V7TLaXVOVfLEVOS eVveV7KoVTa acolLara raAavTov 7rapaXopUaewv. 41 So Herwerden, op. cit.: 'morti concessi,' construing Oava'dr both with Evoxov and 
7TrapexwpLoa. 

42 For these standard phrases, see Cic. Verr. 11.5.11-12, 66, 166; Clu. 181; Vat. 21. 
43 The affair and its immediate background is related by Plb. 27.1-2 and Livy 42.43.4-44.6. 

Livy supplies the verdict of the Romans (42.44.6 auctores regiae societatis decreto suo 
damnarunt), which does not appear in our text of Polybius. But this fragment of Polybius, 
transmitted by the Constantinian excerptors (De legationibus gentium), does mention what must 
be the consequences of condemnation (the flight of one of the men to Macedonia and the 
imprisonment of two others: 27.2.8-9); the excerptors appear to have skipped over part of 
Polybius's original text, as they can be seen to have done not infrequently where we can check 
them in the extant books. Curiously, Livy's record of the legate's verdict is not noted in modern 
discussions of the embassy; cf. e.g., P. Meloni, Perseo e la fine della monarchia Macedone 
(Cagliari, 1953), p. 199; Deininger, op. cit., pp. 158-9; E. S. Gruen, 'Class Conflict and the 
Third Macedonian War,' AJAH 1 (1976), 44-5; Walbank, HCP iii.290-93; P. Roesch, Etudes 
beotiennes (Paris, 1982), pp. 372-7. 

44 Plb. 27.2.8 otl 8 7TrepL r7Ov Ia,eviav KaL AlKeTrav TOrTE iEV da7rqxX0uaav elS 9vvAaK "v, fLera 
be Ttva Xpovov dTrr7`AAa6av avTrovS K TroVi ~v. Since Polybius has just mentioned the departure 
from Chalcis of the Roman embassy, it does not appear to be the agent of this action. 

45 So Dittenberger, ad Syll.2 316, n. 10 (comparing the compound KaTraXwopiw) whose 
comment is reproduced by Hiller, Syll.3 684, n. 13; LSJ s.v. lrapaxwpi['w, 'hand over,' citing 
only this single example ('condemn to death'), followed by Sherk, for whom 7rapeXWoptaa 'is 
equivalent to vrap~oSWKa' (RDGE, app. crit.). 

46 [Mac. Aeg.] Sermones 64 (B) 37.4.8 (Berthold) ev av7r) owv 6pcart Tr7v Oe'TTa a... .Trv IEV 
dpXatav qbUvatv caavepwogas, ra e 7rapka /vwaIv Trapaxctpiuas, e`pEL [sc. Xpwaros 'Is,oous] ra 
7TavTa T(O) pr'maTt T7)S 8vvdtLEcos avTov. 
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aside;' 'hand over,' then, the definition of LSJ (above, n. 45) based solely on its 
problematic use in our own inscription, is not quite on the mark. A passage of Seneca 
may indicate that rrapeX3pcaa is a rendering of the Latin word seponere, in the sense 
of taking a man condemned to death into custody until execution of his sentence.47 
If so, then by its immediate proximity the entire phrase evoXov ELvai OavarPc can be 
understood to be completing the sense of rapEXopcaa: 'judging him to be punishable 
by death, I set him aside (sc. for execution).' 

What precisely is meant by Kpivas evoXov eLvat OavdraT 7apexcotpaa will remain 
somewhat conjectural unless a compelling parallel emerges. However, the view of 
Colin and Accame that Fabius sent Sosus into exile after sentencing him to death is 
clearly an inadmissible interpretation of rrapEXoJptaa that suits neither 7rapaXopcu or 
7TapaXwptcw, and would be paradoxical without the insertion of the concessive 
particle KatrTep. It would be of historical interest to know whether Sosus was given 
up to his accusers or taken into Roman custody, but the intended punishment-death 
-seems clear enough. 
21. [0op]PtcaKos Boeckh, remarking 'qui melius sciat, nolit id nobis invidere' (p. 715). 
His tentative suggestion is incorporated into the text of Sherk's edition. However, the 
name Phormiscus does not seem otherwise to be attested; and among other 
candidates of the -miscus termination, JatIaKcos or AatfdlaKos would suit the 
spacing better (most probably two rather than three letters before the M).48 

[-]miscus was almost certainly a damiorgos of Dyme, rather than of the Achaean 
League (rightly, Hiller, Syll.3 684, n. 15, against Hicks and Beasley). There is no 
convincing evidence that the Achaean League was reconstituted by Mummius in 146- 
145, pace Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 22-40.49 A damiorgos mentioned without further 
qualification in a letter to the 'magistrates, councillors and city' of Dyme should be 
a local official. For damiorgoi of individual cites, especially in Achaea and Arcadia, 
cf. Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde i.506-7 (add the Cerynaean damiorgoi mentioned 
in the unpublished inscription mentioned below, p. 13);50 damiorgoi are known to 
have been eponymous officials in Argos and at Tritaea, Lousoi, and Orchomenos in 
Arcadia (Sherk, ZPE 83 [1990], 258-9, 262, 264, 265-6). 
22. Beasley, Hicks and Sherk print a certain Z as the first preserved letter of the line, 
which however was not seen by the earlier editors, and no longer exists. Only the right 
half of the upper bar of the dotted E is preserved. 

Sherk did not print the neuter plural definite article before S,otacna, although it 
remains on the stone. 
23. The end of the upper right seriph of the dotted Z survives. 

Timotheus's patronymic can be read fully as NLK'a, not NLKta as shown in all texts. 
The inscribed space is too wide for an I, and in addition to the full vertical stroke 
toward the left of the space there are clearly two horizontal strokes extending from 

47 Sen. Ep. 18.11 Liberaliora alimenta sunt carceris, sepositos ad capitale supplicium non tam 
anguste qui occisurus est pascit. 

48 See F. Dornseiff (rev. B. Hansen), Rickliufiges Worterbuch der griechischen Eigennamen 
(Berlin, 1957) 254. For 'Damiscus', see W. Pape (rev. G. E. Benseler), Wirterbuch der 
griechischen Eigennamen3 (Braunschweig 1884) i.268, and F. Bechtel, Die historischen 
Personennamen des Griechischen bis zur Kaiserzeit (Halle, 1917), p. 130; cf. also SEG 11.972, line 
31; 979, line 53; and the Messenian Damiscus at Paus. 6.2.10-11. For 'Lamiscus,' Pape, op. cit., 
ii.768; Bechtel, op. cit., p. 274; IG IX. 12 1, p. Iv, Fl 44; 2.246, line 12; 247, line 11; 582, line 2; 
SEG 26.184, line 28; 26.704, lines 16-17; 34.941, line 7; 35.665, A, lines 10, 14; 38.475, line 9; 
38.476, line 5; 38.490, I, line 19. 

49 See Walbank, HCP iii. 735 and my Hegemony to Empire, chapter 3. 
50 Unfortunately I have not been able to obtain Ch. Veligianni-Terzi's Heidelberg dissertation 

(1977) 'Demiurgen. Zur Entwicklung einer Magistratur.' 
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it to the right. The name Niceas is not uncommon in the Peloponnese and, across the 
Corinthian Gulf, in Aetolia and West Locris: cf. (e.g.) IG IV.12 97, line 30; V.2 368, 
lines 87, 94; V.2 395, line 6; IX.1.12 24, line 31; IX.1.12 34, line 18; IX.1.12 71, lines 
9, 16; IX.1.12 102, lines 8, 11; IX.1.32 640, line 14; IX.1.32 708, line 1; IX.1.32 715, 
lines 7, 8; SEG 11.1051; 14.390, line 10; 39.418.51 
24-27. Timotheus was evidently to be detained in Rome, but not, to judge from line 
27, indefinitely. Known precedents are Demetrius of Pharos's 'friends' held by the 
Romans in 215 (Plb. 7.9.14), the Macedonian 'Friends' of Philip demanded in 184 

(Plb. 22.14.1-5; Livy 39.34.6), the Aetolian leaders sent to Rome after the defeat at 

Callicinus/Callinicus in 171 (Livy 42.60.8-10; App. Mac. 12; Plb. 20.11.10, 27.15.14, 
28.4.6),52 and the famous mass of detainees in 167 (Paus. 7.10.7-12; Livy 45.31.3-11, 
45.34.9, 45.35.1-2; Plb. 30.7.5-8; 30.13; 30.32.2-7; 32.5.6; Zon. 9.31.1),53 including 
Polyaratus of Rhodes (Pib. 29.27.9; 30.9.2-19). As in the case of the detainees of 167, 
the official in Rome who has administrative charge of Timotheus is a praetor (see 
below on lines 26-7). It is clear that Timotheus was not to be tried in Rome, since he 
had already been tried by Fabius.54 How else could Fabius have ascertained that 
Timotheus Eaaaov Eixatvero 7tLKr7/KoC (line 24)? (Note the chain of parallel clauses, 
all dependent on ,y[co 7ra]paaxo,tLdvwv rT&v KaTrr7yopwv drAOitvas daTrooesetS [2TuEov 

LV ... oo 6toug 8e Ka t [...]i[aK... .. T,to'6Oov i KTA.) Polybius's discussion of the 
Roman demand for Philip's 'Friends' in 184 suggests that a senatorial inquiry of 
some sort was envisioned on that occasion; but whether or not the deportees of 167 
were being sent to Rome to stand trial was evidently a source of confusion even at the 
time (compare Paus. 7.10.10 with Plb. 30.32.2-7), and in any case no trial or 
investigation ever occurred, while in the other cases noted above there is no 
suggestion of an intended trial. 
25. The gap at the beginning of the line appears too short for the traditional 
restoration lV[KEAEV(Ja]. \l[7rE'ra6a] with subject accusative is rare but not unknown 
(LSJ s.v. E7rLrdaowo, I.1), and may have come easily to a Roman (cf. iubere). 

I read the Q as certain: the right edge of a circular letter appears along the break 
in the stone, and the end of the right 'foot' of an Q emerges below it. 
25-26. evl[adrov 7xvo]S; Dittenberger. Dittenberger and Beasley suppose that Fabius 
thus specified the ninth month of the official calendar of the old Achaean League, by 
which months were designated strictly by ordinal numerals. But perhaps he only 
designates thereby the beginning of the ninth month hence. 
26. r.&[t ?]r:T to the right of the T part of a circular letter is visible along the break 
of the stone. 
26-27. Specification of the praetor inter peregrinos here makes it probable that the 
praetor mentioned by Polybius as having charge over the Achaean detainees in Rome 
(31.23.5) was in fact this one, not the praetor urbanus, as Walbank, HCP iii.496 
supposes. 

arparrl | [ycu rTaai]a i[ j rT]pOTrpov Dobree: arparrl I [yct o7O]s ,oav [rr 7r]pO'Tpov 
Boeckh: aUparrq [ytn rT6 o]dfav, [r 7rr]pdrEpov Viereck (following a suggestion of 
Wilamowitz). Of the first letter of the preserved portion of line 27, only a horizontal 
bar at the top of the space remains. Beasley concluded that 'The line is too mutilated 
to decide whether we have the remains of a Z or of a S,' but the horizontal bar is not 
articulated on either end, nor does it slant as do those of sigmas on this inscription; 

51 Cf. Pape, op. cit. ii.1001; Bechtel, op. cit., p. 335. 
52 See Deininger, op. cit., pp. 168-72. 53 Ibid., pp. 191-208. 
54 Rightly noted by Ferrary, op. cit., p. 313 n. 156, contra Sherk, RDGE, p. 248, Deininger, 

op. cit., p. 244, and Fuks, op. cit., pp. 283, 288. 
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it should therefore be either a S or a T'. Of the next letter, only the apex of A or A 
remains. The left vertical stroke of the third letter of the group slants more than those 
of N normally do on this text, and makes M somewhat more likely. Dobree's 
facsimile (reproduced by Boeckh) shows that no more was legible when the text was 
first published. Dobree's restoration alone is fully consistent with the traces on the 
stone: ToparTq I [y6L rav].T.a .V[Y 7r]pOTEpov. 

Of the dotted N of &TraVELLtv, only the edge of the upper left corner is preserved. 
Only the top horizontal bar of the dotted E is extant. 

AY: Only the upper left part of a diagonal stroke is preserved in the last extant 
letter-space. 

The text may have continued for many more lines: the stele is rather thick (ca. 
0.14 m), while our fragments occupy only the top ca. 0.475 m of its front face. 

II. THE DATE 

For the last half-century it has been generally accepted that the Dyme inscription 
dates to c. 115. The argument, which we shall consider presently, depends on the 
identification, from the four available candidates, of the Q. Fabius Q. f. Maximus of 
our text as Eburnus, consul in 116 and thus available for a proconsulship in 
Macedonia and Greece in 115. But the recent discovery at Argos of a dossier of letters 
from Roman magistrates relating to the privileges of Dionysian artists (as yet 
unpublished) apparently shows that a proconsul of the same name as our Q. Fabius 
Q. f. Maximus wrote a letter which was forwarded to Sicyon by the damiourgoi of 
Cerynea 'of the second year'-presumably of the 'Achaean Era,' i.e. 144/143 B.C. If 
that indeed is the meaning of the phrase in the Argive inscription, the only Fabius 
Maximus available for service in Greece at that time would be Servilianus, the consul 
of 142, serving as proconsul after his praetorship ca. 145; and if, further, this is the 
same Fabius as the author of the text from Dyme, our document also should date to 
ca. 144/143.55 Attractive as the argument is, it remains so far only the most plausible 
of a number of hypotheses, as J.-L. Ferrary, who has now presented it in print in a 
preliminary fashion, readily acknowledges.56 My purpose is to show that even leaving 
aside the new evidence from Argos, the author of the letter to Dyme can be identified 
on independent grounds with a high degree of probability as Servilianus, and its date 
fixed in 144 or 143. The two lines of argument confirm each other and produce in 
combination a highly probable conclusion. 

The four Q. Fabii Q. f. Maximi of the appropriate time period are distinguished by 
their agnomina Aemilianus (cos. 145), Servilianus (Aemilianus's adoptive brother, 
cos. 142), and their respective sons Allobrogicus (cos. 121) and Eburnus (cos. 116). 
Until the middle of this century, Aemilianus and Servilianus were the preferred 
candidates, since it was presumed that the inscription belonged shortly after the 
Achaean War,57 but for our purposes, of course, this premise would beg the question. 
It was S. Accame who revived and won general acceptance for the earlier view of 

55 Information kindly supplied by Dr Ch. Kritzas. See ArchDelt (Chron.) 28 (1973), 126 for 
preliminary notice of this important find. 

56 Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 189-90, with n. 228. 
57 Aemilianus: Boeckh and Miinzer (RE 6 [1909], 1794). (Miinzer's argument, however, 

dissolved upon revision of Sherk 14 = ICret III.4.10: see Guarducci's commentary to that 
stone.) Servilianus: Beasley (p. 163). Hiller's date in Syll.3 ('139?'), reproduced without 
comment by Lewis-Reinhold, depends on Miinzer. Colin, however, thought the 140s too early 
'pour qu'on puisse deja regarder comme bien vraisemblables de nouvelles revolutions en Grece' 
(op. cit., p. 654, n. 2). 



A. W. Zumpt that the author of the letter to Dyme must be, by simple elimination, 
Eburnus: Aemilianus and Servilianus both served in Spain in the year following their 
consulships, while Allobrogicus commanded in Gaul, from which it appeared to 
follow that Eburnus held an otherwise unattested command in Macedonia and 
Greece immediately after his consulship in 116 and was the proconsul of the 
inscription, which would therefore date to c. 115.58 This argument however is flawed 
by a failure to recognize that an avOvTraros or pro consule is the regular title of a 
commander of praetorian rank who held proconsular imperium, as is repeatedly 
attested in Macedonia and Spain.59 The author of the letter to Dyme is, then, not 
necessarily an ex-consul, and the question of the identity of our Fabius Maximus, and 
consequently of the date of the inscription, is again thrown open. 

It happens that we can exclude all but Servilianus from a command in Macedonia 
or Greece following the praetorship: Aemilianus served as praetor in Sicily in 149,60 
Allobrogicus was in Spain following his praetorship,61 while the praetorian province 
of Eburnus, though unknown, can hardly have been Macedonia.62 Servilianus's 
praetorship (about which no other evidence survives) will have fallen no later than 
145, since he was elected in 143 to the consulship of 142, and one would not want to 
place much earlier than 145 the praetorship of this vir nobilissimus, for whom swift 
progress to the consulship may be assumed. Servilianus will have been available for 
the command in Greece during or immediately after a praetorship in 146 or 145. 

Between the two possible scenarios separated by almost thirty years, there cannot 
be much doubt which is preferable. Outside the height of the Scordiscan wars from 
114 to 111, when four consuls marched east successively,63 we have no evidence of any 
consul or consular sent to command in Macedonia or Greece between Mummius and 
Sulla. The pattern is clear that consuls were only sent to the Balkans in this period 
when serious military danger threatened. If there had been in 116 a military threat in 
the southern Balkans sufficiently grave to require-for the first time since Mummius 
-a consular command, we would have heard about it. On the other hand, a 
praetorian command for Servilianus after the departure of L. Mummius in the 
summer of 145 fits the norm perfectly. In order to avoid circularity of argument, I 
have thus far avoided bringing into the chronological argument any consideration of 

58 Accame, op. cit., pp. 149-50, followed by Sherk (with a query), and T. R. S. Broughton, 
Magistrates of the Roman Republic (New York and Atlanta, 1951-86) ii.644, iii.87-8. Zumpt, 
Commentationum epigraphicarum ad antiquitates Romanas pertinentium 2 (Berlin, 1854), p. 167ff. 
(non vidi) first formulated the argument; see also M. Holleaux, Hermes 49 (1914), 583, n. 4, and 
ZTpar,qyos Y7TraTo (BEFAR 113; Paris, 1918), 15, with n. 1, who saw that Fabius might be 
of praetorian rank but did not pursue the consequences. 59 See, for example, Cn. Cornelius Sisenna (FD III.2.70a = Syll.3 705 = RDGE 15, lines 
59-60), or Cn. Egnatius (BCH 98 [1974] 813-16 = CIL I2 2977), both praetorian proconsuls 
of Macedonia. For further examples, see the lists given by W. F. Jashemski, The Origins and 
History of the Proconsular and the Propraetorian Imperium to 27 B.C. (Chicago, 1950). Jashemski 
(following T. Mommsen, Romisches Staatsrecht 23 [Leipzig, 1888], pp. 647-50) believes indeed 
that all praetors sent to Macedonia were given proconsular imperium. That is doubtful, but does 
not affect the present argument. 60 MRR i.458, iii.87. 61 MRR i.514. 

62 He presided as praetor over the court in which L. Crassus prosecuted C. Carbo, no later 
than and almost certainly in 119 (MRR 1.526); but Cn. Cornelius Sisenna, his praetorian 
colleague in 119, held Macedonia as praetor and in 118 as proconsul (ibid. 1.528 with n. 2). Even 
if Eburnus's praetorship were to be placed earlier than usual, in 120, he could not have held 
Macedonia because its commander at that time, almost certainly the immediate predecessor of 
Sisenna, is known: Sex. Pompeius, killed in action against the Scordisci in 119: Syll3 700 and 
MRR 1.527 n. 3. 

63 Namely C. Porcius Cato, C. Caecilius Metellus Caprarius, M. Livius Drusus, and M. 
Minucius Rufus, the last of whom remained in Macedonia until c. 107. 
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the nature of the events at Dyme, but it may have some confirmatory value to note 
that the potential for civil disturbance in an Achaean city and for Roman intervention 
in its resolution was certainly at its highest in the years immediately following the 
Achaean War of 146, while the Peloponnesians were forced to adapt to the politeia 
imposed by the Roman commissioners.64 

This line of inquiry reaches a conclusion identical with that based on the evidence 
of the unpublished Argive inscription. We may regard it as virtually certain that the 
author of the letter to Dyme was Q. Fabius Q. f. Maximus Servilianus, praetorian 
proconsul,65 and that its date is 144 or 143.66 

III. INTERPRETING THE DYME SUNCHUSIS 

It is not difficult to discern the potential for disturbance in Dyme in 144/143. 
According to Polybius, the cities of the Peloponnese had been in some distress already 
before the war.67 In preparation for war the strategos Critolaus had then suspended 
the legal enforcement of repayment of debts; later, since military action had drained 
the public funds, Diaeus buttressed the war effort by ordering special financial 
contributions from the wealthy.68 In the fighting in Phocis before the arrival of 
Mummius, a contingent of troops supplied by the synteleia of Patrae, which included 
Dyme, suffered a particularly noteworthy disaster.69 To political and military 
catastrophe we may add economic dislocation due to the loss of persons and 
property, the transfer of property of those killed, condemned, or deprived of the right 
of land-ownership abroad, the payment of indemnities imposed by the Romans, and 
probably urgent demands by creditors for the repayment of debts, which had been 
suspended during the war.70 

The new laws imposed by Mummius on Achaea as part of the settlement included 
features-such as a census requirement for magistrates-that may well have aroused 
political discontent,71 and we know that the Roman commission of ten in 146/145 

64 Plb. 39.5. On this politeia, see above, p. 4; on conditions in Achaea, see below. 
65 I would assume that Servilianus had been assigned Macedonia provincia, which sufficed for 

any necessary proconsular intervention in Greece. That is not to say that a 'province' of 
Macedonia had been formally constituted and that Greece was part of it. On all this see my 
Hegemony to Empire, chapter 2. 

66 There is no evidence that a praetor in a provincial command during his year of office would 
have been styled officially pro consule or avO6vrarog (see above, n. 59). Fabius's titulature in the 
Dyme inscription in my view therefore should exclude 145, the most likely date of his 
(Servilianus's) praetorship. 

67 TrdraL JLgv yap %KopIV,'uv al T/oAEsL (38.12.5). Cf. A. Fuks, 'The Bellum Achaicum and its 
Social Aspect', JHS 90 (1970), 85, with n. 50. I hesitate to put too much stress, however, on 
Polybius' comments that immediately precede about the lowly composition of the crowd at the 
Achaean assembly in spring, 146; this is brought up precisely to provide partial exculpation for 
the noisy disrespect shown the Roman envoys. 

68 Plb. 38.11.10, 15.3-6, 15.11. Cf. Fuks, JHS 90 (1970), 79-84, and esp. 84, 86, 88-9, stressing 
the nationalistic over the social-revolutionary aspect of these measures. 

69 Singled out by Plb. 38.16.4: I7arpEig e KaI TO teraT TOVT(O)V UVVTEALKOV f/paXEl Xpovw( 
7rpoTEpov E7TraLKEL Kara Trnv 0oWKLSa, KaLL TO avU aivov Nv rroAA, Trdv KaTa HEAor0TOvvraov 

EAEELvorepov; cf. Walbank, HCP 3.712-13, and for the Patraean synteleia, J. A. 0. Larsen, 'The 
Rights of Cities within the Achaean Confederation', CP 66 (1971), 84-6. 

70 For condemnation and confiscation of property of those allegedly responsible for inciting 
the war with Rome, see Plb. 39.4.3 (cp. Zon. 9.31.8, Diod. 32.26.2), and perhaps Plb. 39.6.4-5. 
Abolition of EyKTrlatS and indemnities: Paus. 7.16.9-10. For the moratorium on debts, cf. 
above, n. 68. 

71 The census-requirement: Paus. 7.16.9. The passage in which this reference appears is 
tendentious and not altogether reliable, but the imposition of a census-requirement at least is 
supported by the precedent of Flamininus's arrangements in Thessaly in 194 (Livy 34.51.6). Of 
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had been sufficiently concerned about Achaea's transition to the new politeia to ask 
Polybius to lend a hand after their own departure (39.5.2). On Polybius's own 
accounting, it was some time (tera TrLVa Xpovov, 39.5.3) before the Achaeans were 
reconciled to the new politeia and laws, and rapaX4j remained at first a distinct threat 
(39.5.5). Perhaps especially in Dyme, which had a history of animosity toward Rome. 
The city had profited from the Social War under Philip's leadership and had therefore 
been devoted to the Macedonian king.72 In the First Macedonian War the city fell to 
Rome's fleet under P. Sulpicius Galba and its citizens were sold into slavery; Philip 
however secured their release.73 This benefaction confirmed the strong loyalty of the 
Dymaeans, and at the meeting of the Achaean League in 198 in which alliance with 
Rome and her allies against Philip was debated, they were among those who refused 
to betray the king and join the hated Romans. Along with the Argives and 
Megalopolitans, the Dymaeans conspicuously walked out of the meeting when it 
became clear that the change of course was going to be approved.74 We know little 
of Dyme's history in the subsequent period of Achaean expansion under Roman 
tutelage,75 but it is probable that few Dymaeans entirely forgot the sufferings of their 
parents. On the other hand, it would be most surprising if the Roman victory over the 
Achaean League in 146 did not encourage some local politicians to forge or exploit 
a connection with Rome in order to advance their own prospects at home, as did so 
many after the defeat of King Perseus. We might have known more of such 
manoeuvres if Polybius's text survived in full, but one fragment shows that in the 
former states of the Archaean League those who had supported Diaeus were 
condemned to death or exile,76 their property confiscated and sold off by the Roman 
quaestor (Plb. 39.4.2-3). Another fragment gives a glimpse of how the Roman victory 
was used to settle accounts in the cities of central Greece, and it would be surprising 
if the same thing did not happen in the Peloponnese.77 

course, given the practical realities of self-promotion and office-holding in the Hellenistic city, 
it is unlikely that a census-requirement of magistrates, as reported by Pausanias, will have had 
much effect on the participation of the poor in politics: see A. H. M. Jones, The Greek City 
(Oxford, 1940), pp. 170-71, and Plb. 28.7.7, with J. L. O'Neil, 'The Political Elites of the 
Achaian and Aitolian Leagues', AncSoc 15-17 (1984-86), 41-3. 

72 Plb. 4.83.5; cf. 7.11.7 with Walbank, HCP ii.58. See also Paus. 7.17.5, who, strangely, 
claims that Dyme, alone among Achaean cities, was directly subject to Philip. 

73 Paus. 7.17.5; Livy 32.22.10 (cf. 21.28). 
74 Livy 32.22.8-12 chooses to stress obligations to Macedon rather than hostility to Rome 

(for which see Paus. 7.8.2, App. Mac. 7), but Dyme had reason to hate Rome as well as to love 
Philip. 

75 The dedications of the 160s by and for Hagemonidas of Dyme (ISE 56-7), a general in the 
Seleucid service under Antiochus IV, Antiochus V, and Demetrius, are suggestive, but of course 
do not imply hostility toward Rome. Cf. however L. Moretti, 'Epigraphica', RivFil 93 (1965), 
284-7, who explains the Laodicean honours for Hagemonidas (set up in his home town at 
Dyme) by the hypothesis that he had saved Laodicea from punishment by Demetrius after the 
murder there of the Roman legate Cn. Octavius in 162. On Hagemonidas's service under the 
Seleucids, see C. Habicht, 'Der Stratege Hegemonides', Historia 7 (1958), 376-8. Whether SEG 
15.254, which lists Dymaeans among those Achaeans who served under Cn. Domitius &rrI 
FaAdras,, belongs in 122, as has been most recently argued by Schwertfeger (op. cit., pp. 30-8) 
or in 162 or even 96, is in my view unknown (Hegemony to Empire [forthcoming], Appendix F). 
Syll.3 530, the judgment of Dyme against counterfeiters, which G. Thiir and G. Stumpf would 
now date shortly after 190 (Tyche 4 [1989], 171-83), casts little light on the history of the city 
in this period. 

76 Perhaps the former is more likely, in view of Mummius's execution of some hippeis of 
Chalkis: Plb. 39.6.5. 

77 Cf. Plb. 38.16.6 ot LEv W3yov KoCuaovrTe AArjAovg roig rroAEu'ots cgs aAAorptovs 
yeyovo'as 'PWILCoaLL, ol 8' EtLVVOV KaCL KarT7ydOpovv r a)v 7reas. A transition between the 
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From our inscription (now that it is dated to 144/143), it emerges that Polybius 
was not left alone after Mummius's departure with the task given him by the Roman 
commissioners of seeing that the new politeia and laws took root in his unsettled 
homeland (Plb. 39.5.2-5), but that a Roman proconsul, Q. Fabius Servilianus, was 
present at least part of the time in the Peloponnese as well, presumably to oversee the 
return to political quiescence, just as Flamininus had remained in Greece two years 
after the peace treaty with Philip in 196. Servilianus, incidentally, was surely an 
acquaintance of Polybius. Servilianus was the adoptive brother of Fabius Aemilianus, 
who was the son of L. Aemilius Paulus and natural brother of Scipio Aemilianus. 
Both Aemiliani were of course close friends of Polybius; indeed Fabius, as the elder, 
was at first the more conspicuous confidant of the two, and we know that Polybius 
frequented his house.78 Servilianus will doubtless have associated with him there. 
Another familiaris may perhaps be inserted into the picture as well, if the date of 
144/143 plausibly suggested by H. B. Mattingly for Scipio Aemilianus's famous tour 
of the east be accepted.79 On the Greek leg of his trip Scipio may have observed and 
assessed the efforts of his friend Polybius and his brother's brother Servilianus to 
consolidate the settlement of Greece. 

While moving the Dyme inscription some thirty years earlier casts new light on 
Roman efforts to ensure the consolidation of the peace of 146, it also has the 
important effect of removing the prime illustration of the formal supervisory role over 
Greece usually attributed to the proconsul of Macedonia, whether or not Greece was 
part of, or attached to, the province of Macedonia.80 When dated to c. 115, the Dyme 
inscription appeared to show that long after any immediate military rationale had 
receded it was the norm for the proconsul of Macedonia to monitor local Greek 
affairs closely. Now placed in the proper context of Roman measures taken to 
consolidate the settlement of the Achaean War, Fabius's intervention in the affairs of 
Dyme fits neatly into a pattern of behaviour already well established among Roman 
commanders operating in Greece. Fabius did not intervene unilaterally, but was 
approached by a group of Dymaean councillors with a complaint against other 
prominent local politicians.81 Similarly, in 172 Theban exiles and then, after a change 
of heart in their home city, envoys from Thebes as well denounced the men 

immediately preceding mention of the fate of the men of Patrae in Phocis (above, n. 69) and this 
sketch of the terror of the inhabitants of the cities of Central Greece must have been passed over 
by the Constantinian excerptors. 

78 See Polybius's famous account of the beginning of his friendship with Scipio Aemilianus, 
31.23-4. Fabius Aemilianus's house: 31.23.7. A. M. Eckstein alerted me to the possibility of a 
connection between Servilianus and Polybius, but must not be supposed to accept the view I take 
of the matter. 

79 'Scipio Aemilianus' Eastern Embassy', CQ 36 (1986), 491-5, and, on the embassy in 
general, A. E. Astin, Scipio Aemilianus (Oxford, 1967), 127, 137-9, 177. 

80 See the works cited above, n. 3, esp. Dahlheim, op. cit., p. 127: 'Das Eingreifen des 
r6mischen Beamten war also keine subsidiare nur fur den voriirubergehenden Zweck 
vorgenommene MaBnahme, sondem die selbstverstfndliche Ausiibung einer rechtens 
anerkannten Funktion'; Baronowski, Klio 70 (1988), 453: '[Fabius's] authoritative handling of 
the revolution at Dyme, which he merely reported to the civic administration, indicates his 
formal locus standi in Greece.' Schwertfeger, op. cit., p. 71, rightly saw that Fabius's 
intervention hardly demanded the formal underpinning of 'provincialization'. 

81 Rightly stressed by Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 67, 71, and Bernhardt, op. cit., p. 223. 
Schwertfeger (p. 67), Bernhardt (p. 222) and Bagnall-Derow (above, n. 9) extract from the 
specification of the sunedroi at lines 4-5 as those 'with Cyllanius' that some sunedroi at least 
stood on the other side, backing Sosus. The conjecture is not historically implausible, but the 
phrase itself cannot be stretched so far, as its regular use in Polybius and in inscriptions (cf. 
Hiller [Dittenberger], Syll.3 684, n. 4) shows. 

145 



responsible for the Boeotian alliance with Macedon before the Roman legates at 
Chalcis.82 The appeal to the Roman general was obviously not required by any formal 
structure but transparently an attempt by one faction in a political struggle to enlist 
Roman power against its opponents. No further explanation is needed for the 
decision of Cyllanius and his colleagues to resort to Fabius. The lesson had long been 
learned in Greece that the cultivation of Roman favour could be a powerful weapon 
in the competition for political pre-eminence at home,83 and the mass deportations 
which followed Pydna had shown just how efficiently political opponents could be 
removed after a war by means of allegations of unfriendliness toward Rome.84 
Fabius's acceptance of the role of adjudicator no more implies or exemplifies a 
permanent and legally defined subjection of Greece to Roman supervision after 146 
than do Flamininus's jurisdiction in Phocis during the winter of 195/194, M. Fulvius 
Nobilior's search for and punishment of the murderers of some Delphian envoys in 
189/188, the Roman legates' verdict in 172, and, in 167, Paulus's investigation of the 
conduct of Aetolian leaders and his review of sentences passed by the Aetolian federal 
assembly, not to mention his execution of certain anti-Roman Greeks.85 With the 
redating of the Dyme inscription, the absence of a noteworthy instance of intervention 
by a Roman proconsul in the affairs of Greece between 144/143 and 88 puts the 
nature of Rome's involvement in the area during this period in an entirely new light.86 

Let us turn at last to the events described in the document. The facts which we can 
readily extract from the preserved portion are the following: The archives and public 
records at Dyme had been burnt (lines 6-7, 22). Also, a certain Sosus and one 
Timotheus had served as nomographoi-whether before or after the firing of the 
archives is not stated87-and had proposed laws that were regarded, at least 
subsequently by Fabius, as contrary to, or even aiming at the subversion, of the 
politeia 'restored' to the Achaeans by the Romans (lines 8-10, 18-20, 23-4).88 A 
group of sunedroi led by one Cyllanius laid information about the 'disruption' 
(sunchusis, line 8) before the proconsul, Q. Fabius Maximus (lines 4-6), accusing 
Sosus of being the primary instigator of the burning of the public records (lines 7-8, 
16-18), as well as a damiorgos89 named [-]miscus of conspiring with the alleged 
arsonists (lines 21-2). Fabius discussed the details with his consilium while at Patrae 

82 Above, n. 43. 
83 See Polybius on the Achaean leader Callicrates of Leontium: 24.9-10, esp. Callicrates's 

assertion that Eav pev ovv vTOrr rS aUvyKATOV yOvrTaLi Ts fc7rL7LaaLa, raXedCO Kat Trov 
7TOALTEVOp.EVOVS /IETa0OE0OaL 7rpOS riTv 'Poptalwv alpecLv, KaL TOVbS 7roAAoVr TOVTOLS 
r7TaKoAovOracELv ? a v TOqV dSov (24.9.6) and Polybius's own assessment of the result: OV-Tcu Kal 
TOTE 7rpVTOv 7T-EpaArETO TOVS .iEv KaTa TO PeATaarov LaTaraLevovs ev TroS 1tOLtS roAtTEv'Laoav 

AaTTrrov, TO VS' o KaL SltKaCUsg <Ka aKotK}S) 7TpoTrpEXovTaS av awLaToro7TOtelv. (Lcv avT] 
avv(f3-q KaTa PpaXv, TOV p X po'vo 7TpoaovTo0, KoAaKOWv (LEV Ev7ropElv, itiAwv oET a7ravLieLV 
&A0qOLV6JV (24.10.4-5). Cf. also Pol. 30.13.4-10 (Livy 45.31.8) on the effect on local Greek politics 
of Rome's victory over Perseus. 

84 Most notorious were Charops of Epirus and the Aetolian Lyciscus. See P. S. Derow, 
'Polybius and the Embassy of Kallikrates', in Essays Presented to C. M. Bowra (Oxford, 1970), 
pp. 12-24; also Gruen, op. cit., pp. 514-19, who may well be right to regard the phenomenon 
as an ephemeral result of the war with Macedon. Even so, the reprise of Roman military 
intervention in the Achaean War will have encouraged its reappearance. 

85 Livy 34.48.2; Sherk, RDGE38 = SyllP 611, lines 10-14; legates; above, n. 43; Paulus: Livy 
45.31.1-2 (cf. 45.28.6-8), 45.31.15. 

86 The implications are pursued in Hegemony to Empire, chapters 1-3. 
87 Fuks, op. cit., pp. 282-8 assumes that the legislation followed the fire, without argument. 

So too Bernhardt, op. cit., p. 223; Sherk, equally tacitly, seems to imply the reverse (RDGE, 
p. 248). 88 See above, p. 132. 

89 Almost certainly a local official of Dyme, not of the Achaean League: above, p. 139. 
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(lines 10-1 1), and, satisfied with evidence presented in support of the accusations (line 
17), determined that Sosus and [-]miscus merited death (lines 20-3). Timotheus, 
whom Fabius regarded as having committed a lesser crime (line 24), was ordered to 
proceed to Rome and do something there involving the praetor inter peregrinos before 

returning home (lines 23-7). Fabius then wrote a letter to the magistrates and city of 

Dyme to inform them of the action he had taken, which was inscribed and published 
by the Dymaean authorities (lines 1-4). 

Two preliminary points need to be made before we consider the character of the 
sunchusis at Dyme. It is sometimes supposed that rebels led by Sosus had seized power 
in the city, that Fabius may have had to intervene forcibly to suppress the 
'revolution'; Fuks even claimed that a 'revolutionary government' was established 
which 'abolished' the 'existing r6gime' and proceeded to introduce 'a new 
constitution.'90 These are unwarranted assumptions. The allegation that Sosus's 
legislation was aimed at the overthrow of the new constitution (esp. lines 19-20) in 
no way implies that that supposed object was achieved, even temporarily. We 
certainly do not hear from Fabius that Cyllanius and the councillors had been 

expelled from Dyme, nor does the Roman claim that Sosus and Timotheus had 
illegally usurped the office of nomographos in the course of stasis.91 Nor is it anywhere 
suggested that Fabius had approached closer than Patrae, where he reviewed the case 
(lines 10-11). Armed intervention will hardly have been necessary, as it was not for 
L. Aemilius Paulus in 167, when, remaining at Amphipolis, he heard grave charges 
against certain Aetolian leaders or shortly thereafter, when he executed on other 
grounds the Aetolian Andronikos and the Theban Neon.92 Indeed, we are entitled to 
wonder whether Fabius himself was fully aware of all relevant details, since it would 
not be overly sceptical to conjecture that much of his information came directly from 
Cyllanius and his fellow sunedroi.93 The Roman proconsul may well have been much 
more concerned with Rome's interest in supporting its friends than in the probably 
messy details of the affair. A thought-provoking parallel is Aemilius Paulus's trial of 
Aetolians mentioned above, in which even Livy acknowledged that magis utra pars 
Romanis, utra regi favisset quaesitum est, quam utra fecisset iniuriam aut accepisset 
(45.31.1). Fabius's letter may provide only a partisan reflection of a tendentious 
report of Sosus's doings. 

Fabius declares that the' disruption' at Dyme was not merely of local significance94 
but, inasmuch as Sosus's legislative proposals were held to have aimed at the 
subversion of the Roman politeia for the Achaeans, had an aspect of opposition to 
the Roman settlement (lines 9-10, 15-16; cf. 19), which was still in its infancy. Still, 
it must be stressed that we simply have no idea of the content of the proposed laws; 

90 Fuks, op. cit., pp. 283-4, 288. That the legislation brought about a 'new "system of 
government"' (p. 285) Fuks extracted from Fabius's use of the word KaT-araoacr in line 12. 
Rostovtzeff, op. cit., p. 757, Sherk, RDGE, p. 248, Dahlheim, op. cit., p. 127, n. 159, 
Schwertfeger, op. cit., p. 67, similarly speculate that the 'revolution' may have been temporarily 
successful. 

91 Sherk concludes from the men's legislative activity that 'they must have established some 
sort of an organization' (RDGE, p. 248). But the appointment of nomographoi in times of distress 
is no revolutionary novelty: compare Plb. 13.1.1-2.1 on Aetolian nomographoi c. 206/205, and 
the references given above, p. 137. 92 Above, n. 85. 

93 Note that only [-]miscus is noted to have confessed (line 23). The kategoroi who provided 
'true proofs' (lines 16-17) of Sosus's guilt were almost certainly the very ones who laid the 
information before Fabius, namely Cyllanius and the synedroi with him. 

94 Such appears to be the nature of the contrast expressed in Fabius's explanation of his 
judicial rationale (ov do'v[ov---] ... aAAa, KaY, lines 13-15). 
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and it is very difficult to believe that Sosus intended a direct and explicit challenge to 
the Roman settlement so soon after the Achaean War, with a Roman proconsul still 
within reach.95 We have no statement for the defence, and it is not improbable that 
Sosus would have characterized his proposals in a different way. Indeed, close 
scrutiny of the text invites the suspicion that the legislation of Sosus and its alleged 
subversion of the Roman settlement were a decidedly secondary matter. The 
aSLKtjTara which Cyllanius reported to Fabius, and which the proconsul examined 
in detail with his council, were, strictly speaking, quite specifically (AEyw be) the firing 
of the public archives and the associated destruction of public documents (lines 6-7). 
Sosus's legislation only emerges in a conjoined participial phrase (6 KaC roVS vOdLovs 
ypaoasg KTA., lines 8-9), although it clearly remains part of Fabius's justification of 
the death sentence (lines 18-20). The differing sentences given the two other men 
accused further implies the priority of the charge of arson: [-]miscus had conspired 
with the alleged arsonists and was executed (lines 20-3), but Timotheus, who shared 
responsibility for the noxious legislation as nomographos with Sosus, was explicitly 
judged to have committed a lesser offence (line 24) and therefore escaped the extreme 
penalty (lines 25-27), evidently to be detained in Rome like many before him who had 
angered the Romans, but not warranted worse punishment.96 The burning of the 
archives, then, appears to have been the immediate stimulus for Cyllanius's appeal to 
the proconsul and clearly was the 'crime' Fabius punished most severely. But of 
course it was very much in Cyllanius's interest to present Sosus's actions as motivated 
by opposition to the Roman settlement; his legislation, which could be presented as 
an attempt to subvert the new Roman regulations for Achaea, gave Cyllanius a ready 
pretext for the appeal to Fabius. At the same time, it was in Fabius's interest, 
wherever the truth lay, to give a clear warning back in Dyme that tampering with the 
new regulations for Achaea would invite Roman intervention. 

Much remains obscure, in particular the precise nature of the 'disruption'. Modern 
interpretation of the document has been dominated by the idea of a social- 
revolutionary or democratic struggle against Roman-sponsored oligarchs,97 often 
written up quite colourfully. For Rostovtzeff, 'The populace rose against the 
propertied classes with elemental force.... The cry was certainly for cancellation of 
debts ... and of contracts .... New laws were drafted and no doubt adopted by the new 
"democratic" government .... '98 Fuks writes of a revolt of the ' masses,' the abolition 
of the 'existing regime' and the 'rule of the possidentes' by a 'revolutionary 
government' which instituted 'revolutionary rule'; Accame sees 'un movimento 
socialista' led by 'i revoluzionari' against 'il partito timocratico'; Larsen, more 
moderately but equally anachronistically, labels it a 'leftist revolution'.99 Such terms 
seem to say more about twentieth-century preoccupations and presuppositions than 
about whatever occurred at Dyme. The masses are nowhere in evidence; on the 
contrary, all those who appear in our inscription, from Cyllanius and his fellow- 

95 So esp. Fuks, op. cit., pp. 282, 285, and Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 65-7, following the lead 
of Boeckh, Hicks and Beasley (p. 163); contra, Deininger, op. cit., p. 244, and Bernhardt, op. 
cit., p. 223. See above, p. 132. 

96 Fuks, op. cit., p. 288, wrongly makes Timotheus one of the ringleaders in the destruction 
of the archives. It was hardly the case, then, that 'to change the new constitutions... was 
punishable with death' (JHS 90 [1970], 86). See above, p. 140. 

97 See the works listed above, n. 4, with varying degrees of emphasis on socio-economic and 
political factors. The more sensitive recent treatments by Bernhardt and Ferrary are notably 
cool toward this aspect. 98 Op. cit., p. 757. 

99 Fuks, op. cit., pp. 283, 285, 288; Accame, op. cit., p. 150; Larsen, op. cit., p. 503. Will, op. 
cit., p. 398: ' revolution d6mocratique'. 
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synedroi to the nomographoi Sosus and Timotheus and the damiorgos [-]miscus, 
evidently belong to the local political elite of office-holders.100 A 'revolution' is 
neither explicitly mentioned nor unambiguously suggested: there is no charge of 
violence against persons; as we have seen, Fabius makes no suggestion that Sosus and 
his friends had seized power, and when required to sum up the affair in one word, 
chooses the relatively tame sunchusis. Of course, it remains possible that Fabius had 
in mind a more politically charged Latin word such as seditio or tumultus. But we can 
only judge from the evidence before us, and the word used in the letter need not imply 
mass or popular revolt. 

To make Sosus's object the restoration of' unfettered democracy'101 requires us not 
only to accept at face value Pausanias's reference to Mummius's suppression of 
democracies'02 but to make it central to the interpretation of a text that never 
mentions democracy or any known concomitant of democracy. Indeed, recent 
analysts have raised the possibility that Sosus aimed at a tyranny, or at least that this 
is what Fabius wished to suggest.'03 But either hypothesis goes well beyond our 
evidence. Equally dubious is the notion that the incident was a kind of debtors' 
revolt.104 We have seen that Beasley's restoration of Xpe[EWcKorrTa olKe]c]a is 
questionable at least; while on the other hand, even if the restoration be accepted in 
toto, it would by no means follow that cancellation of debts actually came about or 
even that such was the intention of Sosus and his followers. Rather the reverse: 
Fabius would then only be likening their actions to debt-cancellation, which may be 
a misrepresentation of no less magnitude than that Sosus's actions were 'alien to the 
freedom restored in common to the Greeks' (lines 15-16). Asheri rightly saw that so 
pervasive is the tradition of hostile misrepresentation of debt-legislation that Fabius's 
word on the matter cannot be accepted without qualification.'05 In the final analysis, 
the problematic lines 14-15 do not help us very much to discern the true nature of the 
incident. 

On the face of it, the burning of the archives seems quite suggestive. Unlike our 
other information, this seems a hard datum, and is certainly prima facie testimony to 
a real disturbance in Dyme, the occurrence of which, in the painful circumstances of 
the aftermath of the Achaean War reviewed above, is indeed little surprise. But again 
the perpetrators' objective and the true nature of the incident are hardly self-evident. 
We know of incidents-from a considerably later period and the great urban 
environment of Rome and Antioch under the Empire-in which desperate debtors 
were thought to have been driven to burn archives and public buildings in the hope 
of escaping their obligations.106 But our case seems different: the alleged perpetrators 
are members of the political elite,107 and nothing is said in the preserved portions 
about an intention to escape their own debts; instead, Fabius appears to impute to 
them considerably wider political aims. In that respect, the firing of the archives at 

100 See also above, n. 81. 
101 See above, p. 132. 'Die absolute Demokratie' is Schwertfeger's phrase (op. cit., p. 67). 

'Unfettered democracy' would have been rather out of place in second-century Achaea: on the 
moderation of the traditional democracy in Achaea, see esp. Walbank, HCP i.221-2, and O'Neil, 
AncSoc 15-17 (1984-6), 41-3. 102 7.16.9. See above, p. 132. 

103 Bernhardt, op. cit., p. 223; Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 198-9, with n. 257. 
104 This scenario is never rigidly distinguished from the one that stresses an 'anti-timocratic' 

aspect, but emerges particularly strongly in Rostovtzeff, Fuks and Baronowski: see above, n. 4. 
105 Asheri, op. cit., p. 97 n. 62. 
106 See the fire in Rome, 7 B.C. (Dio 55.8.5-6), or that in Antioch, A.D. 70 (Jos. BJ 7.54-62). 
107 Naturally, it must not be assumed that only the lower orders would be indebted: 

Bernhardt, op. cit., pp. 222-3. Cf. Asheri, op. cit., pp. 92-4. 



Jerusalem by the Jewish rebels at the beginning of their revolt in A.D. 66 (Jos. BJ 
2.427) may provide a useful parallel,108 despite its distance in space and time. Had we 
known no more about this event then we do about the Dyme incident, we might have 
concluded swiftly and with utter confidence that the uprising was in essence a debtors' 
uprising against the rich-truly a social revolution. Yet in this case, we have the 
relatively full account of Josephus, and we find that here the object of the arsonists 
was to rally the poor and indebted to their cause in the factional struggle which was 
not driven by social-revolutionary aims up to this point, and, despite this act, did not 
become so in the subsequent four years of the revolt.0?9 

But the issue of debt need not lie behind the fire at all. Before Beasley introduced 
a reference to debt by means of his restoration of line 14, editors and commentators 
regularly explained the firing of the archives in other ways: Boeckh suggested that the 
attack on the archives was part of an attempt to overthrow the new constitution 
imposed by the Romans (on which more presently), and Hicks elaborated, supposing 
that property valuations needed for the application of a new census requirement may 
have been the objective. Beasley himself voiced the possibility that the arsonists aimed 
to destroy census records and assessments of tribute, which he thought was imposed 
in 146, while Fuks included among the purposes of the alleged arson destruction of 
the 'public documents' which enshrined the 'political set-up'. 10 When Sex. Cloelius 
(allegedly) burned tabulae publicae in the Temple of the Nymphs in Rome in 57 or 
56 B.C., records not of debt but of the recipients of the grain-dole were apparently 
targeted."' We cannot simply assume without further evidence that debt lies behind 
every case of archive-burning, of which, curiously, there apparently are no clear 
historical parallels from Greece. On the other hand, while Fabius's letter makes no 
certain reference to debt, it does speak of laws and the drafting of laws, copies of 
which will also have resided in the city archives. The references in the inscription to 
the legislative activity of Sosus and Timotheus as nomographoi might suggest 
something more than a random connection between the two complaints: that the fire 
was a drastic manoeuvre connected with a controversy surrounding a revision of the 
laws which came to be represented by its opponents as an attack on the Roman order. 
But we do not know the nature of Sosus's and Timotheus's laws, and cannot 
penetrate further. 

In sum, it would be unwise, given the fragmentary nature of our evidence, to 
attempt to characterize the sunchusis at Dyme too definitely. Political, economic, 
social factors may well all have played a role in bringing forth and exacerbating a 
sharp struggle among an elite divided by defeat and the opportunities afforded by the 
proximity of Roman power. 

The inscription is rather more informative about Fabius's response. We have noted 
that there is no indication that he came to Dyme itself; he heard the case at Patrae, 

108 Fuks, op. cit., pp. 286-7. 
109 See M. Goodman, The Ruling Class of Judaea. The Origins of the Jewish Revolt against 

Rome, A.D. 66-70 (Cambridge, 1987), pp. 18, 54-8, and 152-227 (esp. 153-5, 167-9, 199-208, 
215-18), and 'The First Jewish Revolt: Social Conflict and the Problem of Debt', JJS 33 (1982), 
417-27, for the economic background to this event, which he regards as essentially symbolic, 
since other records will have existed in private possession. 

"11 See Boeckh and Hicks ad loc.; Beasley (p. 163), apparently followed by Accame, op. cit., 
p. 150; Fuks, op. cit., pp. 286-7. 

111 Cic. Cael. 78, Mil. 73; cf. Red. Pop. 14, Sest. 84-5, Har. Resp. 57, Parad. 4.31. See C. 
Nicolet, 'La temple des Nymphes et les distributions frumentaires a Rome a l'6poque 
republicaine d'apres des d6couvertes r6centes', CRAI 1976, 29-51. 
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passed sentence, and communicated his actions to the city by his letter (probably to 
be carried back to Dyme by Cyllanius) rather than in person. His actions betray no 
extraordinary concern about what may well have been a fairly minor event. We must 
beware of assigning undue significance to an event whose prominence in our evidence 
is due to the accidental preservation of an inscribed stone."2 Still, in the circumstances 
-the tense aftermath of the Achaean War-Fabius was more or less obliged to 
consider Cyllanius's appeal, especially as the incident was presented to him as tinged 
by an anti-Roman animus. Sharp action following a war against political leaders who 
did not appear friendly to Rome's interests, whatever the validity of the charges 
preferred, falls into an established pattern of Roman official behaviour.13 In 
addition, Fabius seems to have had a particularly brutal disposition, demonstrated to 
excess during his command in Spain after his consulship.l"4 

I have suggested that Fabius's representation of the 'disorder' at Dyme should not 
be accepted docilely, without recognition of its probable tendentiousness. On the 
other hand, it does give an indication of how he wished his intervention to be viewed 
by his 'audience': the recipients of his letter, the officials and citizens of Dyme. To 
explain his handling of the matter to the 'magistrates, councillors and city of Dyme,' 
Fabius stresses that the condemned men had been 'laying the foundation (?) for the 
worst conditions and disturbance (rapaXng)' (lines 12-13). Tapax'4 and the 
associated term aKpLaca are in Polybius pregnant words which are used to describe 
the character of the policy of the Achaean strategoi Critolaus, Diaeus and the others 
who had brought on the disastrous war with Rome, and the continuing threat of 
disruption in the Peloponnese even after Mummius and the commission of ten had 
restored order.15 Fabius's characterization of Sosus's objective (?) as rjs XELP[Tarls 
KaTraardacoS might seem merely banal, but for the warning the Achaeans had 
received from the envoy Sex. Julius Caesar in the year before the clash with Rome that 
Critolaus was urging the Achaeans r r a XeLpLara (Plb. 38.9.4). Fabius further 
claims that the events were not only destructive of the communal fabric of mutual 
exchange (asunallaxia: above, p. 7f.) in their own city, but also had larger 
ramifications for the settlement of Greece, for they were' alien to the freedom restored 
to the Greeks in common and our policy' (lines 15-16). If we are to ask from whom 
the Greeks this time had been liberated, the answer can only be 'men such as 
Critolaus and Diaeus', so it is certainly plausible, as J.-L. Ferrary has recently argued, 
that here too Fabius's language is meant to associate Sosus and his followers with the 

112 Contra Sherk, RDGE, p. 248, who accepts Fabius's hostile characterization of the laws of 
Sosus and Timotheus and concludes that 'this implies rather grandiose plans'. Similarly, Fuks, 
op. cit., p. 288: 'the last echo of a long period of social-economic struggles in late classical 
and Hellenistic Greece'. 

113 Above, pp. 12, 17-18. Mummius had executed some hippeis of Chalcis (Plb. 39.6.5). 
114 Servilianus captured 10,000 prisoners in a sweep of towns held by Viriathus; of these, he 

beheaded 500 and sold into slavery the remaining thousands; then he cut off the hands of the 
followers of a 'brigand' named Connoba. See App. Ib. 68; Front. Strat. 4.1.42; Val. Max. 
2.7.11; Oros. 5.4.12, with Astin, op. cit., p. 83. 

115 Plb. 38.12.1, 15.8, 17.9, 18.7; 39.5.5: 'z yap E6epyaaa1ievov TrovTov [sc. rof HoAvPliov] 
Kal ypald4avroS TOVS 7repL r1TS KOLV7S 8SKaLo8oocT[a V6OLOVU acKpLTa 7rdvra 3v Kal vroAA,s 
ys,.ovra rapaxijS. Note too Polybius's description of the seven or eight years down to 146 as 
one of rapaXe! Kaot KiV atasg (3.4.12)-in my view, a rebellious disruptiveness caused by a failure 
to recognize the fact, which Polybius regards as patent after 168, that Rome's orders had to be 
obeyed (3.4.3). On the period of rapaX) Kal KIV*IatS, see esp. F. W. Walbank, Selected Papers 
(Cambridge, 1985), pp. 325-43 (= Historiographia antiqua: commentationes Lovanienses in 
honorem W. Peremans septuagenarii editae [Leuven, 1977], pp. 139-62), and Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 
265-348. 
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'tyrannical' instigators of the recent disaster.116 'AAAoTpta... rL 7jlerEpaS 

rrpoatpeaEoJ (line 16) recalls another resonant phrase of the mid-second century: 
rTpo 'Pcotia(ovs aAAorpLdtrs. In the pages of Polybius, and particularly from the 

mouth of a Roman official, this is a state of disaffection from Rome that calls for swift 
correction in order to avoid dire consequences.117 Fabius's use of terms that the 

contemporary Achaean, Polybius, shows were heavily loaded in contemporary usage 
is probably not coincidental. With such language Fabius not only justifies his own 
involvement but also, through the implicit association of the trouble-makers at Dyme 
with the men who had brought on catastrophe for Achaea only two or three years 
before, he justifies the appeal to his authority by Cyllanius and suggests dire 

consequences for paying heed to men like Sosus in the future. According to Polybius, 
the Achaean politician Callicrates had forty years before pointed out to the Roman 
Senate that a clear signal of Roman displeasure would stampede opposition to their 
friends in the cities by the political elite and the general population alike.18 It is easy 
to see what a comfort the inscribed letter from Fabius, posted in a prominent place, 
will have been to Cyllanius and his supporters. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

Past discussion of the Dyme inscription has been based in large part on dubious 
restorations with weighty historical implications, and has sometimes been prone to 
arbitrary interpretation of a highly problematic text. This fragmentary and isolated 
text simply cannot sustain confident pronouncements on the nature of the trouble at 
Dyme. The inscription itself and its new historical context, in the immediate 
aftermath of the Achaean War, make it probable that a host of mutually aggravating 
causes underlay the sunchusis, but it goes too far beyond our exiguous evidence to 
characterize the objectives of Sosus and his associates as primarily social- 
revolutionary, democratic, or even anti-Roman. There is some danger, too, of 
exaggerating the importance of the affair because of the largely random fact of the 
inscription's survival although, to be sure, it may be taken to exemplify the potential 
for rapaxrJ immediately after the Achaean War on which Polybius remarks. 

For all its obscurities, the inscription remains the best evidence of the intervention 
of a Roman commander in the internal affairs of a Greek city between the Achaean 
and Mithridatic Wars. But the light it casts falls very differently now that it is to be 
dated c. 144 rather than c. 115. The letter of Fabius now usefully supplements the 
picture we derive from Polybius of Roman measures in the aftermath of the Achaean 
War to secure the peace. Fabius's acceptance of an appeal initiated by local Dymaean 
authorities against their political rivals fits well into an established pattern, manifested 
most strikingly during and after the war with Perseus, of Roman assistance of those 
they perceived as their friends against those of doubtful loyalty. But another result of 
the new data is that Fabius's actions can no longer be thought representative of the 
normal activities of the' governor' of Macedonia but must instead be set in the special 
context of the immediate aftermath of the Achaean War, when Roman attention will 
have been unusually focused on mainland Greece. The question must now be posed 
whether in the subsequent decades down to the Pontic invasion Roman commanders 

116 Ferrary, op. cit., pp. 196-9. Polybius explicitly attributes monarchic power to Critolaus at 
38.13.7; certainly his description of Diaeus's method of dealing with opponents (38.17.1-18.6) 
recalls the standard depiction of the tyrant. 

117 Plb. 20.7.3; 22.14.6; 23.8.2; 30.31.13; 30.31.20; 38.9.4; 38.12.3; 38.16.6 (quoted above, 
n. 77. 118 Plb. 24.9.6, quoted above, n. 83. 
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in Macedonia exercised the same degree of vigilance toward the affairs of Greece, or 
were instead a distant presence, preoccupied with the problems of the permeable 
Macedonian frontier.l19 

University of California, Santa Barbara ROBERT M. KALLET-MARX 

119 An answer is attempted in my Hegemony to Empire (forthcoming). 
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