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PREFACE.

- Tur text of this cdition is that of Halm (Leipzig,
1877), which has been departed from in only a few
places for reasons stated in cach cas& 1m the—notes .
His readings differ but little from those of the last
cdition of Orelli (1859); both thesc texts being en the
whole nearer to the manuscript than that of Nipperdey
(1879), who in his turn is more conservative than
‘Ritter (1864).

Halm’s orthography, closely following that of the first
Medicean MS., has been retained, even where the same
word is not uniformly spelt, and the punctuation, except
in a few instances, also rollows his. As his edition may
be presumed to b in the hands of every reader of
Tacitus who desires to have a sep-arate text, his * Com-
mentarius Criticus’ may be here generally referred to
for all such matters of textual critcism as I have not
discussed or noticed.

The sections into which the chapters are subdivided
will be familiar to those acquainted with the Oxford
text (Parker, 1869): they have been also specified in all
references to other parts*of Tacitus: which will, it is
hoped, greatly lessen trouble in consulting them .

It is hardly nccessary to state that the whole com-
mentary has been mainly drawn up from the abundant
material collected by so many predecessors, among the
earlier of whom those most used have been Walther

! Scenotes on 1. I1, 1; 2.43, 5; 4.13, Dborn are added, and in most other refer-
6; 71,5; 6.11, 7, 12, 2. ences to prose authors, those of the Teubner

? [ may add here that, in references to  editions.
Livy. the scctions as given by Weissen-
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(Halle, 1831), and the valuable edition of Ruperti
(Hanover, 1834), in which all the Excursus of Lipsius,
and the chief results of the labour of other commen-
tators down to his date, are contained ; while among the
later egditors those most constantly consulted have been
Ritter (Cambridge, 1838), Orelli (2nd ed., by Baiter,
Ziirich, 1859), Draeger (Leipzig, 1868), and Nipperdey
(7th ed., by Andresen, Berlin, 1879) .

To all of these I am repeatedly and constantly in-
debted, especially to the edition last mentioned, to which
it is the more necessary for me here to acknowledge my
general obligation in the most emphatic manner, inas-
much as the special sources of each note are often too
complex to be easily stated.

Among separate works bearing on the criticism and
interpretation of the text, those chiefly used have been
the old ¢Lexicon Taciteum’ of Botticher (Berlin, 1830),
and as much as has appeared of the complete and ex-
haustive new Lexicon of Gerber and Greef (Leipzig,
1877-1881)% also Draeger’s valuable treatise ‘iiber Syntax
und Stil des Tacitus’ (3rd ed., Leipzig, 1882), Pfitzner,
‘Die Annalen des Tacitus kritisch beleuchtet’ (Halle,
1869), Johgnn Miiller, ‘Beitrige zur Kritik und Er-
klirung des Cornelius Tacitus’ (3rd section, Books I-V1,
Innsbruck, 1873), and dissertations by Ritter (Rhein.
Mus. 1861, 1862)3, and by E. Wolfflin (Philologus, 1867,
1868, and Bursian’s Jahresberichte, 1877).

In illustration of the subject-matter, much use has
been made throughout of Mommsen’s ‘ Romisches

t All the material for this volume had
been collected, and most of it put into its

going down to * fortuna,’ forming probably
about one third of the complete work,

present form, before the appearance of
Professor Holbrooke’s edition. The re-
semblances betwecn us will be due to our
having often drawn from the same sources.

* 1 regret that only four *fasciculi’ of
this Lexicon, containing 480 pages, and

were published in time to be available for
this edition.

3 For a more complete reference, sce
Introd. i. p. 6, n. 6.

* More complete references are given in
Introd. v. p. 29, n. 5.
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Staatsrecht’ (2nd ed., Leipzig, 1876, 1877), and of his
‘ Res gestae Divi Augusti,’ or edition of and commentary
on the ¢ Monumentum Ancyranum’ (Berlin, 1865), also of
Marquardt’s ‘ Romische Staatsverwaltung’ (Leipzig, 1873~
1878), Friedlaender's ¢ Darstellungen aus der Sitten-
geschichte Roms’ (5th cd., Leipzig, 1881), and Dean
Merivale's ‘ History of the Romans under the Empire.’
Various obligations to several other works, which have
been consulted for more special purposes, will be found
mentioned in their places™.

I have also gratefully to acknowledge assistance de-
rived from the following unpublished sources.

Mr. T. F. Dallin, M.A,, late Public Orator in the
University of Oxford, and formerly Fellow and Tutor
of Queen's College, had originally undertaken an edition
of this portion of the Annals for the Delegates of the
University Press; and, after his death, the materials
collected by him were entrusted to me to make such use
of as I thought fit. From them has been taken the
chief part of the Excursus on the ‘Lex Papia Poppaca?’
as also several notes or parts of notes, espccially on
some of the early chapters of Book III, which are duly
acknowledged where they occur. 1 feel suge that all
will join in regretting that, owing to his untimel]y death,
and to the pressure of other important occupations
during the years immediately preceding it, the acquire-
ments of so ripe a scholar were prevented from being
-made far more largely available to the student of Tacitus.

Most kind and valuable assistance has also been
rendered to me by the Venerable Archdeacon Edwin
Palmer, D.D., one of the Delegates of the University
Press, not only in the shape of numerous suggestions
tending to amend the substance and form of a con-
siderable portion of the Introduction and notes examined

1 Sec notes on pp. 16, 28, 95, 112, 261, 496, &c. 2 See pp. 439, foll.
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by him, but also by permission given to study and use
the materials collected by him for lectures given on these
Books of Tacitus during his tenure of the Corpus Pro-
fessorship of Latin, which have been most helpful on a
numbgr of points of scholarship throughout the volume.

Classical authors are mostly cited from the texts of
the Teubner series; and it is hoped that the abbrevia-
tions used in referring to them, and to editors or other
modern writers, will generally explain themselves. As
regards Latin inscriptions, the ‘Monumentum Ancy-
ranum’ (Mon. Anc.) is cited from Mommsen's edition
above referred to; the ‘Oratio Claudii’ from Nipper-
dey’'s Appendix to Annals, vol. ii.; most others from
the collection of Orelli and Henzen or that of Wilmanns;
some from the ¢ Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum’
(C. I. L.); Greek inscriptions are cited from Boeckh’s’
‘Corpus’ (C. I. G.) or the ¢ Corpus Inscriptionum Adtti-
carum’ (C. I. Att.); a few more in both languages from
the Ephemeris Epigraphica (Eph. Epig.); any others
given are usually cited at secondhand. In numismatics
references are made to Eckhel (‘doctrina numorum
veterum’) and to Cohen (‘ Médailles Impériales,” 2nd ed.,
1879); on pther works of art, mostly to the ¢ Iconographic
Romaing’ of Visconti and Mongez; on questions of
Roman topography, mostly to Mr. Burn (* Rome and the
Campagna’). In references to Dr. Smith’s Dictionaries,
the authors of the articles are in most cases cited by
name; on questions of general Latin Lexicography it is
to be understood that the Latin Dictionary of Messrs.
Lewis and Short is usually referred to.

It hardly needs to be said that, out of the large
number of references given, whether to ancient authors,
to inscriptions, or to modern works, a vast majority had
been already given in previous editions or lexicons, and
are due to no research on my part. I may, however, say



PREFACE. ix

that, with some allowance for possible oversights, I be-
lieve that I have verified all which are not expressly
cited at secondhand, and that I have also verified and
consulted a very large number more, which, for various
reasons, it did not seem necessary to insert.

To any who have carried their studies deeply into
the vast array of literature on Tacitus enumerated in
the ¢ Bibliotheca Scriptorum Classicorum’ of Engelmann
and Preuss (8th ed., Leipzig, 1882)% such a list of works
made use of as is given above, or to be gathered from
the whole of this volume, will seem meagre in the
extreme ; and, even if only well-known writers be taken
account of, I fear that the most qompetent critics will be
mainly impressed by the omissions ; while many will think
that, even as it is, the text has been overloaded with
commentary, or that space should have been made for
more valuable material by the rejection of much that has
been inserted. I venture still to hope that the book
may give more assistance than has been hitherto easily
accessible to the general student of this portion of
Tacitus, and that some, at least, of its shortcomings are
such as may be pardonable in the work of an isolated
student, whose opportunities of intercourse with scholars
and historians are but occasional, and to whem many
valuable works that should have been consulted are
unavoidably unknown. .

I have further to apologise for the accompanying list
of errors noticed since the revision of the proofs, and to
trust that, by thus prominently calling attention to them,
I may in some instances save a reader from being misled.
From their existence, and from remembrance of the
many others detected at earlier stages of the work, 1

! Nearly forty pages, most of them lations of the whole or parts of Tacitus,’
closely printed in small type, are taken up and the list of separate treatises on special
with the enumeration of editions or trans- subjects or questions.
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cannot but fear that, notwithstanding much care taken,
several may yet remain to be discovered by those who
use the book ; while I yet hope that they may not prove
to be so numerous or important as to seem inexcusable,
when viewed in relation to the large amount of detail
which has had to be brought together and verified.

LowER HEYFORD RECTORY, OXFORDSHIRE :
October, 1883.
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ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS.

59,
61,

8o,

86,
124,
144,
214,
305,
329,
345,

»

2

5, for clarigenus »ead clari genus.

12, for gencra sead genua.

25, for then read thus.

12, for Quirinus 7ead Quirinius.

10, for throne read principate.
15, for Lipida rcad Lepida.

13 of note on line 2, for passus 7ead passuum.

3 of notes, after this to have add been.

4 of note on line 8, for bridge over 7ead place of crossing.

2 of note on line 2, omi¢ the reference to C.I. L. vi. 1, 2104; Orelli

5054 ; Wilmanns 2879 (a reference by error to the Arval Hymn); insert
a reference to Varro, L. L.vii. 26, 27, and the explanation in Wordsworth,

Fragments and Specimens of Early Latin, p. 564.

375, line 2 of note on line 12, affer remaining patrician gens add outside the
imperial family.

line 11 of note on line 17, for above given read given in the text.

394
408,
412,
416,
449,
465,
467,
470,

”

»

”

”

»

2 »” 9 4, after P, Petronius omit full stop.
1 » » 10, for poetical subjunct. 7ead potential subjunct.
2 ' ' &, affer of course omit be,

5, for inreprere read inrepere.

1 of note on line 14, for qué read quo.

3 » »”» 5, for later »cad other.

6 » 4, for derivation »ead etymological meaning.
*






INTRODUCTION.

CHAPTER L. On the life and works of Tacitus ; and on the first Medicean MS.
CHAPTER II. Genuineness of the Annals.

CHAPTER III. On the sources of information open to Tacitus for this period, and their
probable value,

CHAPTER IV, On the use made by Tacitus of his materials, and the influence of his
ideas and opinions on his treatment of history.

CHAPTER V. On the Syntax and Style of Tacitus, with especial reference to the Annals.
CHAPTER VI. On the constitution of the early principate.

CHAPTER VIL On the general administration and condition of the Roman world, at
the death of Augustus, and during the principate of Tiberius.

CHAPTER VIIL On the estimate in Tacitus of thg character and personal government
of Tiberius.

CHAPTER IX. Genealogy of the family of Augustus and of the Claudian Caesars, with
notes.

CHAPTER L

ON THE LIFE AND WORKS OF TACITUS; AND ON
THE FIRST MEDICEAN MS.

THE personal history of Tacitus is known to us only from allusions
to it in his own works, and from the letters of his frieng, the younger
Pliny ; from which sources, scanty as they are, we yet learr, something
more of his biography than is known of that of many other great
writers.

A few fixed dates help to determine others. He was betrothed in
marriage, during the consulship of his father-in-law, in 830, ap. 777;
he was praetor at the ludi saeculares celebrated by Domitian, in 84T,
a.Dp. 883 It is also stated that his ‘dignitas’ or career of office began,
no doubt with the quaestorship, under Vespasian, and reached a second
step, presumably that of a tribunate or aedileship, under Titus®. He.
must therefore have filled these offices respectively not later than in
832 and 834, A.D. 9 and 81; and must have been at least twenty-five
years old at the earliest of these dates.

! See Agr.9, . * See Ann. 11, 11, 3. ® See H. 1.1,4.
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On the other hand, Pliny, who must have been born in 814 or 815,
AD, 61 or 627, speaks of Tacitus and himself as ‘aetate propemodum
aequales ;’ adding, however, that the oratorical reputation of his friend
was already established when his own professional career began? It
appears to follow, that the birth of Tacitus, while it cannot be placed
later than 80%, A.n. 54, can hardly have taken place earlier than 803,
AD. 52. In other words, he must have been born in one of the last
years of Claudius, or in the first of Nero. _

His parentage and family are unknown. We can assume the nobility
of no ‘Cornelius,” as such, since the extension of that name to the
10,000 freedmen of Sulla®; and the cognomen is one of those which
appear to indicate a servile origin®. Even if this be so, most of the
equesirian, and many even of the senatorial, families in this age could
claim no higher origin®; and although the Cornelii Taciti are unknown
in the Fasti, one of them at least had reached the ¢equestris nobilitas ’
of a procuratorship in the time of the elder Pliny®; and, as the name
is rare, may probably have been related to the historian. It is again
to be inferred that he belonged to a family of some consideration, from
his admission to the quaestorship and senate, at the earliest, or almost
the earliest, legal age.

His praenomen.is uncertain. Throughout the letters of Pliny, in
the allusions of Tertullian, Vopiscus, Jerome, and Orosius, and in the
second Medicean MS., he has no fuller name than ¢ Cornelius Tacitus.’
On the other hand, the praenomen ¢ Gaius’ is given to him by Sidonius
Apollinaris, a scholar of the middl~ of the fifth century”, and that of
¢ Publius’ in the first Medicean MS.

Assuming the genuineness or the Dialogue ¢ de Oratoribus,’ we may
suppose himto describe in it the studies of his boyhood, and their
defects®, currected in his own case by an ardent study of the great
classical models of Roman eloquence, particularly Cicero. He lays
the scene of this Dialogue in 82%, A.n. 74°% when he would be
from twenty to twenty-two years of ‘age; and represents himself in it
as even then on terms of friendship with the leaders of the Roman
bar 0,

Three years later, Cn. Julius Agricola, who had already reached the
first rank in the state, and established the reputation which he was

! See Epp. 6. 20, 5. 5 Ann. 13. 27, 2.
2 Epp. 7. 20, 3. 4. ¢ Pl. N. H. 7.1%, § 76.
8 Appian. B, C. 1. 100. 7 Sid. Ap. Epp. 4. 14 (22 Baret).
4 See Merivale, Hist. ch. Ixviii, p- 605 ; ¢ Dial. 30-33.
referring to Zumpt, Bevolkerung im Al- * Id. 1y, 2.

terthum, p. 37. 10 Id. 2, 1.
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afterwards to extend, selected him, a young man of from twenty-three
to twenty-five, as his son-in-law. The rank, and the personal cha-
racter of Agricola, justify us in assuming, that the chosen husband of
his daughter would be a young man not only of moral excellence, but
of already assured position and promise.

Probably, two years later, he entered the senate as quaestor®. By
the age of thirty-four or thirty-six, he had attained, besides the praetor-
ship, a place among the ‘Quindecimviri sacris faciundis®’ one of the
old priestly colleges, the members of which were generally men of good
rank and family.

Up to this time Tacitus may be assumed to have lived in Rome,
employed chiefly in the forensic practice, his eminence in which has
been described by Pliny; perhaps also occupied in such literary work
as could be safely pursued, or in collecting material for greater thmgs
in contemplation.

During the next four years, from 842%0 846, A.D. 89 to 93, he was
absent from Rome* probably in some provincial command, or as
‘legatus legionis.” It has been suggested, that at this time he may
have acquired such personal knowledge as he shows respecting. the
German peoples.

The recign of terror during the last three years of Domitian, from
846 to 849, A.p. 93 to 96, he appears to describe as an eye-witness .

Hitherto he must have been acccptable to the princes under whom
he had lived®; and even in these last years he appears, by his own
confession, to have shown no mo " courage or independence than the
rest of the senate, with whom, in his self-reproach, he identifies him-
self?; but the lasting influence on his mind of the memory of this
period will be found traceable in all his writings, and"®strengthened,
rather than weakened, by the force of time® Tt is h¥dly to be
wondered at, that one who had lived through such scenes should be
haunted through life by the spectre of Domitian.

In 850, A.D. 97, he attained consular rank, as ‘suffectus,” on the
death of Verginius Rufus, whose funeral eulogy he delivered® It is
sufficient evidence of his position, that he was chosen successor to
Verginius and colleague of Nerva. '

In 853, A.p. 100, he was associated with Pliny in the prosecution,

1 Agr.9, 7. : imply that in his offices he had been a
2 See above, p. I. ¢ candidatus Caesaris.’
8 Ann. 11, 11, 3. 7 Agr 45, L.

¢ AFY. 45 4. § Sce below, ch. viii, p. 134.
> Id. ° PL Epp. 3.1, 6.
¢ His language (in H. 1.1, 4) seems to
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'more successful in apparent than in substantial results, of Marius
Priscus, proconsul of Africa’. It is on this occasion only that any
particular cause pleaded by the great orator is recorded, or the grave
dignity of his oratory especially mentioned?2,

Nothing further is known of his personal history, nor is there any
evidenceothat he outlived Trajan. His descendants also are unknown
to us, but he was claimed as an ancestor by the emperor Marcus
Claudius Tacitus, in the third century? and by Polemius, a friend of
Sidonius Apollinaris, in the fifth®. It was probably at the earlier of
these dates that the people of Interamna (Terni), the birthplace of
Tacitus the emperor, claimed the historian also as their citizen ; and
erected a tomb to him, which remained till the latter part of the six-
teenth century, when it was destroyed by order of Pius V, as that of
an enemy of Christianity °

The date of completion and publication of his various works rests
on internal evidence.

The Dialogue ‘de Oratoribus’ is, by most critics, accepted as his,
and as his earliest work. It professes to have been written some time
after the discourse was held® but can hardly be dated later than the
earlier part of Domitian’s rule”.

The ¢ Agricola’-belongs to 850 or 851, A.n. 97 or 98. Some expres-
sions in the beginning best suit the time when Trajan was associated
with Nerva. At the end Trajan is styled ¢ princeps &’

The ‘Germania’ is also to be assigned to the latter of these years,
from a computation of time to the second consulship of Trajan®.

The ¢ Histories’ must have appeared after the apotheosis of Nerva,
but probably early in the principate of Trajan, before the ¢Annals’
were even corflemplated °.

This last work must have been completed when the conquests of
Trajan had reached their highest point, in 868 or 869, A.n. 115 or 116,
and before the retrocession under Hadrian .

There is no evidence that his intention to write the history of Nerva

and Trajan®, or his later project of writing that of Augustus®, were
ever carried out.

! PL Epp. 2. 11; Juv. Sat. 1, 49.
* Pl Epp. 2. 11, 17.

* Vopisc. Tac. c. 10, 3.

* Sid. Ap. Epp. 4. 14 (22 Baret).

® Angeloni, ‘ Hist, di Terni’ (Rome,
1616), p. 51 (cited by Ruperti).

¢ Cp. Dial. 1, 2, and 17, 2.

" The difference of style appears to

suggest a date some years earlier than

that of the Agricola or Germania.

¢ Agr. 3, 1; 44 5.

* G. 37, 2.

1 H.1.1, 5. They were in course of
composition when the Agricola was writ-
ten. See Agr. 3, 4.

1 Ann. 2,61, 2; 4. 4, 6.

¥ H. 1. 1, 5.

B Ann, 3. 24, 4.
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The titles assigned to the two greater works require some remark.
In the second Medicean MS., both ‘Annals’ and ¢ Histories,” without
any distinguishing title, are numbered continuously as the ¢ Books of
Cornelius Tacitus” The latter, however, are called ‘Historiae’ by
Pliny?, and are definitely cited, as a separate work under that title,
by Tertullian % .

For the title ‘Annales’ there is no real authority. Tacitus does
mdeed, in one place, speak of his work as ¢Annales nostri®’ and,
in another, of his general purpose to relate events in their chrono-
logical order*. But there is no evidence that he intended the title
distinctively for this work; and he elsewhere uses ‘annales’ as a general
term for ‘history®’ It is with equal generality that Jornandes speaks
of him as ‘annalium scriptor®’ In the first Medicean MS. the books
are entitled ‘ab excessu Augusti, a title analogous to that of the
Histories of Livy, ‘ab urbe condita.’

Of the manuscripts, it will be sufficient here to notice the first
Medicean, comprising only the books contained in this volume and
forming the sole authority for them”.

Ruodolphus, a learned monk of Fulda in Hesse Cassel, writing in
the ninth century, cites Tacitus as speaking of the Visurgis, and would
therefore appear to have known a manuscript containing these books ®.
The next intimation is from Poggio Bracciolini, who writes in 1425
on a communication made to him from Germany, respecting some
unknown works of Tacitus said to be preserved at Hersfeld, near
Fulda. Nothing further is known till 1509, by which time the MS.
now existing, purporting to be only the latter half of its original
bulk®, appears to have been brought to Rome to Cardinal Giovanni
de’ Medici (afterwards Leo X), who a few years Yater entrusted
its publication to Beroaldus, in whose edition, published at Rome

Y Epp. 7. 33, 1. Tacitus himself re- derived from the Preface to Ritter's edi-
fers to them simply as ‘libri’ (Anf. tion of 1864 (Leipzig), partly also from
1. 11, 2.) Orelli and Baiter. An account of the

2 ¢Is cenim (Cornelius Tacitus) in qumta
Hlstonarum suarum bellum Judaicum
exorsus, etc. Tert. Apol. adv. gentes,

4, 33, I.

I, I. He notes exceptions in 6.
817 12.40,8; 13. 9, 6.
el 6 4

1; 13. 31, I, etc. In one place
(Dial. 22, 4) he uses the term in a more
restricted sense, of a dry chronicle of
facts
{‘mand de rebus Goth., 1, 2.
he information here given is chiefly

second Medicean MS. will be found in
Introduction to vol. ii.

8 The first and second books of the
Annals contain the only mention of this
river in the extant works of Tacitus.

® The * fasciculi,’ comprising 137 leaves
in all, are numbered xvii to xxxiiii. Ritter
(Pra.ef p. xv) thinks it probable that the
last part contained the minor works; but
it may have consisted of some other
author, as the second Medicean MS.
comprises, besides Tacitus, portions of
Apuleius.
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in 1515, these books appear for the first time among the works of
Tacitus .

There are some discrepancies as to the circumstances of its ac-
quisition, and neither Fulda nor Hersfeld, but the monastery of Cérvey,
in Westphalia, is mentioned as the place of its discovery® Ritter
treats it.as identical with the MS. shown to have existed in-the ninth
century at Fulda, but it has been more generally assigned to the tenth,
by some to the eleventh century®.

The text, at various stages of its derivation, has sometimes suffered
from a misleading half-knowledge, and more seriously, at a later date,
from complete ignorance of Latinity, added to carelessness of eye or
ear, in its copyists, whereby words have been mutilated and wrongly
divided, letters mistaken or transposed, syllables dropped or assimilated
to those next to them, glosses have crept into the text, or ‘lacunae’
have passed unnoticed *.

These errors had not wholly escaped the old revisers, whose erasures,
linear and interlinear corrections, and dots placed above or below
letters to be expunged, are now carefully noted °.

The MS. has also a considerable number of marginal corrections,
which are cited by some editors as possessing authority, but which
Ritter considers to be generally no more than the conjectures of
Beroaldus or of later critics.

From the necessary, many editors have been naturally led on to
more questionable, corrections. The tendency to imagine an error
wherever the language is exceptionally harsh or unusual culminates in
the edition of Ritter above mentioned; whose multitudinous excisions,
insertions, and corrections, have-mostly failed to meet with general
acceptance, notwithstanding the ingenuity with which he has advocated
them® Bk, on the actual state of the MS. text, his work is still the
best source of information, :

In spite of its errors, the first Medicean is generally considered to

! Two editions had already appeared
without them; that of Vindelinus de
Spira (Venice, 1470), and that of Fran-
ciscus Puteolanus (Milan, cir, 1476), be-
sides some five reprints of one or other
of these, down to 1512 (Ruperti, Praef.
CXii.).

3 See Ritter, Praef. viiiixiii.

3 See Id.iiii; Orelli, Praef. xiii; and
Walfflin, in Philologus xxvi. p. 94.

* See Ritter Praef, xxvi-xxxv, where in-
stances of such errors are given, as well

from this MS. as from those of other
parts of the author.
® See the critical treatise of Pfitzner,

-p- 2, foll.

¢ Of his reasons in support of his
changes, the portion affecting this MS.
will be found in the Rheinisches Museum,
vol. xvi. pp. 484-469; and xvii. pp. 99~
137. Criticisms on them will be found
in Pfitzner (passim), and in Wolfflin's
(fiiﬁ;ertation, in Philologus xxvi. p. ¢6,
oll.
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be the best, as well as the oldest, MS. of any part of Tacitus; and its
orthography is for the most part adopted by Halm throughout his
whole edition of the author .

CHAPTER II
GENUINENESS OF THE ANNALS.

IT has not hitherto been thought necessary for any editor of these
books to establish their genuineness; but the recent attempt? to prove
them to be a forgery by Poggio Bracciolini in the fifteenth century,
while it cannot be said to have found such acceptance as to necessitate
a full discussion® may make it desirable briefly to subjoin some ex-
ternal evidence to show that they are at®least the work of an ancient
author.

It will be sufficient to speak here of the Books contained in this
volume, and resting on the first Medicean MS.

We have no reason to suppose that any scholar of the time cf
Bracciolini had access to historians of this period who are lost to us.
Even those whom we have must have been known to him only in
manuscripts. The inventor of a Tacitean history of the principate of
Tiberius must act as any scholar would now have to act who desired
to compose a Tacitean history of that of Gaius or Domitian. He
must make the best use of Dio Cassius and Suetonius, and of whatever
could be gleaned from other authors, and must invent the rest of the
material, as well as the form and language. Any careful comparison
of the Annals with these sources will show how large ¥ proportion
of the whole narrative as it starids will have to be set down thus to
invention ; and in testing such a theory, the details become important,
almost in proportion to their intrinsic unimportance.

If it can be shown that even a moderate number of facts, such as
would be unlikely to occur to an inventor, stated in the Annals, and
in no other extant author, are confirmed by coins and inscriptions,
most of which were certainly, and all of them probably, unknown in

1 Where the orthography of the same  forged in the fifteenth century.” London,
word is not uniform, it may often be 1878.
supposed that the variation is due to 3 Those who desire a more full state-
Tacitus himself. Sce below, ch. v. ment and examination of the theory may
§ 85. be referred to an article in the Edinburgh
2% Tacitus and Bracciolini. The Annals  Review of October, 1878.
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the fifteenth century; the supposition of so many felicitous accidents
will be generally conceded to pass the bounds of reasonable probabll‘ty

Most of the following confirmations will be already more or. less
familiar to students, from the notice of them by Orelli, Nipperdey, and
other editors, in the places to which they severally belong :—

1. Germanicus is stated to have been augur?, flamen?, and im-
perator ®; and all these titles are confirmed .

2. His eldest son Nero is stated to have been espoused to the
daughter of Creticus Silanus® An inscription gives the name */unia
Stlant [ f., spon)sa Neronis Caes[aris]®’

3. The honours decreed to Germanicus at his death are enumerated’,
and in another place it is stated that those decreed to Drusus were in
the main the same® The remains of tablets recording these decrees,
‘though extremely fragmentary, appear to suggest confirmation of some
of the details, such as the insertion of the name in the Salian hymn,
the exhibition of the effigy at the ¢ Circenses,” and the erection of arches
(Jani) at three different places °.

4. L. Apronius, and P. Cornelius Dolabella, stated to have been at
different times proconsuls of Africa’, are shown to have been so by
coins struck there under their permission .

5. It is stated that the tribunitian power, though never given to
Germanicus, was afterwards given to Drusus, about a year before his
death®. This title, absent on all records of Germanicus, appears on
coins of Drusus, but without record of more than a second year of
office 3,

6. It is stated, that in the inscription of a statue dedicated by Julia
Augusta to Augustus near the theatre of Marcellus, her name was
placed before that of Tiberius™. The Praenestine Calendar gives (with
a date) the fact, and the locality of this dedication, and places the
names in this order, thus apparently following the original inscription .

#. An inscription* confirms the statement that Drusus, son of Ger-
manicus, held the honorary office of praefectus urbi v,

8. The statement, that Smyrna was chosen as the site of the temple
to be erected by the cities of Asia to Tiberius, his mother, and the

1 1.62, 3. ? Insc. Henzen, 5381, 5382.
2 2,83, 2. 0 3.21,1; 4. 23, 2.
® 1. 58, 0. 1 Fckhel, iv. 139, 142.
4 Orelli, Insc. 3064 ; Mommsen, I.R.N. :: 3. 56, I.
2395. Eckhel vi. 203, etc.
% 2. 43 3. 1 3. 64,
¢ C.ILL.vi. 1,914, i Insc Orell vol. ii, p. 388.
7 2.83, where sce notes, 16 Tnsc. Orell. 667.
% 4.9 2 1 4. 36, 1.
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senate?, is confirmed by a coin of that city, with a representation of
the temple, and having all three names on the superscription ?,

9. The title of pontifex, given to L. Piso, better known as praefectus
urbi®, is confirmed by the ¢ Acta Arvalium *’

1o. The statement, that Theophanes of Mytilene had received divine
honours from his countrymen?, is confirmed by Mytilenaean coins bear-
ing his effigy, with the word feds added to his name®,

A few instances of less direct confirmation may here be added :—

1. A soldier named Rufus Helvius is mentioned as having received
a civic crown”. An inscription bears the name of ¢ M. Helvius Rufus
Civica, prim(us) pil(us),” suggesting the assumption of a cognomen re-
cording the distinction 8

2. C. Silanus is stated to have had a sister, Torquata, ¢ priscae sancti-
moniae virgo®' Inscriptions mention /Zunia, C. Silani f., Torquata)
as a Vestal virgin, and as chief of that body .

3. Julius Indus, one of the Treveri, is ‘mentioned as in command of
a ‘delecta manus',’ subsequently called an ‘ala’?’ His name appears
to suggest the origin of an ‘ala Indiana’ mentioned in several in-
scriptions '3,

4. Caninius Gallus is mentioned as one of the quindecimviri, and
as ‘ scientiae caerimoniarumque vetus %’ a description suitable to a person
who can be shown to have existed at that time, and to have been
‘ magister fratrum Arvalium .’

Other instances might, no doubt, be added, but the above will prob-
ably be considered sufficient.

Another curious apparent confirmation will tend, if admitted, to
carry back the date of these books nearly to that of their reputed
author. In the account of the Frisian rebellion occurs’the sentence -
‘ad sua tutanda digressis rebellibus?.’ Ptolemy, writing in’ the gene-
ration next to that of Tacitus, in his list of towns in north Germany
inserts Swrovrdvda as the name of a place!; which certainly looks
as if he had the passage of,the Annals before him, and misunder-
stood it.

! 4.15,5; 56, 3. U 3. 42, 3.
7 Eckhel, ii. 547; Mionnet, iii. 219; S. 12 3, 46, 3.

vi. 330. 13 Insc. Orell. 4039 ; Henzen, 6723.
36. 10, 3. 16, 12, 2,
¢ C. 1. L. vi. 1, 2023. 13 C, I. L. vi. 1, 2025, 2027.
5 6. 18, 5. 16 Ann. 4. 73, I.
¢ Eckhel, ii. 504; Mionnet, S. vi. 36. " Geog. 2. 11, 27. Orelli refers to
"3 21, 4. Herm. Miiller (die Marken des Vater-
8 Insc. Murat. 476, 11 (Borghesi). landes, i. p. 118) as the original discoverer
v 3. 69, of the error.

0 C, I L vi. 1, 2127, 2128,
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To these evidences, that the ¢ Annals’ must have been written when
sources of information now lost to us were in existence, and are likely
to have been written before the date of Ptolemy, may be added the
testimony of Jerome, that Tacitus did write, in thirty books, the
history of the whole period, or, as he expresses it, ‘the lives of the
Caesars,” from the death of Augustus to that of Domitian!; an ar-
rangement of books answering to that of the second Medicean MS,,
which itself purports to be transcribed from an original of the date
A.D. 395, or contemporary with Jerome 2,

The much larger question of the internal evidence of style is here
necessarily omitted.

CHAPTER IIL

L3

ON THE SOURCES OF INFORMATION OPEN TO TACITUS FOR
THIS PERIOD; AND THEIR PROBABLE VALUE.

1. WRITTEN narratives of the general history of the period or of parts
of it. o

It is not the habit of Tacitus to name his informants; and in the
first six books he has done so twice only, citing the history of the
German wars by C. Plinius® and the memoirs of the younger Agrip-
Dina, in each case for an incident relating to the elder Agrippina*. It
is stated in the one case, and apparently implied in the other, that
he is taking from a less usual source something overlooked by those
whom' he ganerally follows. In the later books we have references
to the general history of Pliny?, to Cluvius Rufus’, to Fabius Rusticus”’,
and to Domitius Corbulo &,

General references are far more common; and give evidence that
there were many such works, and that his history was mainly drawn
from them®.

Of these many, a few names only can be now supplied. In extant
! Hieron. in Zach. B. iii. ¢. 14 *Cor- % 1. 69, 3.

nelius Tacitus, qui post Augustum usque *4.53.3

ad mortem Domitiani vitas Caesarum

triginta voluminibus exaravit.” The state-
ment undoubtedly involves a difficulty,
that of supposing the remainder of the
Histories to have béen written on so
much less ample a scale than that of the
extant portion.

? See Orelli, Praef. p, xv.

13. 20, 3; 15.53,4; perhaps also 13.
31, 1.

®13.20, 3; 14. 3, 1.

7 13. 20, 2; 14. 2, 3; 15.61,6.

$ 15. 16, 1.

% See 1. 29, 4; 80, 2; 81,1; 2. 70, 4;
88,1;3.3 2;4.10,1; 57,3;5.93;
13.67,1; 13. 17, 3; 14. 3, 4. s
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literature, our only contemporary accounts of the time of Tiberius are
contained in one or two passages of Valerius Maximus?’, and in the
work of M. Velleius Paterculus, who, besides considerable notice of
the earlier life of Tiberius, gives, in the last nine chapters, a slight
sketch, without any regular narrative, of the first sixteen years of his
principate ?, published in 483, A.p. 30, and dedicated to M. Vinicius,
then one of the consuls?®,

If any others published, during the lifetime of Tiberius, any account
of his government, their names as well as their writings are lost to us;
but some works produced soon afterwards are on record: amongst
which a stock of material, of most questionable value, is contributed
by the imperial family itself.

Tiberius himself composed a brief summary of his life4, which, like
that of Augustus, may probably have been appended to his will, and
intended for inscription on his tomb. It must, however, have lacked
the skill of the famous ‘Marmor Ancyranfim,” for our solitary reference
to it cites it only as containing a glaring and audacious falsehood ®.

The memoirs of the younger Agrippina have been already mentioned.
We have also a stray reference to them in Pliny the Elder®, but by the
time of Tacitus they scem to be a forgotten book’ It is impossible
to cstimate how far they had already done their work by influencing
intermcediate writers, or how much of the court scandal, in which
Suctonius revels, and which even Tacitus does not always disdain,
flowed originally from this polluted source.

‘Claudius is also recorded to have written an autobiography in
eight books, ‘magis inepte quam ineleganter;’ and a general history
from the close of the civil wars, of which two books were written in
his youth, at the suggestion of Livy and with the assistance of Sulpicius
Flavus, and the remaining forty-one books during his principate®. It
is not known whether it extended beyond the lifetime of Augustus,
though the apparent length of the york may make it probable.

Turning from these to more neutral authorities, we find first in date
the name of M. Seneca the rhetor, whose history, from the beginning
of the civil wars to the last days of his own life, would seem, from an
expression used by his son, to be intended as a corrective of prevalent

! See Val. Max. 2.9, §6; 5. 3, §3, summatim breviterque composuit’ Suet.
and the apparent allusion to the con- Tib. 61.

spiracy of Seianus, 9. 11, § 4. 5 Suet. L1. See below, ch. viii. p. 129.
4 Vell. a. 126, 1. ¢ Plin. N, II. 7. 8 (0), § 46.
® Dates of events are often computed 7 See 4. 53, 3-

by him from this year, as 1. 8, 1, etc. * Suet. Cl. 41,

* «Commentario quem de -vita sua
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untruthfulness!; and was therefore probably anti-Caesarian in its tone.
He is believed to have died early in the principate of Gaius, so that his
work must have been mainly composed before that time, and the death
scene of Tiberius, which he described ?, may have been its closing point.

Next to him, we have two names more distinguished, apparently the
best known writers of this period.

M. Servilius_Nonianus, who was consul in 787, A.p. 352 and died in
812, A.p. 59, after a successful forensic career, wrote history in his
later years *, We hear that Claudius himself came to one of his recitals *
The elder Pliny once calls him the first man in the state ®; and Quin-
tilian, who had heard him, blames only his want of conciseness?. The
period covered by his historical works is unknown, but he is supposed
‘o be the ‘vir consularis’ cited by Suetonius, as the authority for an
ncident in the later years of Tiberius®.

Aufidius Bassus, though somewhat older than Nonianus®, seems
10 have died a year later°. ‘He wrote, besides a separate work on the
German wars, a general history, to which a continuation in thirty-one
books was written by the elder_Pliny ™, who also wrote another work,
in twenty books, on all the Roman wars in Germany %, Some at least
of the work of Bassus, in which the death of Cicero was described,
must have been extant in the time of M. Seneca®, but it was probably
afterwards continued to a later date, perhaps to the time of Claudius,
as Pliny speaks of his own continuation of it as a *history of his own
times .

The combined works of Bassus and Pliny would cover more than
the whole period included in the Annals. Many facts are also known
to us through allusions in the Natural History of the latter author and
in the works of Seneca and of Josephus, and in the interesting contem-
porary view of Gaius given by Philo’. But the chief authorities used
" PL Epp. 3. 5, 6.
¥ 1d. 3. 5, 4.

13 M. Seneca, Suas, 6. 18, 23.

¥ N. H. Pracf. 19, 20. The fact that
prodigies are noted in the last five, but

! ¢Ab initio bellorum civilium, unde
primum veritas retro abiit, paene ad
mortis suae diem’ L, Seneca, Fr. 15
(Haase).

? Suet. Tib. 73. The reference is only

to ‘Seneca ;’ but L. Seneca is not known
to have written any work likely to be
thus referred to.

36. 31,1,

4 11. I9.

S Pl. Epp. 1. 13, 3.

8 ¢Princeps civitatis’ Pl. N. H, 28,
z(§), 29.

Quint. Inst. Or. 10. 1, § 102,

8 Suet. Tib. 61.

® Quint. 10. 1, § 102-104.

10 L. Seneca, Ep. 30.

not in the earlier books of the Annals,
has been taken to indicate that Tacitus
here begins to follow an authority more
careful to record those reported, such as
Pliny.

15 The history of Pliny extended to
the time of the Flavian Caesars. See
N.H.LL

16 We have no means of knowing
whether Tacitus made any use of Philo,
and there are no traces of his having con-
sulted Josephus.
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by Tacitus in the later books must have been those alluded to by him.
Of these, M. Cluvius Rufus is known to us as a consular before the
death of Gaius? the companion of Nero to Greece?®, legatus of Spain
under Galba‘, and as one of the train of Vitellius®. His work has
been thought to have begun as early as the time of Gaius, and to have
been the authority followed by Josephus in his description ¢of that
prince’s death; it would appear to have gone down to the death of
Vitellius®, whom the historian outlived by about a year. The other,
Fabius Rusticus, is described as too partial to his patron Seneca, but
as being in eloquence and brilliancy the Livy of his age”. As he
described Britain, his work probably began not later than the time of
Claudius®. We have no allusion to it later than the time of Nero,
but he appears to have been still living in the midst of the principate
of Trajan®.

It has been shown™ that Tacitus had consulted the special history
of Domitius Corbulo™; and he may alsoshave used that of Suetonius
Paulinus '*; but with these our definite knowledge of even the names of
original authorities for this period ends. Bruttedius Niger, aedile in 773,
AD. 22 %, was a writer of history, but our only reference is to his notice
of the death of Cicero™. The references to Lentulus Gaetulicus, the
poet and epigrammatist, hardly prove him to have been also a his-
torian '*; Cremutius Cordus appears to have left off at an earlier date *¢;
Vipstanus Messala ', and probably Licinius Mucianus *, to have begun
at a later.

Further contemporary materials would no doubt be found in separate
notices of famous men, not only in the form of funeral orations, but
also in that of more detailed biographies, such as those of Thrasea and
Helvidius by Arulenus Rusticus and Herennius Senedfo, and such
other precedents as Tacitus alludes to for his own bMdgraphy of

! See above, p. 10.

? Jos. Ant. 19. 1, 13,

3 Suet. Ner. 21; Dio, 64. 14, 3. ,

$H.1.8, 2.

8 H, 2. 65, 1, 4.

¢ The evidence of H. 3. 63, 4 is doubt-
ful, but he certainly wrote of Otho. See

Plut. Oth. 3, and the discussion of the .

common debt to him of Plutarch and of
the Iist. of Tacitus (Mommsen, Hermes
iv, 295; Nipp. Introd. p. 28).

T Ann. 13. 29, 3; Agr 10, 3

8 Agr. .1, The description may other-
wise have belonged to his account of the
rebellion under Nero.

® He is generally identified with the

Fabius Rusticus mentioned in the will of
Dasumius, dated 862, A.D. 109. The
names of Pliny and Tacitus appear also
traceable in it. See Wilmanns, 314.
p- 10I.

19 See above, p. 10.

1 Allusion is also made toitin P1.N, H.
2. 70 (72), 180.

13 See Id. 5. 1 (1), 14.

13 Ann. 3. 66, 2.

1 M, Seneca, Suas, 6, 20, 21.

1 Mart. Praef. 1; PL Epp. 5. 3, 53
Suet. Cal, 8.

16 Ann. 4. 34, 1; cp. Suet. Tib. 61.

7 H. 3.25,3; 28, I.

18 Pl N. I 12, 1 (5) 9, etc.
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Agricola®. The fulness of detail found in the description of all the
actions of Germanicus, and even of the progress of his remains to
Rome, and of the proceedings after his death, appears to suggest the
existence of some such special source of information; the more so
as he is known to have been accompanied in Germany by Pedo Albi-
novanus? and at the time of his death by another man of letters,
Vibius Marsus ®.

It was perhaps from such biographies that Tacitus enriched his
record of the scenes of the last years of Tiberius with cases unknown
to or unnoticed by his usual authorities % .

Collections of letters, similar to those of the younger Pliny, may
also have been made by public men; and the distinguished orators
of the period, such as Q. Haterius® L. Arruntius® Domitius Afer?,
and others, were probably in the habit of revising and publishing their
speeches®  The speech of P. Vitellius at the trial of Cn. Piso® is
referred to by the elder Pliny?°.

2. ‘Acta senatus,’ also called ‘acta patrum?',” or ‘commentarii
senatus 2’ The composition, or at least the publication of a record
of procecdings in the Senate was instituted by Julius Caesar in his
first consulship . Augustus is said to have suppressed the publication
of this journal™., By the time of Tiberius the senator superintending
the ‘acta’ was appointed by the princeps’, which suggests the pos-
sibility of garbling the record. Some account of proceedings in the
senate appears still to have been made public in the ‘acta populi?¢;’
and the archives of the Senate themselves would presumably have been
open to a senator. Though Tacitus refers to them at a later date ", it
has been thought that for the earlier period he was for some reason
unable to cohsult them. It is certainly remarkable, that in places
where we $hould most expect a reference to them, other authorities
are cited™, We have on the other hand references to extant speeches
or letters addressed by the princeps to the scnate *', which might more

1 Agr. 1, etc. from authors who were then ancient.
% See note on 1. 6o, 2, and Appendix to ¥ 3,13, 3.
Look II. 10 N. H. 11. 37 (71), 187.
8 See 2. 74, 1, etc. g 41,
6. 7, 6. % 15. 74 3.
5 4.61, 1, 13 Suet. Jul. 20,
¢ Seeon6, 7, 1, 1 Suet. Aug. 36.
7 4. 52. 7; Dial. 13, 3; 15, 3. etc. 541

Qe 4y 1.
8 The collection made by Mucianus, 16 16, 22, 6; PL Epp. 7. 33, 3.
of eleven Books of ¢Acta’ (probably 7 15. 74, 3.
speeches) and three Books of Epistles, 18 See Nipp. Introd. p. 23.
was evidently known to Tacitus (Dial. Y Sece1, 81, 1; 2.88, 1,
37, 2), but seems to have been compiled % See 1,81, 1; 2,63, 4.
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naturally be supposed to exist in the register of its proceedings than
in a separate form; and throughout the narrative, nothing is more
apparent than the large proportion of space given to debates in the
senate, and the fulness of detail with which they are recorded. Often?,
the minute relation of somewhat dry particulars would suggest that,
if Tacitus had not himself consulted the ‘acta, his informant had
done so; yet perhaps even this record can be otherwise accounted
for, and certainly much else that is given, especially the representations
of the feeling in the house and the impression produced by speakers?,
could have come from no official register, and would most probably
be sought in the published letters or other memoranda of senators of
the time

. “Acta populi,’ called also simply ‘acta®’ or ‘acta A publicat,’ ‘acta
dlurna urbis® ‘diurna actorum scriptura®, ‘dlurna popuh Romam"
or ‘libri actorum®’ This gazette also began with the first consulship
of Julius Caesar® and contained much ,of the matter of a modern
newspaper. The proceedings in the law courts, taken down by ‘actu-
arii,” appeared in it'. A caricature of its contents may be seen in the
mock journal of the estate of Trimalchio™ It secems to have been
a bare record of the events of the day, often of such as the dignity of
history would despise '?, useful only to check or supplement a de-
scriptive narrative. We find Tacitus taking the pains to refer to it to
verify a small matter of detail %,

4. ‘Commentarii principum,’ the private journals of the princeps,
handed down to his successors, could only be a source of history as
far as the princeps chose to make them known. Among their con-
tents would be the secret history of the delations; a statement relating
to these is made from them by Nero'; a vain request far their publi-
cation is part of the reaction against informers at the «cession of
Vespasian™, but even then their secrecy was preserved. A question
asked by the younger Pliny is answered from them by Trajan?. It
is thought that Suetonius, as ‘magister epistolarum’ to Hadrian ', may
have had access to them. It is stated that Gaius burnt at his accession
an ‘important part of the journals of Tiberius, containing the record of

VE.g 1.79; 2.47; 3.60-63; 4.14; 55. :OSuet. Jul. 20.
TE.g 203875 3 17,2 59.3,69, Id. 55.

75 4.9,1; 31,35 70, 4; 6. 24, 4 11 Petron. Satyr. 53.
S Juv. 2, 136 Suet. C; 1 8. 1331, 1
‘13, 34, 4. 332
513, 31,1, " 13,43, 4.
¢ 3.3, 2 5 H. 4. 40, 6.
7 16. 22, 6. 1s Pl ltpp 10. 71; 73 [065; 66 Keil].
8

Juv. g, 84. 17 Spart. Vit, Hadr. c. 11,



16 . INTRODUCTION.

the condemnation of Agrippina and her sons, and made solemn pro-
fession that he had never read them'. However this may be, other
journals of this prince are said elsewhere to have been preserved, and
to have formed the favourite study of Domitian 2.

5. Public Inscriptions. It is needless to speak of the multitude which
must have been at the time in existence, or of their manifold value to
historians. Tiberius is stated to have taken great pains early in his
principate to preserve and restore ancient documents®, We have, how-
ever, no evidence that Tacitus was in the habit of consulting inscrip-
tions, though he makes mention of decrees so recorded*, and once
refers to such evidence of the letters added to the alphabet by
Claudius °,

6. Tradition. The lifetime of Tacitus was not so far removed from
the days of even Tiberius, but that many traditional anecdotes were
still current. He states a report of this kind, for what it is worth, in
his account of the trial of Ca. Piso®; he mentions, in order to refute
it, an idle tale respecting the death of Drusus, son of Tiberius”; and
frequently uses vague expressions, such as ¢ traditur,’ ¢ ferunt,” * memoriae
proditur,” and the like; which, though they sometimes evidently refer
to written narratives, may in others designate some such floating
stories. ;

It will thus be seen that as far as the mere amount of material is
concerned, the resources at the command of Tacitus were as ample as
are found at most periods of ancient history. How far Tacitus actually
used all that he might have used, is only occasionally indicated to us,
but may to some extent also be inferred from a comparison of his
narrative with that of Suetonius and Dio®.

There are ‘perhaps no passages in Suetonius, and few in Dio*, where
either of these authors appear to have followed Tacitus himself. Such
coincidences as would show that they had used informants whom he
has also followed, are of course very common; but even in this respect
their difference is more striking than their resemblance. That of
Suetonius would be the natural result of his preference for biographical

1 Suet. Cal. 15.

2 Suet. Dom. 20.

8 Dio, 57.16, 2. The expression -
péowa ypdppara may include records in
sculpture as well as in writing.

t3.57,2;637.

511,14, 5.

¢ 3,16, 1.

T 4 10, L.

8 A careful and minute comparison of

their resemblances and differences will be
found in Dr. Binder’s treatise ¢ Tacitus
und die Geschichte des Romischen Reiches
unter Tiberius,” Wien, 1880.

® Perhaps the plainest instance is in
the story of M. Terentius, in which Dio
(58. 19, 3) closely agrees with Tacitus
(6. 8), and which the latter states as
having been omitted by other historians.
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and personal details over that which is more strictly historical matter.
Dio, while omitting much that Tacitus mentions, as would be natural
in a work covering the whole of Roman history, and having to con-
dense throughout, yet; on the other hand, inserts many particulars
omitted by Tacitus, and often adopts a different scale of historical
proportion . Such a writer would necessarily have to be cont&nt with
less research than the historian of a special period, and it is thus natural
to suppose that he chiefly drew from a few of the best-known writers
of each time, and that the liveliness of detail, the comparison or sugges-
tion of alternative views, and other characteristics of the narrative. of
Tacitus, argue a more comprehensive survey of the various contemporary
sources of history open to him.

Much, however, of this abundant material must have been untrust-
worthy. The first fundamental defect to notice is that which has been
prominently put forward by Dio, at the transition point in his narrative 2.
He, with all the materials before him which we have, and much more
which we have not, finds himself, at the establishment of the principate,
passing from daylight into comparative darkness, deepening, no doubt,
towards his own time, as publicity was more and more suppressed.

In former days, public affairs were discussed before senate and people,
by persons of every shade of opinion; now the forum was silenced, even
the minutes of the senatc no longer public, and the vast departments
centered in the princeps received their intelligence and transacted their
business in private, and communicated no more than they thought fit.
What was divulged could not be tested, and those who disbelieved the
information had only surmise to substitute for it. Sometimes, no doubt,
light was afterwards thrown on a dark place, through the re.cord of their
own transactions by public men® or authentic private commynications
which found their way into history, and exposed the falsifications of an
imperial bureau. Tacitus, for instance, or his informants, seem to have
had means of knowing that the official report of Tiberius on the Gallic
revolt was no more nor less than truth ¢; and that, on the other hand, he
had concealed the extent of the losses inflicted by the Frisii ®. It must be
plain, to take no further instances, that our full narrative of the Pan-

1 For instance, the campaigns in Ger-
many, occupying so large a space in the
first two books of Tacitus, are dismissed
by Dio (7. 18, 1) in two or three lines,
On the other hand, the funeral and other

osthumous honours of Augustus occupy
ar more space in Dio (56. 31-47) than
in Tacitus,

# See the whole passage, Dio, 53. 19,

and the comment in Merivale, ch. xxxiii,
p. 67, etc.

3 Such as the memoirs of Paulinus,
Corbulo, and Mucianus, already noticed,
Possibly Sallustius Crispus was authority
for the matters in 1. 6; 2. 39; 40.

$3.47, L

' 4.74 L
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nonian and German mutiny, and of the German wars, can be no mere
transcript of the report laid before the senate *.

But as regards all matters not forcing themselves by their magnitude
on public notice, much of the most interesting history must have been
buried for ever in the archives of the prince. To illustrate this, we may
compare the information, scanty as it is, which we have in the Annals, of
the grievances, deputations, inner life of a senatorial province such as
Asia, with the absence of even any similar accounts of any Caesarian
province during this period. We should have known little enough, from
official, or indeed from any purely Roman sources, of the grievances
brought by Philo before Gaius, or of the oppressions which goaded
Judaea to desperation 2

Many again of the state trials which form so large a part of domestic
history were either before the emperor’s private court 3, or cases in which
the senate merely registers a sentence, passed on receipt of a letter or
notes of evidence from the prince or even his minister *,

Means of information thus were scanty, but Tacitus notices a further
defect in his authors, from the faint interest taken even in what they
might have known. Men were ¢ ignorant of politics, as being no business
of theirs’® but that of their rulers. Whoever has taken notice of the
‘ indiligentia veri’ possible, even now, under circumstances of the utmost
publicity and fullest extension of public responsibility, even among poli-
ticians and political writers, on such public affairs as do not touch them
immediately, will appreciate the profound truth of this remark of Tacitus,
at a time when neither such publicity nor responsibility existed.

Lastly, Tacitus divides all the chroniclers under the principate ®, or at
least all the, successors of the great historians of Augustus?, into two
sharply cgatrasted classes, the one, of those who wrote to flatter the
ruling prince, the other, of those who poured out their pent-up rancour
after his death.

We need not assume that each prince had his chroniclers of both these
classes. In the case of Tiberius especially, it has been already noticed *,
that (except the few pages of Velleius already mentioned) no historian
is known even by name to us, who published any account of the *res
Tiberii,’ ‘florente ipso.’ Without assuming that none existed where
none are known to us, we may reasonably suppose that few, if any, cared

< 11,53, ¢ 4.70,1; 6. 47, 4, etc.; Dio, 58. 21, 3,
. ? Note the meagre account which suf- ® ¢ Inscitia reipublicae ut alienae’ Hist,
ficed for a Roman, of all the relations of [1.1, 2.

Rome with the Jewish nation (Hist. ¢ Hist, 1. 1.

5.9; 10). 7 Ann. 1. 1, §.

3 6. 10, 2, etc. ® See above, p. 11,
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to publish contemporary history under a prince whose aversion to
flattery is stated to have been at least as great as his fear of freedom !}
while the subsequent rule of the son, brother, and grandson of Ger-
manicus left abundant opportunity for the multiplication of virulent
attacks on the great reputed enemy of that house.

CHAPTER 1V.

ON THE USE MADE BY TACITUS OF HIS MATERIALS, AND

THE INFLUENCE OF HIS IDEAS AND OPINIONS ON HIS
TREATMENT OF HISTORY.
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General defects of Roman historical criticism
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THe chief aim proposed by Tacitus as a historian is the elevation of
public morality, by leading those who study the judgment of the present
on the past, to attach value to that of the future on themselves. ‘I hold
it the chief office of history to rescue virtue from oblivion, and that base
words and deeds should have the fear of posthumous infamy (Y

Even his own age, he feels assured, is not without noble characters
deserving of such record. The operation of traceable causes, or even
the revolution of a kind of cycle, .can again bring good after evil, as
fertile succeed to barren seasons®. An Agricola is as worthy of imita-
tion as the heros of antiquity, and, by being recorded for posterity, may
receive the imperishable statue erected by those whose lives are formed
on his 4.

We may compare with this the nearly similar moral purpose professed
by Livy ; to lead men to avoid the evil and choose the good, by exhibit-
ing the intrinsic character and consequences of both. ¢ This it is that is
so salutary and fruitful in historical study, that you see specimens of

!z, 8y, 3. 3 3.55 6; cp. 2. 88, 4.
? Ann. 3. 65, 1; see also Agr. 1, 1. ¢ Agr. 46, 3.
c2
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every type of character conspicuously displayed; and may hence take
models for yourself and your country to imitate, or instances of what is
vile in its beginning and issues, to avoid !/

Side by side with this runs another, but a closely connected purpose,
to be the means of teaching a political wisdom suitable to the times. He
reminds the reader, that as men had of old to study the tempers of the
aristocracy or the people, so, under a virtual monarchy, even the appar-
eht trifles which he collects and puts on record will have their use, as
men learn what is advantageous or pernicious more readily from the
examples of others than from any forethought of their own 2.

This purpose, though apparently less exalted than the other, aims no
less in résult at elevating the character of public men. For the lesson
which he desires to teach is that ‘even under bad princes there can be
good citizens 3,” and that the most admirable is generally also the most
successful ; neither the base courtier who, by any reaction, or even by
the mere desire for a new instrument %, is unmade in a moment by the
breath that made him, nor the proud and impracticable ¢irreconcileable,’
like Helvidius Priscus, who ostentatiously flings away his life ®, but the
dignified reserve and moderation, ¢ removed alike from perilous disrespect
and loathsome servility,” which sustained the position of a Manius Lepidus
under Tiberius %, a Memmius Regulus under Nero?, and an Agricola
under Domitian ®.

It is with these purposes that we are to suppose him to have dealt
with his materials ; on these that his sense of historical proportion, in the
topics made more or less prominent or wholly omitted, may be taken to
be mainly grounded® Even granting the defects incident to history
thus written for a purpose; his aim and range of subject elevate his
work above~mere biographies, such as those of Suetonius. Much as all
history at such a time must dwell on the personal qualities of the prince,
he has never made these his subject in themselves ; but always in some
subordination to their effect on the personal government and administra-
tion of the empire. The designation of his work by Jerome, as ¢ Lives
of the Caesars °," needs but to be mentioned, to show its entire inadequacy.

Yet again, the purpose in view alone justifies to himself, and is expected
to justify to the reader, the monotony of his theme; the weary record of
¢ cruel mandates, perpetual accusations, treacherous friendships, destruc-

L1 aef. 10, 7 Ann, 14. 47, L.
* Ann. 4. 33, 2. ® Agr. 43 44.

3 Agr. 43, 5.  Reasons for the prominence given to
¢ Ann. 4. 71, 1, particular topics are stated in 1. %3, 1;
8 Agr. 11, 2, 27. 13 3. 05, 1; 4. 32; 33, etc,

® Amn. 4, 20, 4. 10 See above, cb ii. p. z0.
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tion of the guiltless ;’ forming in his mind so painful a contrast to the
roll of foreign conquests and great domestic struggles which his prede-
cessors were privileged to unfold’. Much indeed that would have been
far more interesting to ourselves has thus been sacrificed, but he is at
least entitled to the credit of having adhered steadily to his plan®

The apparent inconsistency in the profession of a didactic puspose by
an author who inclines to fatalism, is to be met by showing that the
opinions of Tacitus on this subject are neither so prominent nor so
definitc as to make such inconsistency palpable, and that the saving
clauses in his creed evidently sufficed to prevent his being himself
perplexed by it.

The principal passage on the subject does not directly treat of the
freedom of human action, but raises the question whether prosperity and
adversity and the chief occurrences of life are due to chance or fate .
The latter would imply the agency of the gods, who are elsewhere recog-
nised as originators of destiny *, and rulers of man and nature *, sometimes
as caring at lcast to punish if not to protect?, sometimes as those
who would bless us if our sins permitted them ¥, sometimes as pursuing
their purpose with sublime indifference to our good deeds or evil®.

The Epicurean doctrine, that the deity cares for none of us, that good
or bad are fortunate or unfortunate as blind chance may guide, is briefly
dismissed in this passage. In an atheistic form it was no doubt unaccept-
able to Tacitus and to general opinion, though popular enough, as Pliny
has shown ¥, when brought into apparent harmony with religion by the
elastic theology which worshipped Fortune as a goddess ' and reconciled
opposites by the apothcosis of a negation.

The Stoic theory, as stated in the same place, besides repeating the
well-known doctrine, that the good are ncver really misexrable nor the
wicked happy, reconciles destiny and freewill by supposing tht after man
has made his ¢choice of life,’ its consequences are determined, not by

' 4. 33, 3. .
2 Many such omissions as those noted

by Mr.G. A.Simcox (Hist. of Latin Litera-

ture, ii. p. 175) seem due to the limit

which Tacitus thus imposes on himself,
¥ 6, 22 (where see notes).

* Thus ‘fatalem rabiem' is explained
by ‘deum ira’ (1. 39, 8). Cp. also 2.
71, 2.

5 See 12. 43, 3; 14. 5, I, etc.

¢ 4.1, 3; 16. 16, 3.

7 See H. 1. 3, 3, where he appears to
follow Lucan, 4. 807.

8 Cp. ¢ propitiis, si per mores nostros
liceret, deis’ (H. 3. 72, 1).

? Cp. ‘aequitate deum erga bona mala-
que documenta’ (16. 33, 1).

10 Sce N. II. 2. 7 (5), 22, where he looks
on such a goddess as a mere invention
(cp. Juv. 10. 366), but as the only deity
popularly worshipped. He adds that the
alternative of astrological fatalism sup-
poses the deity to have ordained once for
all, and then to rest for ever.

I Tacitus often personifies ‘fortuna,’ as
in 3. 18, 6; H. 2.1, 1; 4.47, 2, etc. The
mixture of sceptical and theological ideas
in the first of these passages is note-
worthy.
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planetary influences but by natural causation. A more extreme, and
apparently more popular theory, to which Tacitus evidently inclines,
would hold that our destiny is fixed from the moment of our birth, and
could be foretold from our horoscope, were we sure of our interpreter ;
but that the true professors are few, and the art discredited by the multi-
tude of quacks.

Believing in astrology, he believed also in prodigies and omens® as
means whereby the future was revealed; but here again he would say
that misinterpretations were rife , and that many prognostications were
only recognised as such after the event 3,

Elsewhere he often uses popular language in which fortune and destiny
are mingled and confused *, and the latter appears often to mean no more
than the operation of some inexplicable cause ?, or sometimes only that
which would happen in the ordinary course of nature if men made no
effort to supersede it®. When he has to explain the steady career and
position of a Manius Lepidus; he feels that it must be due not altogether
to destiny, but in part at least to his own personal qualities ™.

On the whole, his doctrine has thus neither the precision nor the
embarrassing consequences of a philosophical theory, and is rather such
as would be expected in one who held that, while a tincture of deeper
studies formed part of necessary culturc?, it was not well for a Roman
senator to go too far in them?®. His crced serves him at times to point
a moral, rather than affects his general view of historical events '°.

Writing with a moral purpose, it is needless to say that Tacitus holds
himself bound to tell truth without prejudice or favour ™. That he is no
careless follower of previously written narratives is shown by the places
where he corrects or supplements them from sources involving morc
labour in verfication, such as the acta senatus’ or “populi 2;’ while the
accuracy ifi detail, both of himself and his informants, is in no slight
degree evidenced by confirmatory inscriptions, such as those already

15. 7,33 47, I, etc. The miracles of [that no traceable cause can account for
Vespasian are viewed as omens, H. 4. |them.
81, 1. ® Cp. the use of ‘fatum,’ of natural
? Cp. ‘quae adeo sine cura deum eveni- |death (1. 3, 3; 2. 42, 5; 71, 2), implying
ebant” (14. 132, 5); ‘quod in pace fors |thata man baulked his destiny by killing
seu natura, tunc fatum et ira dei voca- |himself or by being killed, So Tiberius left
batur’ (H. 4. 26, z). Similar misinter- to ‘fate” what it was too great an effort
pretations are hinted at in 13. 17, 2; H.  to settle (6. 46, ).

! See 12. 43, 1; 64, 1; 14. 32, 1; «?of heaven (1. 55, 4; 4. 1, 3), it is meant

2,91, I. 7 4. 20, 5.
See H. 1. 10, 7. 8 Dial. 19, 5.
4 See notes on 6, 22. v Agr. 4, 4.

5 Cp. 3. 30, 7; 55, 6; 13. 13, 2. So 12 On the whole subject, see Nipp. In-
when the blindness of Varus, and thepower  troduction, pp. 16-20.
for evil wielded by one so mediocre as L ; 1.1, 4.

Seianus, are referred to fatality or wrath 13 See above, ch. iii. pp. 14, 135.
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cited ' ; and by the paucity and insignificance of such errors of fact as
have been clearly brought home to him% What is probably the weakest
point in his narrative, the want of precision in its geography 3, is a defect
which he shares with Livy, Sallust, and other authors who have had 1o
describe military movements on an extensive scale without the aid of
maps *.

Two points may here be noted, in which this obligation to veracxty
is consciously relaxed.

Firstly, in the account of battles, at least of disastrous battles, he con-
siders it a point of patriotism to conceal the number of Roman slain.
This reticence, observable throughout his narrative, especially in the
account of the campaigns of Germanicus, appears to have been delibe-
rately adopted as a principle, and grounded on precedent, in a lost part
of the Histories .

The second exception relates to the practice, so common among
ancient historians, and never regarded by them as a breach of
truth, of composing imaginary speeches purporting to be historical.
There is, however, reason to believe that Tacitus recognised some limit
in this respect, as may be seen by comparing the speech assigned to
Claudius on the concession of full citizenship to the Gauls® with the
extant fragments of the actual speech”. These fragments appear to form
part of a lengthy and tedious harangue ; that in Tacitus is a single chapter,
not without trace of the pedantry of the original, though elevated by his
dignified and nervous style. Still the following sentences, if taken out
of their order, condense the substance of the first column and the begin-
ning of the second, and perhaps supply a link between them—

‘Omnia P. C. quae nunc vetustissima creduntur, nova fucre. Advenae in
nos regnaverunt. plebeii magistratus post patricios, Latini, post plebeios,
ceterarum Italiae gentium post Latinos.’

The following sentence expresses no less faithfully some of the latter
part of the second column—

¢ Ac tamen, si cuncta bella recenseas, nullum breviore spatio quam
adversus Gallos confectum ; continua inde ac fida pax.’

1 See ch. ii, throughout.

"E.g.2.53,8; 3.29, 3; 4-44, 3; 12
23, 5.

% 5See notes generally on the campaigns
of Germanicus, the incursions of Tac-
farinas, etc.

* See the defects noted even in Poly-
bius (Arnold, Hist. of Rome, vol. iii.
note F.)

® Orosius (vii. 10, 4), speaking of the

defeat of Fuscus by the Dacians, says,
* Corn. Tacitus, qui hanc historiam dili-
gentissime contexuit, de reticendo inter-
fectorum numero, et Sallustium Crispum
et alios auctores quam plurimos sanxisse,
ct seipsum potissimum elegisse dicit.’
See Merivale, Hist. ch, Ixi. p. 105.

S 1r, 24.

7 See Appendix to B. xi.; Nipp. vol.ii.
p- 303.
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If we had the whole speech it is probable that the substantial correspond-
ence might seem still closer.

This comparison would lead us to conclude, that in such documents
as the recorded letters and speeches of the princeps to the senate,
Tacitus, while feeling at liberty to condense, rearrange, and generally to
deal with the form as he thought fit, and to assimilate the style and
language to his own for the sake of literary homogeneity, does consider
himself under an obligation to preserve the substance of what was really
said, and that such passages are, to this extent, historical : though a much
smaller measure of truth may be supposed in less known or less famous
senatorial speeches ; and still less, or probably none, in such orations as
those of Calgacus to his countrymen ’, or in the address of Germanicus
to the mutinous legions, or that to his friends around his death-bed 2.

Besides the emphatic profession of the historian’s obligation to impar-
tiality, we have to note the full belief of Tacitus that he has the means
of reaching truth, by weighing in the scales of justice the indiscriminate
praise or censure of earlier writers. He is more conscious of the difficulty
of writing on the Flavian Caesars, to whom he was personally indebted 3,
than on the period covered by the Annals, one in which, as he believed,
‘the grounds of resentment or partiality were far removed from him 4’

In one case, when-he discusses and rejects a scandalous tale, he begs
the reader to take it as a specimen ®, implying that he has rejected many
other such ; which a comparison with Dio or Suetonius will sufficiently
confirm. A single instance may here deserve notice, from the attempts of
commentators to force it into compatibility with his narrative. Suetonius
tells a story, partly supported by Seneca ® and the elder Pliny?, that Tiberius,
when already princeps, spent thirty-six hours in a continuous drinking
bout with L. Fiso and Pomponius Flaccus, both of whom were rewarded
for their bobn-companionship—* alteri Syriam provinciam, alteri praefec-
turam urbis confestim detulit®’ But according to the text of Tacitus in
the MS,, Piso, at his death in 785, A.p. 32, had been twenty years prefect,
and had therefore held that officé under Augustus®. This is got rid of
by the supposition that twenty years is a round number, or that in some
earlier MS. in which numerals were used, ¢ xx’ and *xv’ have been con-
fused. But the story limps elsewhere, for the appointment of Flaccus to

1 Agr. 30-32. Even here the historian 7 N. H. 14. 22 (28), 145.

speaks as if he was following a tradition ¢ Suet. Tib. 42. Seneca mentions only
/(' izn hunc modum locutus fertur’). that Piso had a habit of drinking; Pliny
L ydid2i 435 2 71, gives the part 'relatlmg to him of th.ns:
L1014 4 story as a mere ‘ belief of some persons ;
; YAmn. 1,1, 6. but it becomes an undoubted fact with
5 4,11, Suetonius,

¢ Ep. 83, 14. 9 See notes on 6. 11,
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Syria cannot be dated before 785, a.p. 327. This again is met by refer-
ring ‘confestim’ to Piso alone; which, if open to no other objection,
spoils the point of the story by destroying the plausible connection of
cause and effect, and by making Suetonius gravely connect this appoint-
ment with a debauch of some fifteen years before it, when the consul-
ship ? and the governorship of Moesia ® had intervened. The suggestion
is surely more probable that Tacitus was aware of this story, saw its
inconsistency with facts and dates, and rejected it without even noticing it.

In spite, however, of his diligence, his firm conviction of his own
impartiality, and his belief that he treads on firmer ground in describing
times further off from his own, it has been the general verdict of modern
criticism, that ‘ the Histories of Tacitus are more to be relied on than his
Annals¥’ and the latter are even maintained to be ¢almost wholly
satire " The very excellences of the book are also noted as its defects.
It isnot in the bare facts, which, as stated above, are rarely known to be
erroncous, and not often suspected of being so; but in the artistic treat-
ment of the facts, the brilliant colouring, the effective contrasts, above all,
in the subtle interpretation of motives, that the injustice is mostly con-
ceived to lurk,

Again, the further he recedes from his own time, the greater, instead
of the less, becomes the suspicion of unfairness. His portraiture of
Claudius and Nero is less assailed than that of Tiberius, which, although
the most elaborate analysis of character in all his writings, is also most
often attacked as untrustworthy.

It will be the work of other chapters to follow him in detail through
the whole period, and to point out such inconsistencies and unfairnesses
as may secem traceable: but we may here notice such general considera-
tions as make it probable that he has dealt less than justicé@ the early
Caesars.

One chief cause will be found in the fact that in the Annals generally,
and in the early portion especially, he is beyond the limits of his own
knowledge, and forced to depend on written authorities; and in the
defects of his own and their methods of dealing with historical evidence.

The Roman critical faculty, never so keenly on its guard against
inaccuracy in substance as against solecisms in language®, seems
generally to have spent the force of its historical judgment in dealing
with discrepancies between informants, without recognising the in-
sufficiency of even their united testimony to establish what was beyond

! See notes on 6. a7. ¢ Id. ch. Ixiv. p. 343.
72, 41,2, ¢ Sce the remarks of Merivale, Hist,
3 3. 66, ch, Ixiv. p. 305.

3.
# Merivale, Hist. ch. lvii. p. 467.
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their means of knowledge. Such is the general attitude of Livy
towards his chroniclers; such again appears to be that of Tacitus
towards his ‘auctores.” He could firmly reject a floating tale which
they had never recognised, and which was otherwise improbable!; he
could supplement their defects in detail, judge freely between their
differences; we can imagine him to have rejected, even in the face of
testimony, a statement evidently inconsistent with itself or exaggerated:
but where a story was generally accepted, and did not bear plain marks
of overstatement or incredibility %, we cannot suppose it to have occurrcd
to him to ask whether its Subject was one on which his authorities
were competent to speak. For instance, the details of a private cor-
respondence between Tiberius and Seianus are given without expressed
or implied suspicion®, though it appears to us almost impossible to
imagine authentic evidence of them.

Any such misleading effect of a ‘consensus auctorum’ would be
aggravated, if, as has been seen to be probable in respect to the prin-
cipate of Tiberius, the original authorities belonged almost wholly to
the hostile section. The critic might feel that he had made a con-
siderable deduction for their prejudices, and might naturally consider
that this was sufficient.

It is also noteworthy that he trcats the testimony of his authoritics
as evidence not only for an act but for a motive®; and only with diffi-
dence suggests an explanation as his own® Here it is probable that
the discrepancy of his witnesses left him much room for choice, and
enabled him, without going beyond the alternatives suggested by them,
to interpret the acts in accordance with his general conception of the
character.

Further 4xplanation must be found in the personal opinions of
Tacitus, and in the circumstances of his life.

His political attitude to the early Caesars could not really be one of
indifference; for the revolution which they accomplished and con-
solidated was with him the main cause of the degeneracy of his own
age. Loyal as he is to the emperors under whom he wrote ; who had
‘ combined monarchy with freedom?’ and brought about ‘an age of
rare felicity, in which men might think what they would and say what

14 11, is cautiously given as a mere persistent
? His sentiment in relating a prodigy  rumour,’ 6. 30, 4. .
(H. 2. 50, 3) is capable of a general ap- * See above, ch. iii. p. 18.

plication, ‘volgatis traditisque demere 5 Cp. 1. 76, 6; 8o, 2, etc.
fidem non ausim.’ ¢ See 4. 57, 2.
3 Ann. 4. 39;40. In a similar case, T Agr. 3, 1.

the alleged letter of Lentulus Gaetulicus
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they thought*;” he could see that the remedy worked far more slowly
than the disease?, and feel the more resentment against the supposed
authors of the latter.

His political sympathies are those of the idealist rather than the
statesman; his golden age is before the dawn of history®, and his
golden age of Rome, the old Republic seen through the mist of ages,
the time when ‘equitable legislation was crowned by the Laws of the
Twelve Tables*;’ or, at latest, the days before the fall of the great
foreign powers had developed the dangers of security and peace®.
Himself probably no more connected with the old families than was
Cicero, he yet cannot divest himself of the reverence inspired by their
glories in the history of the early period®. Blind to the misgovern-
ment which alone made revolution possible, he can see only the in-
trigues of ambitious men who brought about the fall of ‘liberty.’
Gracchus with him ranks no higher than Saturninus?”; not even Sulla
or Pompeius had disinterested aims ®; the dictatorship of the first Caesar
seems only a phase in the twenty years of anarchy® There are in-
dications enough that his view of Augustus was as different from that
of Vergil or Horace as his Tiberius from the Tiberius of Velleius .
The ¢weariness of civil strife’’ which had followed Actium was em-
ployed by Augustus first to ¢secure his own ascendancy,” and then to
give ‘laws which we were to enjoy in peace and under monarchy .
From this time ‘the old morality disappeared in the revolution; men
cast aside their position of civic equality and looked for orders to the
prince *;’ hence begins the scrvile age of sycophants and courtiers.
The restoration of the Republic is still so far conceived to have been
possible, that Germanicus and his father are imagined to have contem-
plated it™, and popularly held to have been victims of 'iueir love of
liberty ®. The vices of the senatorial rule, the improvement of pro-
vincial administration under the empire, are ignored even at the mo-
ment when they are admitted ®; and the first Caesars are assumed to
be mainly responsible for the degradation which had changed the

'Hor 1, 5. * Amn. 3. 2%, 3.
2 Agr. L1 ® H. 2. 38, 3,4
3 Ann, 3. 26, 1. ? Ann, 3, 28, 2.
4 3.27,1. 10 See especially the prominence given
5 H. 2. 38, 2. to lthe hostile opinion (1. 10).
¢ As instances of his sympathy may be __, 1 1, lg 3.

noted his tone in spcakingpof tyhe men- 3. 28, 3.

dicancy of Hortalus (2. 37) or the crimes Br1. 2, 1.0

of Lepida (3. 23); and the aggravation 175, 33 1.

in his eyes of the guilt of Livia by her 15 2, 83, 3.

adulterer being no more than a ¢ munici- 2,2

pal’ (4. 3, 4).
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senate that confronted Pyrrhus or Hannibal to that which had dragged
its own members to prison at the bidding of Domitian?,

Our estimate must also take account of the author’s literary ten-
dencies. In one sense, not the Annals alone, but all the works of
Tacitus are satire ; for satire, in the various forms which it took under
Persius, Petronius, Martial, Juvenal, was the chief literary force of the
age?; and a writer out of harmony with the times of which he writes
had a whole armoury of sharp-edged maxims ready to his hand, ¢In-
mitior quia_toleraverat®:” ‘acerrima proximorum odia*:’ ‘causae in-
imicitiae acriores quia iniquae®:’ ‘proprium humani generis odisse
quem laeseris®’—these and “a hundred such are the forms in
which the stern and bitter experiences of the historian’s life express
themselves. There are no such arrows in the quiver of Augustan
literature; they are hardly so barbed even in Juvenal. Again, we have
the satiric tendency, prevalent especially in the Annals, to take extreme
acts as typical of the man, and extreme men as typical of the age.
Not, however, that such exaggerations are on one side only: the great
literary artist knows too well the cffect of a heightcned contrast to
neglect the opportunities held out to him. Even on such neutral
ground as the subject of the ‘ Germany’ this is thought to have affccted
the historical fidelity of Tacitus; and in the portraiture of Rome under
the Caesars, the temptation was far more irresistible. Hence the effort
to idealise a Germanicus or an Agricola, and others who might be
mentioned ; and the tendency to surround with glory the death-scene
of the martyrs.

Between this sharply drawn contrast of hideous vices and heroic
virtues, the neutral multitude of ordinary men on the dead level of
average me#iocrity of character in all ranks of life, however dceply
interesting to those who would truly trace the general tendencies of an
age, fade as completely out of sight as the shadowy rank and file of
the Homeric armies.

! Agr. 45, 1. —iAlp, 1. 20, 2.
? This is well shown by Mr. Simcox in ¢ H. 4. 70, 3.
the History of Latin Literature already ——2 Aqn, 1. 33, 3.

mentioned, ¢ Agr. 47, 4.
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Tue Lexicon Taciteum of Botticher?, the Excursus of Roth on the
Agricola? and the ¢ Index Latinitatis’ in Ruperti’s edition?, represented
for some time the chief results of the labour of Scholars on this subject ;
but their works, with many other treatises on special poinys, are now
gathered up into and supplemented by the exhaustive and n:)xss concise
treatise of Dr. Dréger*, from which nearly all the substance of what is
here given has been derived, and to which all who desire further in-
formation are throughout referred® In the selection here made, it is
intended to illustrate not only such points of usage and style as are
wholly peculiar to Tacitus, but also the most remarkable of those
which, though adopted from earlier writers, are used by him with
characteristic boldness and freedom.

! Berlin, 1830. Philologus (xxiv. 115-123 ; Xxv. 92-134;
* Niimberg, 1833. xxvi. 92-166; xxvii. 113-149), and in
3 Hanover, 1834. Bursian’s ‘ Jahresberichte’ (iii. 756-787) ;
¢ Leipzig, 3rd edition, 188a. also of the 3rd part of Joh. Miiller’s * Bei-

3 Much use has also been made of the  trige zur Kritik und Erklirung des Corn.
valuable dissertations by Wolfflin in  Tacitus’ (Innsbruck, 1873).
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Among the features of the Latinity of what is called the silver age,
one of the most prominent is the introduction into prose of words and
forms of expression from the great classic poets, who had by that time
become the text-books of every grammar-school®. That this extended
to all kinds of prose composition, may be illustrated from the fact that
out of ¢ list, gathered from Tacitus, of nearly roo words, more or less
frequent in Augustan poetry, but absent from Augustan or classic prose,
more than half had already won a place in intermediate prose literature,
mostly in the plain, matter-of-fact descriptions of the elder Pliny2
Another such list might easily be framed from Livy, to show by a com-
parison with Caesar, or even Sallust, the influence of poetic diction on
historical prose, even in the latter part of the Augustan age itself,

Partly through this adoption of poetic language, partly through the
increasing taste for what was Greek, as such®, Latinity had also become
more tolerant of Greek words and grammatical Graecisms.

In Tacitus, the first of these general tendencies is abundantly pro-
minent *; the latter he may probably have looked upon as a corruption,
as he shows no disposition to add to the Graecisms or Greek words
already in use® His earliest treatise, the ¢Dialogus, shows even
a reaction in the direction of Ciceronian Latinity®; his later writings,
while showing less and less trace of Cicero?, have acquired so marked
an individuality of style, that even a fragment, long lurking unsuspected
in the pages of Sulpicius Severus, has been claimed for Tacitus with
good grounds on internal evidence alone®.

The special qualities of his style are no doubt due, in no small
measure, to his professional career. As the first forensic orator of the
day, we might assume that he had perfected such gifis as were pre-
scribed to -7 pleader by the prevailing fashion; and he has himself
described to us the difference between the rolling periods of Ciceronian
eloquence and the style demanded in his own age, when jury and
listeners soon wearied of a long harangue, were impatient of the
speaker’s preamble, and recalled him peremptorily from a digression;
so that brevity had become the soul of wit, rapidity and incisive bril-
liancy the qualities most sure to reward the pains taken to acquire them,
He tells us of pupils listening eagerly, and reporting to their friends

! guv. . 226, " The chief instance is found in the

3 See Driger, § 249, I. reminiscences of De Orat. 3. 2, 3, in Agr,

3 See Juv. 3. 61, etc, 44, 45.

¢ See below, §§ 70, 72, and several ® See Sulp. Sev. Hist. Sacr. 2. 30, 6;
others. Jac. Bernays * iiber die Chronik des Sulp,

5 See § 95, Sev.” Berlin, 1861 ; Milman, Hist, of the

¢ See Dr. § 259, I. Jews, bk. xvi. p. 366, note.
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at a distance the last pungent epigram, or glowing poetic passage.
‘For poetic grace is now demanded of the orator, not marred with
the rust of Accius or Pacuvius, but fresh from the treasury of Horace,
of Vergil, or of Lucan’’ Tacitus was thus under influences both
general or literary and also special or professional, in adopting the
poetical colouring so characteristic of him; but it is perhaps*due to
individual taste that the poetical element in his writings is almost
wholly Vergilian 2,

Besides carrying much of his habitual style into the composition of
history, he evidently studied, as modes of historical writing, his chief
predecessors in that field, for whom he expresses such genuine ad-
miration. Of this kind, the chief influence on him known to us, is
that of Sallust and Livy, who, though rarely expressly mentioned?,
leave their traces in a number of forms of expression throughout his
writings ¢; the former being naturally his model of terseness, the latter
of eloquence; with his own taste to blend and modify them.

He has himself told us of his own painful consciousness of the dull
monotony and repulsive sadness of great part of his narrative, compared
with the range of subject and free treatment of the old historians®.
Hence, in the true skill of an advocate with a tedious case, he would
the more studiously seek to create variety, and stimulate the flagging
interest of the reader, even by ever so short an episode®; by a de-
parture from his usual order of narrative?; by multiplying, artificially
and even fancifully, the expressions for constant occurrences®; by a
hundred small variations in the structure or arrangement of sentences®;
by straining more and more after novelties, or by occasionally reviving
archaisms in vocabulary or phrase!’; by anything to break the weary
sameness of his chronicle of tyranny.

The old criticism, tracing the characteristics of ths style of Tacitus
to poetic colouring, and to the study of brevity and of variety ™, will be
seen to be well founded, and to be capable of explanation from the
circumstances of his life and nature of his subject; and to show the

! Dial. 19, 20,

* The debt of Tacitus to Vergil will be
apparent throughout this chapter. Sce
especially §§ 70; 725 97, 4.

¥ ¢C. Sallustius rerum Romanarum
florentissimus auctor’ Ann. 3. 30, 3. ‘Liv-
ius veterum, Fabius Rusticus recentium
eloquentissimi auctores’ Agr. 10, 3.

* See ‘Syntax’ throughout, and several
sections of * Style,’ esp. 97.

5 Ann. 4. 33,

¢ E.g.3.26-28; 4. 33; 33; 6.23; 28,

-
7 See 6. 38, 1.

® See § 93.

9 Sce §§ 85—92.

! This increasing preference of unusual
or even obsolete expressions is shown by
Wolfflin (Phil. xxv. p. 95 foll.) to be the
true key to the difference between the
carlier and later writings,

1 Botticher (Proleg. lxvi, etc.), whom
I have followed in arranging much of
the subject under these heads, See
§§ 72-93.
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natural gifts, not unmixed with the natural defects, of the most finished
pleader of an age which required above all that its orators should be
terse, brilliant, and striking.

Historical style was all the more likely to be rhetorical, owing to the
custom of oral recitation. From many instances in which the effect
on the® ear seems to be studied, and others in which oral emphasis
would have removed an ambiguity, it is not improbable that Tacitus
may have adopted this general practice.

To these should be added the most truly personal of all his traits
of style, the elevation and dignity (ceuvérys) known to have characterised
the orator?, and which, in the relation not only of great matters, but
also of'what is trivial, or even revolting, appears never to be lost sight
of by the historian.

The following instances are almost wholly restricted to the Annals,
not only on account of the limits of the present treatise, but also
because these are the most truly Tacitean of all the writings of Tacitus;
many uses and expressions, rare or even unknown in his earlier works,
being in them frequent and even habitual ®.

The arrangement of Driger, whose sections are cited throughout,
is far more elaborate and scientific than that here given, which has
been simplified for convenience of general reference. It will be evident
that many obligations are also due throughout to the Grammars of
Zumpt, Madvig, Kennedy, and Roby, especially the last.

SYNTAX.
1. Nowuns and Pronouns.
A. SUBSTANTIVES.

1. Abstract Nouns. The use of such in the plural is hardly more
frequent in Tacitus than in Cicero or Livy, but is extended to new
instances, such as aemulatus (dr. elp.) 13. 46, 6; dignationes (dm. elp.)
2. 33, 5; and to such as are elsewhere very rare, as infamiae (Plaut.)
4. 33, 4; simulationes (Pl. min.) 5. 54, 2; 6. 45, 6, etc. :

His use of abstract for concrete is somewhat more characteristic :
as amicitia="*friends,’ 2. 27, 2; 77, 1; consilia="‘advisers,’ 4. 40, 2;
iura=°¢charters,’ (dm. elp.) 3. 60, 4; liberalitas="‘gift, 2. 37, 2, etc.;
matrimonia=*wives, 2. 13, 3; origo=°‘ancestor,” (Verg.) 4. 9, 3, etc.;
regna="*Kkings,’ (Stat.) 3. 55, 3. Dr. § 2. 3.

! Plin, Epp. 3. 11, 17, Wolfflin (Phil. 25, 95-127). See also be-
2 This has been very fully shown by low, §§ a3 b, 31, 36, 37, 49, 64, 69, 77, 89.
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2. Rare singular forms are found, as angustia (Pl mai.) 4. 72, 2;
verbere (poet. and Sen.) 5.9, 2; 6. 24, 4. Also singular and plural
are often interchanged, as patres eques I. 7, 1; 4. 74, 5; eques pedites

3- 46, 5, etc.; cp. 2. 56, 1; 60, 4; 15. 48, 1, etc. Such instances are
also found in Livy. Dr. § 4. s.

3. The adjectival use of substantives in apposition is frequent,
as in poetry. Thus imperator populus 3. 6, 2 ; mare Hadria 15. 34, 2;
mare Oceanus 1. 9, 6; H. 4. 12, 2; sidus cometes 14. 22, 1, etc. This
usage also is found in Livy (Dr. on Ann. 3. 6, 2). Dr. § 76.

On the accusative in (so-called) apposition to a sentence, see below,
§ 12 a; on the nominative in parenthetical apposition, see § 82.

B. ApjEecTIVES.

4. The substantival use of adjectives is more frequent than in
the classics. Dr. § 7.

(@) Masculine, as equestres 12. 6o, 3; militares 3.1, 2; nulli 2. 77,
6 (where see Nipp.); also in sing., as equester 13. 10, 3. This usage
is extended to participles, as praesidentium 3. 40, 4; vincentium 14-
36, 2, etc.

(8) Neuter singular, without the usual classical restriction to pre-
dicates and to the usage with such verbs as * dicere,” ‘facere,” ¢ postulare ’
(sce Nipp. on 6. 24, 3). Thus egregium 3. 70, 4; 6. 24, 3; honestum
3. 65, 1; triste. .. providum r15. 34, 1, etc.; also often with prepositions,
as in lubrico 1. 72, 3; in barbarum 6. 42, 1; and as a simple abl. of
place where (see § 25), and with genit. following (see § 32 a).

(¢) Neuter plural, often in place of an abstract substantiﬁ, as falsa
2. 82, 8, etc.; incerta 2. 39, 5; occulta 2. 88, 1; obscura, véra 4. 58,
3; and very often with a genit. following (§ 32 4). See Nipp. on
2. 39.

5. The adverbial use of neuter adjectives is extended from the
more regular (as multum, nimium, postremum, potissimum, summum)
to more distinctly poetical usages, as aeternum 3. 26, 3, etc.; inmensum
3- 30, 2, etc.; praeceps 4. 62, 3, etc. (on their use in the accus., see
§ 13.). Dr. § 22, Nipp. on 3. 26, 3.

6. The adverbial use of an adjective as secondary predicate
(Roby ro69), as diversi z. 73, 6, etc.; occulti 4. 12, 1, etc.; properus

6. 44, 1, etc.; rarus 2. 57, 4, etc.; is more common than in classical
prose. Dr. § 8.

7. New forms of comparison, both of adjectives and participles,
D .
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had been freely introduced by Cicero and Livy. Besides adopting such,
from them and others, Tacitus appears to have added analogous forms,
such as curatissimus 1. 13, 7; flagrantissimus 1. 3, 2, etc.; inplacabilius
1. 13, 5; inprovisior 2. 47, 1; instantius 6. 35, 4; obaeratior 6. 17, 4;
probably vulgarissimus (dr. elp.) 13. 49, 1.

C. Pronouns.

8. Tacitus omits with unusual frequency pronouns belonging to
the third person, especially in the accus., sometimes even so as to
involve harshness or obscurity, Among the more notable instances
are those of the omission of se in 1. 35, 5; 2.71,8; 83, 4; 4. 59,
5, etc.;- and of eum in 1. 69, 3; 3.49, I; 4. 58, 4; 71, 5, etc. Also
an abl,, such as iis, or quibus, is constantly omitted in concise uses of
the abl. abs. (see below, § 31 ¢). Omissions are found of the genit
of such pronouns, as in 4. 70, 4; or dat.,, as in 4. 7, 4. A few in-
stances occur of omissions of pronouns of the first or second pronoun,
as nos 1. 22, 3; me 4. 38, 1; 12. 21, 1; nobis 3. 54, 5. See Joh.
Miiller on 1. 27, 2; Pfitzner, p. 113 ; Nipp. on 1. 29; 5. 10.

9. The use of quis for quisque in the constant form ut quis,
e.g. 1. 69, 2; 2. 24, 6; 73, 6; 83, 1, etc.,, appears to be strictly
Tacitean (Bétticher). Other usages, though rare, are not without earlier
precedent; e.g. quis for uter 1. 47, 2; 3. 1, 4 (Livy); quis ille, hic ille
(with brachylogy) 11. 7, 1; 12. 36, 2; 14. 22, 4 (Cic.); quidquid istud
1. 42, 2; cius for suus 4. 67, 1 (Caes. and Cic.); suus for eius 4. 36,
3, etc. Dr. § 10-20.

I1. Cases of the Noun.

A. ACCUSATIVE.

10. The accusative of place towards which motion takes place
(Roby 1108), as used of the nanies of countries or large islands, is
generally confined in classical prose to Greek names with the Latinized
ending in ‘-us,’ as Aegyptum 2. 59, 1 (Madvig 232, Obs. 4), but is also
used by Tacitus, as by poets, with greater latitude, as Hiberos 12. 51,
4, etc. : analogous to this is campos propinquabant 12. 13, 1; and the
accus. with proximus 15. 15, 6. Such accusatives, though always rare,
are not unexampled in earlier prose. Dr. § 38.

 11. The poetical or Greek accusative of the part concerned
(Roby rror1, 1102), as contectus humeros 2. 13, 1, is used more freely
by Tacitus than by any prose writer except Apuleius, not only in its
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more usual application to the bodily members, but in such expressions
as clari genus 6. 9, 5; adlevatur animum 6. 43, 3; and in the military

phrase frontem...tergum...latera... munitus 1. 50, z. Dr. § 39, Wélfflin
(Phil. 25, 115).

12. Transitive accusatives. Dr. § 40.

(@) Tacitus often expresses the effect or purpose of an action by an
accusative clause in (so-called) apposition to the senfence, i.e. explanatory
of the notion contained in the verb and its adjuncts; such verb imply-
ing some general notion of doing or suffering on which these accusa-
tives depend. See 1. 2%, 1 (and Nipp. there); 49, 5; 74, 3; 2. 64, 6;
6. 37, 2, etc. Instances are found in Sallust and Tivy.

(8) The poetical accusalive with verbs expressing affections is not un-
frequent in Tacitus, and is extended by him to some instances not found
in carlier prose, as pavescere 1. 59, ¥, etc; expavescere . 2. %6, 3;
gravari H. 2. 20, 2. Cp. Madv. 223 ¢, Roby 1123, Kennedy r12%.

(¢) A full list is given by Dr. of compound verbs used by Tacitus with
a simple accusalive where a repelition of the preposition or a dative would be
regular. 'To verbs previously so used in prose he would appear to have
added several, as advehi (with acc. pers.) 2. 45, 4; advolvi 1. 13, 7, etc.;
elabi 1. 61, 6, etc.; erumpere 12.63, 2; exire 6. 49, 3; intervenire 3. 23,
1; inrepere 4. 2, 3; praeccllere 2. 43, 7 ; praeiacere 12. 36, 4 ; praeminere
3. 56, 2, etc. His chief characteristic in this respect is the number of
verbs so used by him. On the general usage, sce Roby 1121, Zumpt
387, note.

(d) The Graecism, introduced by Vergil and occasionally found in
prose from Sallust, of an accusative of the object after middle and passive
verbs, generally confined to induor and similar verbs, is used\)y Tacitus
with more latitude, e. g. falsa exterritus 4. 28, 4 (MS.); arguitur plera-
que, ... quae revincebatur 6. 5, 1, 2. This must be carefully distinguished
from the usage above (§ 11); as ‘“indutus vestem’ is a wholly diffe-
rent accus. from ‘indutus humeros.” See Roby 1126, 1127, Kennedy
123.

13. The poetical or Greek adverbial accusative of a neuter
adjective is adopted, as falsum renidens 4. 6o, 3. To this head belong
several of the adverbial adjectives noted above (§ 5). This construction
is akin to that noted above (§ 12 d); as is also the quasi-cognate accus.
with vincere 12. 60, 5, and pervincere 14. 14, 3. Dr. § 41, Roby 1096,
1100, Kennedy 122, 5.

14. Other adverbial accusatives, such as id aetatis, id temporis
D2
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(both in Cicero), are adopted, and similar new expressions added, as id
Fuctoritatis 12, 18, 1; idem aetatis 13. 16, 1. Also the day of the
month is put in the accus,, 6. 25, 5; 59, 6, etc. Dr. § 44, Roby 1092,
Kennedy 123, 4.

B. Dative.

15. The dative of indirect object, with implied local relation
(literal or figurative), where the abl. with prep. would be more usual
(Roby 1144), is adopted chiefly from poets and Livy. Among verbs
with which it is used are abstrahere 2. 5, 1, etc.; excusari 1. 12, 3, etc.;
eximere I. 48, 2, etc.; extrahere 6. 23, 5; proripere 4. 45, 4. Dr. (§ 46)
refers other instances to this head (see 4. 72, 2; 13. 42, 4).

16. The Greek attracted dative (BovAopévais #v), elsewhere restricted
in Latin to volenti and volentibus, is extended to invitis aut cupientibus
erat 1. 59, 1. Dr. § 48. The ordinary usage whereby, in expressions such
as cui nomen est, the name itself is attracted to the case of the pronoun,
is restricted by Tacitus to adjectives (as 1. 31, 2; 2. 8, 1, etc.): the nomi-
native (as I. 45, I, etc.), or, rarely, the genitive (see note on 4. 59,
2), being used of substantives. (Nipp. on 2. 16.) Cp. Madv. 246, Obs.
2, 3.

17. The ‘dativus commodi’ is extended to such usages as sibi
... procubuisse 1. 59, 4; sibi...firmabat 1. 71, 5; ut mihi informis, sic
tibi magnifica 12. 37, 2; even non referre dedecori 15. 65, 2. Dr.
§ 49

18. The dative of the agent is used, without restriction to the gerun-
dive or to passive participles or adjectives in ¢-bilis’ (Roby 1146), and
without ax(yD notion of the interest of the agent (Madv. 250 a), in more
than thirty places, e. g. sibi...adspici 1.17, 10; propinquis ... removeretur
2.50, 4. Cp. 2. 57,55 3.3,3; 20, 3, etc. It is not easy always to
distinguish this dative from such ablatives as are noted in § 27. Dr. § 51,
Nipp. on 2. 50.

19. The dative of a noun so closely connected with another that
a genitive would be expected (Roby 1154), frequent in poets, is also
frequent in Livy, and still more in Tacitus; e.g. rector iuveni I. 24, 3;
paci firmator 2. 46, 6; and very many others. Dr. § 53.

20. The dative of the thing as object, often used with adjectives or
participles, as promptus 1. 2, 1, etc.; intentus 1. 31, 2; facilis 2. 27, 2,
etc.; appears to be an extension of the usage with persons. Madv.
247,
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21. The dative after compound verbs, where accus. with prep.
would be usual, is also poetical, as pectori adcreverat 1. 29, 1 (where
see note) ; penatibus induxerit 5. 1, 3. etc.

22. Dative of work contemplated. Roby 1156, 1383.
(¢) Gerund. Such expressions as restaurando sufficeret 3 72 4;
testificando vulgabat 13. 11, 2 (cp. 15. 16, 2); appear to be exten-

sions of the classical phrases solvendo esse, scribendo adesse. Dr.
§ 200.

(%) Gerundive. It is characteristic of Tacitus to employ this usage
with increasing, and latterly with great frequency: only three instances
being found in the minor works, and thirteen in the Histories, while it
abounds in the Annals. It is used with more than twenty adjectives (see
1. 23,53 37, 1; 2. 57, 3, etc.), and much oftener with verbs; often so
as to be fully equivalent to a final clause: e.g. with deligere 2. 4, 1, etc.;
digredi 11. 32, 2; eximere 3. 22, 6 ; immittere 11. 1, I; mittere 1. 6o,
2, etc.; praemittere 15. 10, 6; venire 6. 43, 3, etc. Dr. § 206 B,
Wolfflin (Phil. 25. 114), Madvig 415, Obs. 2. Compare the genitive
below, § 37.

(¢) Apparently by an extension of such an usage as ‘receptui canere,’
a simple dative is used with transitive or often with intransitive verbs,
with the force of a final clause ; as morti deposcit 1. 23, 6 ; incessit itineri
et praelio 1. 51, 4; factum est senatus-consultum ultioni iuxta et securi-
tati 13. 32, 1. For other instances, sec Dr. § 52, Nipp. on 1. 51.

23. The dative expressing that which a thing (or person) serves
as or occasions, or predicative dative (Roby r158), most frequent in
the case of forms in ‘-ui) and especially used with the verb esse, is
common in Tacitus. Roby has collected (Pref. xxv-lvi) aNist of about
180 words so used by writers not later than Suetonius, of which thirty-
cight are used by Tacitus, about five by him alone. It is still more
characteristic, that out of only eleven instances collected of the use of such
a dat. in apposition, eight are from Tacitus, who thus uses usui and
ostentui twice (Ann. 11. 14, 5; H. 3. 20,6; Ann. 12. 14,6; H. 1. 78, 1),
and dchonestamento, documento, obtentui, subsidio once each (12. 14,
6; 15.27,2; H. 2. 14,6; 12. 29, 2). On the distinction between this
dat. and that in § 22, see Roby 1. 1.

C. ABLATIVE.

24. The ablative of place whence, which, as used of countries or
large islands (Roby 1258), is not unclassical (though styled a solecism in
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Quintilian 1. 5, 38) in the case of Latinized Greek names in ¢-us’ (cp.
§ 10; and Nipp on 2. 69, 1), is used more freely by Tacitus than by
any other writer; e.g. Armenia 1. 3, 3; Etruria Lucania et omni Italia
11, 24, 2; Suria 13. 35, 2, etc. A similar abl. of common names is
used, without the ordinary restriction to domo, rure, humo (Madv. 273),
as fuga dmpediverat 1. 39, 6; progrediuntur contuberniis 1. 41, 2, etc. ;
often by exerting the force of a prep. in composition, as in the extension
of the usual phrase abire magistratu to abire sedibus 2. 19, 2 ; and in the
abl. with abhorrere 1. 54, 3; effundere 2. 23, 2; emergere 1. 63, 2;
eruere 2. 69, 5; extrahere 1. 39, 4, etc. Analogous is the abl. with
recens I. 41, 5, etc. Dr. § 56.

25. The ablative of place at which (Roby 1170) is used with the
same freedom as in poetry (Id. r173, Madv. 273, Obs. 2, Kennedy 155,
2), whether as expressing direction, in a quasi-instrumental sense analo-
gous to ‘via,’ as porta triumphali 1. 8, 4; finibus Frisiorum 1. 6o, 2;
litore Oceani 1. 63, 5; or, much oftener, position, as structis molibus
2. 60, 4; toro 3‘. 5, 6 ; saxis et aere 4. 43, 2; campo aut litore 4. 74. 6,
etc.; also with neut. adjectives, as medio 2. 52, 6, etc.; plano H. 3. 19, 3;
vicino Id. 38, 2, etc. often with a genit. following. Dr. § 57. Many in-
stances are collected by Nipp. on 1. 60; 2. 52; 3. 61.

26. The ablative of time throughout which, almost wholly post-
Augustan (Roby 1184, 1185), is found not only in such expressions as
quatuordecim annis 1. 53, 6 (Cic.); but also such as triumviratu 3.
28, 3; bellis civilibus 6. 11, 3; triumphis, votis 15. 45, 2. On the other
hand, Tacitus often uses ‘in’ to express time when, or in the course of
which (Roby 1180, 1182), as tali in tempore 2. 84, 3; co in tempore
11. 29, I, et?, whence later authors (as Lact.) even say ¢in hicme,’ ‘in
aestate.” Dr. § 58, Zumpt 596.

27. The extension of the instrumental ablative to personal agents,
though poetical in its free use, is not without classical precedents, as
centurione comitatus (Cic.) 14. 8, 5; cp. legionibus petitum 2. 46, 2 ;
corruptoribus tentare 2. 79, 4; Artabano perculsus 6. 44, 3; and other
instances in which the personality is not prominent. See Nipp. on 2.79;
6. 44. Such ablatives might often be taken as datives (see § 18). Dr.
§ 59.

28. The ablative of manner is employed with unusual boldness, with-
out the addition of an adjective (Roby 1236, 1239), as spe vel dolore
I. 59, I; clamore et impetu 1. 68, 4; ordinibus ac subsidiis 2. 8o, 6

b
catervis 4. 51, I; multis millibus 6. 3%, 4 ; convivio 13. 20, 5, etc. Some
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instances in which a single word has the force of an abl. abs. are thus
explained, as visu 3. 14, 3, etc. (see Nipp. on 4. 51, 1). In some in-
stances, as leviore flagitio 1. 18, 5, such an abl. is a condensed sentence.
Dr. § 60.

29. The use of the ablative of quality (as of the corresponding genit.
see § 34) of persons, without the addition of a common name (seé Madv.
287, Obs. 3), rare in Caesar, Cicero, and Livy, is common in Tacitus ; as
artibus egregiis 1. 13, 1,etc. Cp.1.19,2; 4.29,1; 6. 48, 7; 16. 18, 1.
Often it expresses any circumstance attaching to a person or thing, as
legionariis armis 3. 43, 2; mercennario milite 6. 34, 5; profectio arto
comitatu 4. 58, 1 ; testamentum multo rumore 3. 76, 2. Sometimes the
adj. is represented by a genit., as mariti animo 1. 57, 5; pacis artibus H.
1. 8,2. Dr. § 61. See Nipp. on 3. 43; 76; Joh. Miiller, Beitr. 4.
39 foll. .

30. The causal ablative is used rarely in the Histories, often in the
Annals, in cases where the use of a prep. or of a genit. with ¢ causa’ or
‘gratia’ would be expected; both of subjective motives, as iactantia
gloriaque 1. 8, 2; caritate aut reip. cura 1. 1o, 6 ; conscientia 1. g7, 2
(cp. 1. 76, 6; 3. 44, 4) ; and also of objective causes, as dissensione
ordinum 3. 27, 2; defectione 12. 10, 1; fervore 13. 16, 3; cohortatio-
nibus 14. 30, 3. See notes on 2. 75, 1; 3. 24, 5 (and Nipp. there). Dr.
§ 64, Roby 1228, Madv. 256, Obs. 2, Zurﬁpt 454.

31. Some characteristic uses of the ablative of attendant circum-
stances, or ablative absolute, are to be noted.

(@) The use of a participle in this case as predicate, with a senlence as
subject (Roby 1252). This usage, very rare before Livy, occurs never
in the minor writings of Tacitus, only six times in the Htories, but
repeatedly in the Annals. Among the participles which Tacitus appears
to be the first so to use are addito 1. 35, 6 ; adiecto 4. 0, 7; credito 3.
14, 4 ; intellecto 1. 49, 3; pensitato 3. 52, 4; 12. 17, 3 (only); quaesito
2.9, 1; 6. 15, 1 (only); repetito 3. 33, 1 (dm. €ip.), etc. Dr. § 213.

(8) The neuter adjectives similarly used, as periculoso 1. 6, 6 ; libero 3.
60, 6, are probably to be taken, with Bétticher, as following the Greek
usage with the (not always expressed) participle of elui : thus iuxta peri-
culoso =époiws émwdivoy (dvros).

(¢) An adjective or participle often slands concisely tn this case by iself,
when the subject has been recently expressed, as cohibita 3. 33, 1; conce-
dente 6. 16, 5; invalido 6. 47, 4; or even when a subject, whcther
definite or indefinite, can be supplied from the sense, as orantibus 1. 29,



40 INTRODUCTION.

2 ; requirentibus H. 1. 27, 3, etc.; such instances are not always clearly
distinguishable from datives; but are found also in Caesar and Livy.
Dr. § 212 a, b, Nipp. on 1. 29; 5. 10.

(@) The transitive use, in this case, of deponent participles, as secutus
6. 17, 4; 11. 25, 1; ausus 12.33, 2; adgressus 13. 43, 8, is analogous
to the wse of omnia pollicito in Sallust, Jug. 103, 4, and gratum elocuta
in Hor. Od. 3. 3, 17. Dr. § 212 ¢, Wolflin (Phil. 26. 134).

D. GenTIVE.

32. Partitive or quasi-partitive. The abundance of such genitives
is characteristic of Tacitus, as also the frequency with which the partitive
idea is almost or altogether lost sight of, and the genit. equivalent to a
simple adj. as in poetry. Cp. strata viarum (Lucr. and Verg.).

(a) After neuter singular, without the usual restriction to an adj. or
pron. in the nom. or accus. (Roby 1226): thus umido, lubrico paludum
1. 61, 2; 65, 6. The use of such a gen. after an adj. or pron. governed
by a preposition is especially rare (Madv. 285, Obs. 1.), as in prominenti
litoris 1. 53, 7 ; post multum vulnerum 12. 56, 5. Dr, 66 a, b.

(8) After neuter plural, still more frequent : as cuncta curarum 3. 35,
I; tacita suspicionum 4. 41, 1; simulationum falsa 6. 45, 6, etc. Dr.
(66 b) gives a full list of words so used ; cp. Madv. 284, Obs. 5, Kennedy
172, 8.

(¢) Also very common after masculine or feminine, as with pauci,
multi, alii, etc., and in such expressions as quinque consularium 3.28,6;
leves cohortium 3. 39, 1; cunctis civium 11. 22, 4. See the full list given
by Nipp. on 3. 39.

(d) Wz'llf adverbs. Tacitus adopts freely the extension of the Cice-
ronian usage with ubi, ubicunque, longe, eo, and huc : as eo furoris 1.

18, 2, etc. ; huc adrogantiae 3. 73, 1, etc. Dr. (§ 67) notes with this the
gen. after sponte 2. 59, 3, etc. (Luc.’and Pl. mai.).

() The genitivus appositionis (Dr. § 14), as uligines paludum 1. 17, 5,
though more properly to be styled a defining gen. (Madv. 286), is akin in
meaning to those mentioned.

(f) The expression pensi habere (Dial. 29, 1; H. 1. 46, 4; Ann,
13. 15, 5), adopted from Sallust, Livy, and Quintilian, and perhaps mis-
understood in its construction by Tacitus (Roby 1301), as also the
phrase nihil reliqui facere (1. 21, 4), are referred to this head by

Madvig (285, Obs. 2); by Dr. (§ 73) to the gen. (or locative, Roby 1186)
of price.
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33. Objective Genitive (Roby 1312).

(@) The genitives mei, sui, efc., are used freely for the possessive pronoun,
without the usual restriction to cases of special emphasis (Madv. 297 b,
Obs. 2), as nostri origine 2. 54, 3; sui incessu 4. 24, 2, etc. In this
usage Tacitus is surpassed perhaps only by Apuleius. Dr. § 68 a.

(6) Witk verbs, such a genitive is used, by Tacitus alone, with monere 1.
6%, 1 (as in classical prose with its compounds); with adipisci 3. 55, I ;
and apisci 6. 45, 6 (on the analogy of potiri). The use with egere (4. 20,
4, etc.) and indigere (6. 46, 9, etc.) is more common. Dr. § 68 b.

(¢) The elliptical genitive, so constant with verbs of judging or accusing,
15 extended by Tucilus to some new examples, as postulare 1. 74, 1, etc. ;
deferre 4. 42, 3, etc. ; urgere (&r. eip.) 6. 29, 3. Dr.§ 69. —

(d) With participles. This usage is more common in Tacitus than in
any of his predecessors, though perhaps no participle is first so used by
him. A list of thirteen is given by Dr. (§ 70), many of which occur
frequently, as cupiens 1. 75, 4, etc.; inpatiens 2. 64, 4, etc.; intolerans
1. 31, 4, etc. ; retinens 2738, g, etc.; sciens I. 64, 6, etc. ; and others.

(¢) With adjectives, also characteristic of Tacitus from its extreme
frequency. Dr. § 71, Zumpt 437.

(a) Expressing direct object, like the participles above (d), where
a participle with accus. might be substituted (Roby 1312): as with formi-
dolosior 1. 62, 3; pavidus 4. 38, 1; praescius 6. 21, 5; providus, 4.
38, 1, etc. '

(8) Expressing a remoter object, where the abl. with prep. would
be usual (Roby 1318): so ambiguus imperandi 1, ¥, 4 ; exitii certus 1.
27, 3; incerta ultionis 2. 75, 1; potentiae securus 3. 28, 3; and many
others. N

(v) Expressing the thing in point of which a term is appliedto
a person; an especially poetical and Tacitean usage (Roby 1320). A very
frequent example is the (perhaps) lodative animi (Roby 1168), as 1. 32, 5 ;-
69, 2, etc. (often also in Verg. and Liv.) ; also the genitives with mani-
festus 2. 83, 3, etc.; melior 3. 74, 1 ; modicus 2.73, 3 ; occultus 4. 7,2;
pervicax 4. §3, I ; praeclarus 4. 34, 4; praestantissimus 6. 6, 2; sper-
nendus 14. 40, 3 ; validus, 4. 21, §; vetus I. 20, 2 ; and others. Some-
times two genitives are concisely used where accusatives with inter would
be expected, as with ambiguus 2. 24, 6; 40, 2; and trepidus 6. 21, 4.

34. The genitive of quality is used with the same brachylogy as the
corresponding abl. (§ 29): so Lentulus senectutis extremae 4. 29, 1;
velut eluctantium verborum 4. 31, 4; effusae clementiae 6. 30, 3;
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ademptae virilitatis 6. 31, 3. Such brachylogy is also found in Caesar
and Livy. Dr. § 72.

385. Such genitives as morum 1. 80, 2 ; flagitii 3. 20, 2 ; sui muneris
15. 52, 4 (Nipp. on 3. 20); also concise uses of the gen. of sort, as
Vannius gentis Quadorum 2. 63, 7 (where see Nipp.) ; may be taken as
qualitative, or may be referred to the class noted in § 3.

36. The elliptical genitive of the gerund is an idiom apparently
without real parallel in any other author. The only instances are in the
later books of the Annals: nec grave...retinendi 13. 26, 4; penitus in-
fixum erat... vitandi 15. 5, 3; maneat. .. potentiam . . . ostentandi 15.21, 3.
The gerund qualifies the substantival notion of a burden (implied in

¢grave’) or a custom (implied in ¢ fixum’ or ‘maneat’). Dr. § 204, Kennedy
185.

37. The gerundive genitive (see the corresponding dat. § 22 b) is
used more frequently by Tacitus than by any other writer, and, in its
most remarkable forms, is especially characteristic of the Annals (Wolfflin,
Phil. 25. 113). The usages may be thus classified :—

(@) In its simplest form, it is part of an ordinary defining genitive : the
expressions ‘ oratores pacis’ and ¢ oratores pacis petendae’ being equiva-
lent (see Roby, Pref. Ixvii).

(8) Zhe gerundive becomes a more essential part of the expression, and,
with the noun, Aas ke force of a genmilive of quality: as bellum abo-
lendae infamiae 1. 3, 6; pecunia omittendae delationis 6. 30, 1. Cp. 3.
27, 1, etc.

(c) The expression above might be wused predicatively with ‘esse’
expressed (},iv.) or implied (Sall. Jug. 88, 4), or with ‘videri, as quae
conciliandae misericordiae videbantur 11. 3, 1.

(@) The genitive qualifies the whole sentence (Roby 1288), as Aegyptum
proficiscitur cognoscendae antiquitatis 2. 59, 1. Cp. 3.9, 2; 41, 43 13.
11, 2, etc. This usage, though found in Terence, Sallust, and Velleius, is
distinctly Tacitean by reason of its comparative rarity both before and
after him. It may be best taken as a Graccism, like 70 Aporicdy kabiper,
o) Tas mpooddovs paNov iévar adrg (Thuc. 1. 4). Wolflin would supply
the idea of a substantive, as *proficiscitur, quod (sc. proficisci) cogno-
scendae antiquitatis erat.” Nipp. (on 2. 59) gives, from Em. Hoffmann,
a somewhat different classification of these usages. The gerundial gen.
is rarely thus used, as in 3. 27, 2.
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III. Verbs.

38. (a) Verbs of speaking or thinking are omitled more freely than by
classical writers (see Madv. 479), when the language clearly shows itself
to be that of a speech, or when the thought or speech has been in-
dicated in the context: as 1.9, 4; 38, 3; 2. 5, 3, etc.; also especially
in lively descriptions, as 1. 41,2; 14.°6, 2, etc. Dr. § 34, Nipp. on 1. 9,
Roby 1441.

(8) Verbs of moving and acling are also often omitted, especially in vivid
description or rhetorical passages, as in 1. 43, 1; 4. 38, 5; 14. 8, 4, etc.
Verbs of moving are frequently omitted in Cicero’s letters, but such
ellipses are rare in historical narrative. Dr. § 35, Nipp. on 4. 57.

In several instances belonging to (a) or (&), the reading is questioned.
See notes on 4. 12, 6; 57, 1 ; 14. 61, 3, etc.

39. Some omissions of parls of the verb ‘esse’ are characteristic of
Tacitus by their frequency. Dr. § 36. For the general rules, see Roby
1442-1444. (In several places, some editors insert the verb.)

(@) In the indicative, the omission of ‘erat,’ ¢ erant,’ etc., as 3. 65, 2;
6. 35, 2, etc. (rare in Cicero, more common in Sallust and Livy, still more
in Vergil), especially the omission in relative or dependent clauses, as in
cuius manu 1. 7, 9 ; and with ubi 2. 83, 3 (Sallust) ; donec 4. 74, 6 ; ut
quis 1. 69, 2, etc. Sce Wolfflin (Bursian’s ¢ Jahresberichte,’ iii. 759.).

(8) In the subjunctive, the omission when another subjunctxve follows,
as1.9,1; 35 1; 65, 1, etc.; once only without it 1. 7, 2 ; also in in-
dlrect speech, as 1. 11, 2; 4. 39, 4; 13. 55, 5. A few instances occur in

S e e

Cicero, etc.

(€) In the infinitive, the omission of ‘fore,” as in 2. 15,"}; and of
‘ fuisse,’ with participles, as in 2. 31, 4; 73, 4; 3. 16, 1; 17,1; 22, 6,
etc.; when the context makes it plain what tense is meant. A few in-
stances occur in Sallust and Livy.

40. The poetical use of simple verbs for compound, occasional
in earlier prose, is rare in the minor works, not common in the Histories,
but abundant in the Annals. Dr. (§ 25)instances thirty-nine; of which,
in Book I alone, may be noted ardescere 73, 1; asperare 72, §; firmare
11, 5; gravescere 5, I; notescere 73, 3; piare 42, 2; ponere (=proponere)
%, 5; solari 14, 4.

41. The mtra.nsntlve use of verbs usually transitive, as flectere
I. 34, 5, etc. ; mutare 2. 23, 4; rumpere 2. 17, 6; vertere 1. 18, 3, etc.;
circumfundere 3. 46, 5, etc., is rather more common than in earlier prose.
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42. Some passive uses are more or less peculiar. Dr. § 26.

(@) The poetical personal passive of inlransitive verbs, as triumphari 12.
19, 3; regnari 13. 54, 2 ; dubitari 14. 7, 1.

(8) Coepi is used freely not only with passives having a middle force (as
fieri, haberi, duci, augeri, moveri), éuf withou! such restriction, as 1. 34, 2 ;
4. 63, 1, etc. (so Livy and Curtius) ; so also desino, as 1.13,6. Tacitus

form coeptus sum.

(c) Some rare or poetical passive uses of deponent participle forms, as
ausus 3. 67, 4 (d@m. elp.) ; the substantival ausum 2. 39, 3, etc. ; and inausum
I. 42, 3; and the adjective inexpertus 1. 59, ¥, etc.

IV. Moods and Tenses.

A. INFINITIVE.

43. The simple infinitive (inf. of direct object, Roby 1344) is often
used by Tacitus, as by other prose writers of that age and earlier poets, with
verbs not usually taking this construction in classical prose; such as
those which contain a complete idea in themselves, or which figuratively
denote an inclination or effort (Madv. 389, Obs. 2), or such as denote an
influence over others and take an accus. or dat. (Id. 390, Obs. 4. 5. 6).
Dr. (§ 145) gives a list of more than fifty such words so used by Tacitus,
of which the great majority are restricted to the Annals. In respect of
the following, the usage is altogether confined to him: aemulor H. 2. 62,
4 (dn.elp.) ; ambio Ann. 2. 43, 3; amplector H. 3.84, 3; compono Ann.
3. 40, 3 (dm. €lp.); induco 12. g, 1 (dr. €lp.); inlicio 2. 37, 2; 4. 12, 7;
nuntio (to Fommand by messenger) 16. 11, 1 (dr. €ip.); perpello 6. 33, 1,
etc.; scribo (to command by letter) 12. 29, 2; 15. 25, 6. Several others
appear to be so used in no earlier prose author.

44. The accusative with infinitive (inf,, as oblique predicate, Roby
1351) is used, with considerably more freedom than that of earlier writers,
with verbs more or less analogous to those falling under the usual rules
(see Madv. 394, etc., Roby 1. L). Peculiar to Tacitus is the extension of
this construction to adnectere 4. 28, 2 ; dedignari 12. 37, 1; illacrymare
2. 11, 4 ; impetrare 12. 27, 1; urgere 11. 26, I ; also to some verbs of
accusing, as accusare 14. 18, 1; incusare 3. 38, 4 (all dm. eip.). Of the
whole list of more than twenty given by Dr. (§ 146) by far the larger number
are from the Annals. Tacitus follows Livy in extending this construction
to negative expressions of doubt, as 2. 26, 2; 36, 2; 43, 4; 3. 29, 2; 4.
70, 1, etc., with which it is used only once by Cicero (ad Fam. 16. 21, 2),
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never by Caesar or Sallust. On the Graecism by which it is used in a
hypothetical clause in oratio obliqua, see notes on 2. 33, 5. For other
remarkable uses of this construction, see notes on 1. 69, 1; 12, 2;
-

45. The so-called nominative with infinitive (inf. as direct
secondary predicate, Roby 1353) is used in some cases where the'imper-
sonal construction would be usual in classical prose. See Madv. 400 c,
Obs., Zumpt 604, note. Among such may be instanced this construction
with adnotor 13. 35, 6; dubitor 3. 8, 4; speror H. 2. 74, 3; and with
tenses compounded of the past participle, as creditus est 6. 50, 6; 14.
65, 1, etc. On the other hand, we have also the impersonal forms
creditur 2. 69, 5, etc.; traditur 4. 57, 4 ; narratur G. 33, 1 ; and others.
Tacitus appears to prefer the personal construction where a single
personal subject is spoken of, and the impersonal in other cases, but even
this rule is by no means without exceptions. The personal construction
is used generally with verbs of accusing (see § 44), as with accusor 4. 22, 4 ;
arguor 2. 50, 3; convincor 4. 31, 5; deferor 2. 27, 1; incusor 6. 3, 3.
Dr. § 152 a, Nipp. on 2. 69; 3. 8; 6. 50.

46. The Historic infinitive (inf. as primary predicate to a subject in
the nominative, Roby 1359) is naturally frequent in lively descriptions.

(@) In place of the principal verd, e.g. six times in 1. 16, ten times in
Agr.38. Even this is surpassed by Sallust, Jug. 66, 1,where it occurs eleven
times ; and by Apuleius, Met. 8. 7, where it occurs twelve times in one

period. Tacitus has it also in the passive, as vitari, deseri 4. 69, 6 ; 70, 4.
Dr. § 28d.

(6) In temporal clauses, when the time at which a state of things began
has been already specified by a finite verb (Madv. 392): th'ts with cum
2. 31, I; 40, 1; 4. 50, 5; 6. 44, 3; with ubi 6. 19, 4 ; with donec 13.
57, 6. This usage is found, but very rarcly, in Sallust (as Jug. 98, 1),
and Livy (as 2. 27, 1). See Dr. § 172 a.

(¢) Zacitus alone uses it with such particles in the first clause of a
protasis ; but only when a clause with a finile verd depending on the same
particle follows ; thus with ubi 2. 4, 4; 11. 37, 3; 12. 51, 2 (MS.);
with postquam 3. 26, 3; with ut H. 3. 31, 6. Dr. § 172 b, Nipp.
on 2. 4.

47. The epexegetic infinitive (or inf. as genit., or ablat,, or ad-
verbial accus.) is used as by poets, where gerund, or gerundive, or other
construction, would be used in classical prose (see Roby 1360, 1361).
It is so used by Tacitus with several adjectives or participles ; as with
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certus 4. 57, 1; properus 4. 52, 2 (dm. elp.); manifestus 2. 57, 4;
factus ... et exercitus 14. 56, 5. Among earlier writers, Horace most
frequently uses this Graecism. Dr. §. 152 b, Roby 1361, Kennedy
180, 2.

B. InpicATIVE AND 1TS TENSES.

48. The Historic present is extremely frequent. It is so far treated
as a past tense as to be once coupled with the perfect, H. 3. 16, 4 mis-
cetur intulitque; and to be coupled with an imperfect in a dependent
clause, as nihil reliqui faciunt quominus.. . . permoverent 1. 21, 4; especially
(as in Cicero, etc.) when such a clause precedes it, as ut omitteret maritum,
emercatur 13. 44, I. Dr. § 27 c. i

49, Tacitus carries much further the usage, very rare before Livy, of
interposing, in the midst of ¢ oratio obliqua,’ a parenthetical or
explanatory relative clause in the indicative. Parenthetical clauses
are found chiefly with dum, as 2. 81, 3; 13. 15, 7; 14. 58, 4; 15. 45,
6; 59, 6, etc.; also with quia 3. 6, 5; 4. 25, 1, etc. ; with sive 1. 10, I}
with postquam 4. 10, 3; with quotiens 14. 64, 5. Among the relative
clauses are qui fecere 1. 10, 1; quae petiverant 1. 36, 4 ; quae expres-
serant 1. 39, 3; and many others. Dr. § 151, Nipp. on 1. 10. On
other parentheses see § 80, and on other changes from ¢obliqua’ to
‘ recta oratio,” see § 94.

50. The rhetorical use of the indicative for subjunctive in the
apodosis of conditional sentences, when the leading proposition is con-
ceived as independent of the condition (see Madv. 348, Zumpt 519), is
remarkable in Tacitus for its frequency.

() In the perfect or historical present, with suppression or contraction
of the proper apodosis, as bellum ... mandat, ni deditionem properavissent
2. 22, 3 (as though ‘et bellum iis illatum esset’ had been added). Cp.
16. 28, 3; H. 1. 64, 4; Agr. 4, 1. Dr. § 199.

(8) In the imperfect.

(1) Of an incomplete action or tendency,to show vividly what was
on the point of happening ; the protasis almost invariably (an exception
is noted in 1. 23, 3) following the apodosis, and being almost invariably
introduced by7 ni,’ as ferrum parabant, ni 1. 23,6; deferebat ..., ni 35, 5;

. trudebantur ..., ni 63, 3; and very many others. Dr. § 194, Roby 1574.
An ellipsis may be supposed here as in the case above.

(2) To express what might, would, or should have been, in

forcible contrast to what actually is; as si... aspernaretur, tamen
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indignum erat 1. 42, 5 (where see Nipp.). Roby 1535 ¢, Madv. 348e.
Here the protasis always precedes, except in H. 4. 19, 4.

(€) In the pluperfect. Either to express a state of things which had
already existed for some time, and would have continued to exist; or,
in a vein of rhetorical exaggeration, as if what would have happened,
had happened; as impleverat 4. 9, 1; contremuerant 6. 9, 6; oppressa
6. 43, 1; exstimulaverant 15. 50, 6. Also, without any expressed pro-
tasis, to express what is no longer possible, as malueram 15. 2, 3.
Dr. § 28, 194, Madv. 348 ¢, Roby 1535 d, 1574, 4.

C. SusjuncTIVE OR CONJUNCTIVE.

51. The Hypothetical subjunctive, with condition not formally
expressed, or Potential subjunctive (Madv. 350, Roby 1534, foll.),
as well as some forms of the optative or jussive subjunct. (Zumpt 529,
Roby 1584, foll.), arc used with characteristic freedom in various tenses,
and with various meanings.

(a) Present, as mereare . . . recipias 1. 28, ¥, etc.
(8) Imperfect, as discerneres 3. 1, 5 ; requireres 13. 3, 6, etc.

(¢) Aoristic perfect, very frequently, in modest assertions, and in nega-
tions of possibility, as with suffecerint 3. 50, 1; abnuerit 4. 3, 3; adpu-
lerit 4. 67, 2, etc.; in expressions of prohibition even with the third
person, as nemo ... contenderit 4. 32, 1. See a full list in Dr. § 28, who
notes the rare use of this tense in such dependent sentences as ut sic
dixerim 14. 53, 4; ne ... abierim 6. 22, 6 (where see note).

(d) With these may be mentioned ke use of this mood with q'uamquam,
frequent in Tacitus (e. § 1.3 5; 24,45 3-55 45 4. 67, 1, etc.), as in
other post-Ciceronian prose and in poetry. Dr. § 201, Roby ,1697.

52. The subjunctive of cases frequently occurring, very rarely
found in Cicero, Caesar, or Sallust, but oftener in Livy, etc., becomes
more common in and after Tacitus (see Dr. § 159, 165, Madv. 359,
Roby 1%716): with cum, as 1. 7, 8; 2. 48, 2; qui 6. 8, 4; quo 4. 70, 3;
quoquo 3. 74, 3 ; quoties 2.2, 5, etc.; seu 4. 60, 3, etc.; ubi 1. 44, 8;
ut quis 1. 27, 1, etc.; and many others. See Dr. L. L and § 192, Nipp.
on I. 44; 3. 74

Analogous probably to this usage is that of the subjunct. with quan-
tum, apparently peculiar to Tacitus, and found only in 6. 19, 5; 21, 4;
13..42, 1. Dr. § 159, Nipp. on 6. 19.

53. Tacitus follows Livy and others in using the subjunctive of
facts with donec, both in the present and imperfect tenses, as
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donec . .. misceatur 2. 6, 5; donec ... deterrerentur 1. 1, 4; oraret I.
13,7; dederetur 1. 32, 4, etc. Roby 16%0, Dr. §. 169. For a complete
Tist of passages, see_ Gerber and Greef, Lex. s. v. The subjunct. is also

used to denote a fact, with quamvis, as 1. 68, 7; 2. 38, 10; 11. 20, 3, etc.;
as also very often in Suetonius and later writers. Dr. § 2o01.

V. Participles.

On the usage of the ablative absolute of participles, see § 31; on the
genitive with participles, § 33; and on the frequency of participial
clauses, § 81.

54. The frequent concise expressions by means of participles
are notéworthy.

(a) Aoristic present, as trucidantium , . . exturbantium 2. 2, 4; accu-
sante 6. 18, 2, etc.; hortante 6. 29, 7; cognoscens 12. 48, 1; and others.
A few instances are found in Sallust, Livy, Vergil: also in Greek, as
érayopévois Thuc. 2. 2, 5; AapBdvorres Xen. Hell. 2. 4, 25. Dr. § 207.

(8) Aoristic perfect, not only, as in classical prose, of deponents, but
also of passive verbs, as occisis 1. %%, 1; missis 4. 55, 7; deusto 4.
64, 1; spoliatis 15. 45, 2 ; and others. Dr. § 209.

(¢) In 3. 13, 2, convictum and defensum are used with the force of
condensed conditional clauses.

(d) The future participle is constantly used to express purpose, as inva-
surus 1. 36, 2 ; certaturus I. 45,3 ; adfuturus 2. 17, 1, etc. The dat. or abl.
absol. o this part has still more distinctly the force of a condensed clause,
as tractuns I. 31, 1; cessuns 1. 46, 3; pugnatuns 2. 80, 4, etc Thxs

Dr. § 208, Roby 1115, 3, Zumpt 639, note.

55. Participles are constantly used, for brevity, in place of
abstract verbal substantives or equivalent expressions, especially as
subject of a verb. .

(@) Present, rarely, as Agrippina . . . tegens 4. 12, 2; Caesar. .. ac-
cipiens 4. 34, 2. Dr. § 210, 1.

(8) Perfect, very frequently:

(1) Where an abstract noun followed by a genitive would
be expected; as occisus Caesar 1. 8 7 ; mutatus princeps 1. 16, 1;
fama dediti Segestis . .. rapta uxor 1. 59, 1, 2; and very many others.
This usage is mostly confined to Livy and other historians, and espe-
cially common in Tacitus. Dr. § 210, 2, Madv. 426, Roby 1410.

(2) In the neuter nominative, with or without a substantive,
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where a sentence with quod would be expected. One or two
such instances are found in Cicero, none in Caesar or Sallust. Livy has
several such, as degeneratum, perlitatum, tentatum, etc. So Tacitus
has nihil occultum 3. 9, 3; cuncta ... composita 2. 8%, 1, etc. For
the part. may stand a substantive (as 1. 19, 5; 33 6), adjective (as
H. 3. 64, 1), or pronoun (as 6. 47, 4). Dr. § 211, Madv. 426, ®bs. 1,
Roby 1411, Nipp. on 3.9; 6. 47.

VI. Prepositions.

56. Many usages connected with these have been already noticed,
such as their omission (§§ 5, 10, 12 ¢, 21, 24, 235, 26, 27, 30), and the
substitution of other expressions, where constructions with prepositions
would be usual (§§ 15, 18, 20, 33 €, 37). On the anastrophe of preps.,
see § 78. See also Nipp. on 2. 68; and, for other usages not noticed
in the following sections, see Dr. §§ 8o—105.

57. Apud is used, never in the minor writings, rarely in the Histories,
and very often in the Annals, with the names of places and countries,
or, analogously, with general names, where a simple locative, or the
ablative with 7, would be usual, as apud urbem Nolam 1. 5, 5; Mi-
senum apud et Ravennam 4. g, 1; apud Rhodum 6. 20, 3; arae apud
quas 1. 61, 5; apud paludes 1. 64, 3. A few instances are found in
earlier prose. Dr. § 82, Roby 1858, Nipp. on 1, 5, Gerber and Greef,
Lex. s.v.

58. Circa has the metaphorical meaning of ¢concerning,’ or ‘in
relation to;’ as circa artes bonas 11. 15, 1; circa necem Gai Caesaris
II. 29, I; circa scelera 16. 8, 3. This meaning appears to originate
with Seneca and Pliny mai., and to be very frequent in Quintilian.
Dr. § 86, Roby 1867.

59. Erga has the sense of ‘against,” or ‘in relation to, as fastus
erga...epulas 2. 2, 5; erga Germanicum 2. 76, 3; fama erga... exitus
4. 11, 3; anxii erga Seianum 4. 74, 5, etc. These uses are very rare
before Tacitus, and very prominent in his works. Dr. § 98, Roby 1931,
1932. See the full list of instances in Gerber and Greef, s. v.

60. In.

(@) Witk ablative, often used with neuter adjectives, in adverbial phrases
expressing circumstances attending an action or person; as in levi 3.
54, 6; in arto 4. 32, 3; and many others. Some such phrases are
found in Cicero and Sallust, and many in Livy. Another use is noted
2. 41, 5. Dr. § 8o a; Roby 1975, 1976.

E
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(8) With accusative. 'The most characteristic usage is that adopted chiefly
from Sallust and from Greek usages with els, én, or mpds, whereby this
construction expresses the effect intended or resulting; as in the phrases
in maius vulgare, credi, audiri, etc,, 3. 12,6; 44, 1; 4. 23, 2; aucta
in deterius 2. 82, 1; in falsum 3. 56, 6. So also in incertum 1. 11, 4;
in lacrimas 1. 57, 5; in speciem ac terrorem 2. 6, 3; in mortem 4. 45, 1;
in eundem dolorem 6. 49, 3. Roby 1974, Nipp. on 2.13. Also to be
noted is the use of this construction with almost the force of a simple
dat., as 1. 76, 5; 2. 39, 3; 48, 1; 4. 2, 1 (see notes in each instance);
9, 2; 12.32, 4. For more isolated usages, see 1. 14, 3; 2.47, 2;
80,7; 4.25,2; 56, 2; 12.6,5; 23, 1. Dr.§8ob.

61. Juxta is often used metaphorically, both as an adverb, in the
sense of ‘pariter,’ as iuxta periculoso 1. 6, 6, etc. (Sall. and Liv.); and
as a preposition, in the sense of ‘next to,” or ¢close upon,” as iuxta
seditionem, iuxta libertatem 6. 13, 1; 42, 3 (a few instances in Sall
Liv. Pl. mai.). Dr. § 100, Roby 2014, 2016.

62, Per. The accus. with this prep. has constantly the force of
a simpl. abl. or an abl. with ex or in, as per acies 1. 2, 1; per
nomen 1. 14, 5; per superbiam 1. 61, 6; per ferociam 2. 17, 1; per
occultum 4. 71, 7; per opes 6. 22, 4 (where see note). Hence it is
often interchanged with such constructions, asin 1. 2, 1; 4, 105 11, 7;
4. 55 7,etc. Sce § 88. D §§ 89, 105.

63. The following preps. are rare, and in no earlier prose:—

Abusque 13. 47, 2; 15. 37, 5 (Verg.).

Adusque 14. 58, 4 (Verg. Hor. Ov.).

Simul 3. 64, 3; 4. 55, 3; 6.9, 5 (Hor. Ov. Sen. Trag. Sil.). Ap-
parently a-Graecism founded on the usage of dpa. Dr. § 101. Among
various uses of preps. noted in their places, are those of ab 1. 26, z,
3. 69,2; ad 1. . 49 33 citra 12. 22, 3; de 1.12,5; 15, 3; ex L. 24,1
29, 3; intra 3. 72 55 penes 4. 16, 3; post I. 68 6; sub 3. 68, 1.

VII. Adverbs and Conjunctions.

64. Comparative sentences, though always fully expressed in the
minor writings, are abbreviated, not unfrequently in the Histories, and
very often in the Anpals; with but few precedents in Sallust and Livy.

(r) By supplying magis from a following quam (as in Greek
palov from #), as pacem quam bellum 1. 58 2; cp.3.17,%7; 5.6, 53
14. 61, 6.

(2) By the use of a positive, with quanto, in the relative
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clause, without the addition of magis, as quanto inopina, tanto
maiora 1. 68, 5. Cp. 1. 57, I; 3.5, 45 46, 4; 4. 48, 5; 6. 21, 4;
45, 2 12. 11, 2. Sometimes comparative and positive are joined, as
2.5 25 343, 1

(3) By the omission of tanto in the apodosis, as quapto in-
cautius efferverat, poenitentia patiens 1. 74, 7; Cp. I. 2, I; 4.69,4;
6.19,5; 26, 3. In 3.8, 1, tam is similarly omitted. The rule of
Nipp. (on 1. 68, see also Roby 1205), that in all such cases the clause
so marked is to be taken absolutely, seems hardly to be established.
Dr. § 183.

With these usages may be compared the abbreviation of adversative
sentences by using, after non modo, either sed without etiam, as 1. 6o,
I, etc.; or etiam (or quoque) without sed, as 3. 19, 2; 4. 35, 1. This
usage is found also in Livy. Dr. § 128.

65. The omission of conjunctions (asyndeton) is very frequent,
either in lively narrative, as i2§_e_:_r_gnt ..offerunt. . .intendunt 1. 28, 5 (cp.
41, 4; 64, 13 70, 4, etc.); or in enumeratxons, as senatus maglstratuum
legum 1. 2, 1; pellerent pe]lerentur 6. 35, 2 (cp-1.3,5; 35, 1 ; 60, 3,
etc) ; or in summing up, as legiones provincias_classes, cuncia 1.9, 6
(cp. 1. 68, 7; 12. 65, 4, etc.); or to pmr_x} a cllmax, as manu \oce vul-
nere 2. 1%, 5 ; sanie odore contactu 4. 49, 4 ; tempus preces ‘'satias 6.
38, 1, etc.; or an_antithesis, as lacrimas_gaudium,questus adulationem
1. %, 2 (cp. 4. 49, 3¢ 60, 3; 6. 19, 3; 15. 27, 4, etc.). Such asyndeta
are more or less common in rhetorical writings, as in the orations of
Cicero, in Sallust, Livy, etc. See Ritt. on 11. 6, Nipp. on 4. 43; 12.19;
and a full account in Dr. §§ 133-138.

66. Tacitus adopts from Livy, but employs oftener, the concise Greek
use of adverbs as attributive adjectives, as circum 4. g5, 8, etc.;
superne...cominus 2. 20, 3, etc. Dr. § 23, Madv. 301 c, Obs. 2.

67. The frequent use of tamquam, quasi, and velut, in ex-
——

pressions of the alleged or imagined reason or purpose of an act,
like that of &s with participles or prepositions “(see L. and S. Lex. s.v.
C. 1. 171), has been very fully analysed by Wolfflin and others (see
below). It would appear that the distinctions which some have attempted
to draw between the force of these words can hardly be sustained ; that
the question of reality or pretence is on the whole left open, though the
latter view is not unfrequently suggested by tamquam, and still oftener
by quasi or velut; and that the chief distinction between the two latter is
that velut is preferred in the earlier writings, quasi in the Annals. On
the use of tamquam, cP. 1. 12, 6; 2. 84, 3; 12. 39, 5; I3. 43, 8; 14..

E 2
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41, 1, etc.; on that of quasi, 1. 35, 4; 6. 11, 5; 12. 47, 3; 52, I; 13.
18, 3; 14. 65, 1, etc.; on that %rvelut, 6. 50, 4; 15.53,3; 16.2, 1,
etc. A similar use of ut may be noted in 1. 47, 5; 3. 74, 55 12.52, I;
14. 8, 2. Dr. § 179, Wolfflin, Philol. 24. 115~123, Pfitzner 160-165.

68. Among various uses may be noted those of adeo non 3. 34, 3,
etc.; adhuc 3. 26, 1, etc. (Dr. § 24): aeque quam 2. g2, 5, etc. (Dr.
§ 176) ; an (in indirect questions) 1. 5, 4; 2. 9, 1; 15. 16, 2 (Dr. § 153);
aut 1. 55, 2, etc. (Dr. § 129); cetérum 1. 10, 1, etc. (Dr. § 21); dum
(causaly 2. 88, 4, etc. (Dr. § 168); et (in negative clauses) 1. 41579,
5, etc. (Dr. § 107); et (with simul in temporal clauses) 1. 63, 5, etc.
(Dr. § 110); et alii (=alii...alii) 1. 63, 7, etc. (Dr. § 117); et nihil 1.
38, 4 (Nipp.); et...quoque 4. 7%, 4 (Dr. § 121); impune (as predicate)
1. 72 3, etc. (Dr. §33), non saltem 3. 5, 5 (Dr. § 24); perinde 2. 88, 4,
etc. (Nipp.); perinde quam 2. 1, 2, etc. (Dr. § 175); perinde quam si
1. 73, 5, etc. (Id.y; quin 6. 22, 55 12. 6, 2; 13. 14, 4; I4. 29, I, etc.
(Dr.’§ 186); quod 3. 54, 6 (Dr. § 141); quominus 1. a1, 4, etc. (Dr.
§ 187); quoque non 3. 54, 11 (Nipp. and Dr. § 122);si I. 11, 5; 48, I»
etc. (Dr. §§ 191, 193); sive and seu 1. 6, 6; 2. 24, 6, etc. (Dr. § 129);
ut (dep. on placitum, sino, subigo, etc) 1. 36, 43 43,35 3. 49, 5, efc.
(Dr. § 142); ut (restrictive) 4. 62, 4 ; utcumque 2. 14, 4, etc. (Dr. § 24);
vel (=aut) 14. 35, 5 (Dr. § 129).

STYLE.
I. New Words or new Senses of Words.

69. Even where he follows other writers, Tacitus, especially in the
Annals, constantly prefers unusual forms of diction, e. g. claritudo
and firmitudo to the forms in ‘-as;’ cognomentum and levamentum to
the forms in ‘-men;’ medicamen, fragmen, tegumen to the forms in
‘-mentum’ (see Wolflin, Philol. 25, p. 99, 100). The same tendency
leads him to innovate on his own account, and the following words in
the Annals, many of which are dm. €ip., appear to have been invented by
him :—

(1)_Ve;ba1 Substantives

(a) in -for, -sor, and -frix, adcumulator 3. 30, 2; concertator 14. 29, 2;
condemnator 4. 66, 1; cupitor 12. 7, 4, etc.: defector 1. 48, 1. etc.;
detractor 11. 11, 6, etc. ; exstimulator 3. 40, I, etc.; patrator 14. 62, 3;
proﬂlgator 16. 18, 1; regnatnx I. 4, 4; sanctor 3. 26, 6; subversor
3. 28, 1. See Dr. § 6.

(&) in -us (genit. -us), aemulatus 13. 46, 6, etc.; distinctus 6. 28, 3;
escensus 13. 39, 6; provisus (only abl) 1. 27, 2, etc.; relatus 15, 22,
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1, etc.; subvectus 15. 4, 4. Tacitus uses nearly 200 words of this
form.

(¢) in -mentum, imitamentum ‘(only in Annals) 3. 5, 6, etc.; medita-
mentum 15. 35, 4, etc. ; vimentum 12. 16, 3. More than sixty words of
this form are found in Tacitus.

(2) Negative words formed with ‘in, incelebratus 6. 7,’ 6; in-

o e

prosper 3. 24, 2, etc.; mrehglose 2, 5o, z, inreverentia 3. 31, 6 (see
Tote); inturbidus 3. 52, T, etc.

(3) Words with the prefix ‘per’ and ‘prae,’ peramoenus 4.
67, 3; perornare 16, 26, 3 ; perseverus 15. 48, 5; perstimulare 4. 12 7 ;
pervigere 4. 34, 6; praecalidus 13. 16, 3; praegracilis 4. 5%, 3; prae-
rigescere 13. 35, 6; pracumbrare 14. 47, I

(4) Frequentative verbs, advectare 6. 13, 2; appellitare 4. 65, 1;
auctitare 6. 16, 1. A general preference of such verbs to the simple
forms is noticeable.

(5) Not classified, adulatorius 6. 32, 7; antehabere 1. 58, 6, etc.;
adpugnare 2. 81, 1, etc.; binoctium 3. 71, 3; concaedes 1. 50, 2 ; de-
lectabilis 12. 67, 1 depreemxm 15. 53, 2; emercari (only in later
books of Ann.) 12. 14, 1, etc.; genticus 3. 43, 3; 6. 33, 3; gladiatura
3. 43, 3, histrionalis 1. 16, 4, etc.; immunire 11. 19, 3; infensare (only
in Annals) 6. 34, 1, etc.; libitum (subst.) 6. 1, 5, etc.; lucar 1. 77, 5;
postscribere 3. 64, 2 ; prodigentia (only in Annals) 6. 14, 1, etc.; pro-
fessorius 13. 14, 5; properato (adv.) 13. 1, 4; provivere 6. 25, 1; quin-
quiplicare 2. 36, 5; sacrificalis 2. 69, 3; sesquiplaga 15. 6%, 8; super-
stagnare 1. 79, 2 ; superurgere 2. 23, 4. Dr. § 249, 2

70. The following poetical words in the Annals appear to be first
introduced by Tacitus into prose :—adolere (to kindle) 14. 30, 4 (Lucr.
Verg.) ; ambedere 15. 5, 4 (Verg.); brevia (=shoals) 1. 70, 3; 6. 33, 5
(Verg. Lucr.); celerare 2. 5, 2, etc. (Lucr. Verg.); densere 2. 14, 4
(Lucr. Verg.); despectare 2. 43, 4 (Verg. Ov.); didere 11. 1, 2 (Lucr.)
eburnus 2. 83, 2; 4. 26, 4 (Verg.); evincire 6. 42, 6, etc. (Verg. Ov.);
exspes 6. 24, 3 (Hor. Ov.); honorus 1. 10, 7 etc. (Val. Fl. and Stat.); in-
custoditus 2. 12, § etc. (Ov. Mart.); indefessus 1. 64, 5 etc. (Verg. Ov.);
insatiabiliter 4. 38, 6 (Lucr.) ; intemeratus 1. 42, 3 (Verg. Ov.); inviola-
bilis 3. 62, 1, etc. (Lucr. Verg.); lapsare 1. 65, 6 (Verg.); livere 13. 42, 4
(Ov. participle Verg.); mersare 15. 69, 3 (Lucr. Verg. Hor.); notescere
I. 73, 3, etc. (Cat. Prop.); prolicere 3. 73, 4 (Plaut. Ov.); properus
1. 65, 4,etc. (Verg. Ov. but only in Tac. with genitive or infinitive) ; pro-
visor 12. 4, t (Hor.); reclinis 13. 16. 5, etc. (Ov. etc.); secundare 2. 24, 4
(Verg. etc.); sonor 1. 65, 1 (Lucr. Verg.); transmovere 13. 35, 2
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(Ter. Mart.); trudis 3. 46, 6 (Verg.); valescere 2. 39, 5, etc. (Lucr.).
Dr. § 249, 1.

71, The following words in the Annals, besides many of the metaphors
noted below (§ 74), are used by Tacitus in a sense peculiar to himself:
advertere (in aliquem=to punish) 2. 32, 5, etc.; amovere (to banish)
1. 53, 6, etc.; auraria (=aurifodina) 6. 19, 1; connexus (of relationship)
2. 50, I; 4. 66, 2; gnarus (=notus) 1. 5, 4, etc.; proicere (to defer)
2. 36, 3; novissima (the extreme penalty) 6. 50, 8, etc.; repens (=re-
cens) 6. 47, 4,etc. Dr. § z50.

72. The following are used in senses hitherto exclusively poetical :—
cura (a written work) 3. 24, 4, etc. (Ov.); demissus (descended) 12. 58, 1
(Verg.); educere (to build up) 2. 61, 1, etc. (Verg.); evictus (prevailed
upon) 4. 57, 5, etc. (Verg.); intentatus (untried) 1. 50, 3, etc. (Verg.
Hor.); sistere (to build) 4. 37, 4, etc. (Sil.). See Dr. § 250, and full lists
in Botticher, Lex. Proleg. p. xlv., liii.

Besides these are to be borne in mind the very numerous syntactical

usages introduced by Tacitus into literature, or into prose, mentioned in
previous sections.

I1. Rietorical and Poetical Colouring.

To this head really belong a great number of the words and usages
already mentioned. The pathos of such passages as 6. 24, 2; 39, 2;
13. 17, 3, etc,, should also be noted.

73. Tacitus often adds emphasis by rhetorical repetition (ana-
phora) of a word common to more than one member of a sentence, not
only in speeches, but in narrative ; asnon 1. 1, 3; ad (three times) 1. 11, 5 ;
ut 1. 62, 1; statim 2. 82, 7; illum 4.15,5; quos 4. 49, 4; and many
others. Nouns are thus repeated, as miles 1. 7, 7; gravis I. 10, 4, etc.
Dr. § 240.

74. Metaphors. A full list and classification of these is given in

Dr. § 248. Among the most characteristic are some of the metaphorical
applications of verbs expressing

(1) Movement; so vergere is often applied to age or time, as 2. 43, 1 ;
4.8,5; 11. 4, 4; 13. 38, 7, etc.

(2) Clothing or stripping; so induere 1. 69, 2, etc.; exuere
1. 2, 1, etc. See note on 1. 69.

(3) Burning; as ardescere, of passions, 3.17,2; 54, 2; II. 25, 8;

16.29, 1, etc. ; or of a sharpened dagger, as 15.54, I (Lucan, and ‘ardentes
sagittae’ Hor.).
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(4) Breaking; asabrumpere 4. 50, 3; 60,2 ; 16. 28, 6; perrumpere
3. 15, 4; 4. 40, 7 ; rumpere I. 42, 4; 6. 20, 1, etc.

(5) Binding or entangling; as veneno illigare 6. 32, 3 (dn. €p.);
innexus 6. 36, 5; consiliis permixtus 3. 38, 2.

(6) Revolution; as volvere (to ponder) 1. 64, 7; 3. 38, 2, etc.; re-
volvere 3. 18, 6; 4. 21, 2; provolvere (to dispossess) 6. 17, 4; and (to
degrade) 14. 2. 4 (dm. ep.).

(7) Swallowing, etc.; as hauriri, not only of perishing by water,
1. 70, 4; 2.8, 3, etc,, but also by fire 3. 72, 4.

(8) Loosing; asexsolvere, of opening veins, 4. 22, 4, etc.; of raising
a siege, 3. 39, 1 ; of simplifying legal intricacies, 3. 28, 6.

We may also note metaphorical senses of adjectives; as aestate adulta
2.23,1(cp. 11. 31, 4; 13.36,1); angusta et lubrica oratio 2. 87, 3 ; tumidi
spiritus 4. 12, 7 ; also adverbs, as colles clementer assurgentes 13. 38, 5;
and substantives, as moles 2. 78, 1, etc.; saevitia annonae 2. 8%, 1;
locorum fraus 12. 33, 2; locorum facies 14. 10, 5; modestia hiemis

12. 43, 3.

75. Personification is implied in many of the bold figures used;
such as seditionis ora vocesque 1. 31, 5; vestigia morientis libertatis
1. 74, 6, etc. The Tiber is personified 1. 79, 4; lux 1. 70, 7 ; also fre-
quently dies, e.g. 14. 41, I; nox, e.g. 1. 28, 1; 2. 14, 1; 13.17,1;
annus (as sometimes in Cic. and Liv.) very often, e. g. 1. 54, 1; 2.53,1;
4. 14, 1; 15, 1; 23,1; 6. 45, 1, etc. Dr. § 257.

76. Hendiadys, or the coordination of two words, of which one,
usually the second, defines the other like an adjective or genitive (see
Madv. 481 a), appears to be used by Tacitus, after the example of poets
(as Verg. G. 2. 192), more frequently than by earlier prose writers ; and,
though many of the examples usually cited (see Ruperti, Ind. iii.), are
hardly genuine, many remain; e.g. tempus atque iter 2. 34, 6; famam
et posteros 11. 6, 1 ; testamenta et orbos 13. 42, 7, etc. Dr. § 243.

77. Anastrophe of prepositions, though restricted to the usual
limits (see Madv. 469) in the minor works, and rarely extended beyond
them in the Histories, is used with more poetical freedom in the Annals,
than in the work of any other prose author.

(1) After a substantive without an attribute; e.g. abusque
13. 47.2,etc.; coram 1I.19, 3, etc.; extra 13. 4%, 2; infra 11. 20, 4 ; inter
6. 41, 2, etc. ; intra 3. 75, 4, etc.; iuxta 2. 41, 1, etc.; propter 4. 48, I,
etc. ; super 16. 35, 2; sometimes even after a genit.as 3.1, 1; 13.15,8;
14. 9, 3.
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(2) Between two coordinated substantives; e.g.inter 4.50,2;
59, 2; 69, 2, etc. This and the above usage do not extend to mono-
syllabic preps.

(3) With substantive preceding and attribute following;
e.g.ab 3. 10, 4; in 11. 3, 2; 12. 56, 1, etc. ; intra 11. 36, 4.

(4) Between a substantive and dependent genitive; e.g.
ab 4. 5, 4; ad 3. 72, 2, etc.; apud 6. 31, 4; inter 4. 16, 6, etc.

(5) Between two substantives in apposition; e.g. ab 2. 60,1,
etc.; apud 4. 43, 6; in 15. 53, 3.

(6) After two coordinated substantives; e.g. inter 1. 60, 5;
coram 4. 8, 7, etc.; simul 4. 55, 3. Of these, all except (2) are confined
to the Annals, and few instances occur in earlier prose. Dr. § 2235,
Wholfflin, Philol. 25, 115, Nipp. on 1. 60; 2. 60; 3.1; 10; ¥2.

78. Anastrophe of conjunctions is also very common; among the
stronger instances is the position of .si as fourth word 14. 3, 3; ut as
fifth 12. 49, 3; quasi as seventh 14. 52, 1; cum as tenth 1. 63, 6. But
such instances, as well as those of anastrophe of adverbs, as adeo
13. 25, I, etc., are not without classical precedent. Dr. § 227, 228.

79. The occurrence of hexameter lines, or parts of such in
Tacitus requires notice chiefly because it has been noticed (Béotticher,
Proleg. p. xcvi, Ruperti Ind. iii, Dr. § 255, Nipp. on 1. 1). Most
of the instances are trivial (see the so-called hexameters in 3. 44, 4;
15.9,1; 73, 4; G.18, 5; 32, 1; Agr. 10, 4); one only is noteworthy
for its rhythm (auguriis patrum et prisca formidine sacrum G. 39, 2), and
one other for its position, as forming a complete period, and as the
opening sentence of the Annals. The hexameter with which Livy begins
is, as far as it goes, much more rhythmical, and he has many more such
verses or parts of verses than Tacitus. No more can be proved, than
that the ear of neither of these historians was so sensitive in avoidance of
such cadences, as that of Cicero (see de Orat. 3. 4%, 182 ; Orat. 56, 189)
or Quintilian (see 9. 4, 72).

II1. Influence of the Study of Brevity.

80. Ellipses, and similar abbreviated expressions. By far the
most important of these are found in syntactical usages already noticed,
in a large proportion of which the desire of brevity of expression appears
prominent ; especially in the omission of verbs (§§ 38, 39) ; of prepositions
(see references on § 56), and other particles (§§ 64, 65); in the fondness for
concise constructions with the infinitive (§§ 42, 43, 44, 46); with gerund
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and gerundive (§§ 22, 36, 37); with in and the accusative (§ 60 8); with
nisi and ni (§ 50). A few other ellipses are noted by Dr. § 238, such as
omissions of pars (4. 20, 3); annus(11. 11, 1); dies (4. 45, 4); lex (3.
25, I); uxor (4. 11, 4); filia (12 I, 3), etc. ; many of which would be
common in any approach to colloquial forms; as in comic poets and in
the Letters of Cicero, as well as in inscriptions.

81. The frequent use of participial clauses tends to conciseness
(see §§ 31, 54, 45), and is characteristic of Tacitus ; as is illustrated by the
comparison made by Driger (§ 238) between simple narrative passages
of the same length, in Caes. B. G. 2. 1-2; Sall. Jug. 6-7; Liv. 21. 5 ;
and Ann. 2. r1-12; in which, respectively, the participial clauses are 5,
10, 16, and 24. Instances of such participial and also of adjectival
clauses are given by Nipp. on 3. 55; 4. 64.

82. Parentheses. Besides the explanatory accusative already noticed
(§ 12 a), Tacitus frequently has a parenthetical word or expression in
apposition in the nominative, equivalent to a complete relative clause; as
vix credibile dictu 1. 35, 6 ; mirum dictu 2. 17, 4; incertum is thus
used by Livy, etc. ; dubium by Ovid, etc. ; rarum by Tacitus alone, and
only in the Annals, 1. 39, 7; 56, 2; 6. 10, 3; 13.2,2. For more com-
plete parenthetical sentences, see 4. 55,6 ; 12. 42, 4 ; and for parentheses
inserted in oratio obliqua, see § 49. Dr. § 139, Wolfflin, Philol. 26, 107,
Nipp. on 1. 30.

83. Zeugma, or the reference to two objects of a verb strictly applic-
able only to the nearest, is also an effort at brevity, even with the risk
of harshness ; and is more common in Tacitus than in any other writer.
See the use of redimi 1. 1%, 6; probabam 1. 58, 2 ; permisit 2. 20, 2;
appellans 2. 45, 4 ; intentarent 3. 36, 2 ; fore 6. 21, 5; nequibat 12. 64,
6; and very many others. Akin to this is the frequent use (by Syllepsis)
of a noun exclusively masculine for persons of both sexes, as filii 11. 38,
3; fratres 12. 4, 2; privigni 4. 71, 7; pronepotes 5. 1, 4. Dr. § 239,
34

84, Pregnant constructions; many such have been mentioned under
other heads (see references on § 80) : to which may be added such expres-
sions as ius legationis. .. miseratur 1. 39, 8; proruunt fossas 1. 68, 2;
pericula polliceri 2. 40, 3; ad principem distulerant 3. 52, 3; iniurias
largiri 3. 70, 3; permoveor...num 4. 57, 2, etc.; also pregnant mean-
ings of words, as venenum 3. 22, 2; 4. 10, 2; aegritudo 2. 69, 4;
senecta II. 26, 2, etc. Dr. § 239, 2
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IV. The Study of Variety in Expression.

85. Besides aiming at novelty through the introduction or adoption of
unfamiliar words or senses of words (see §§ 69—72), Tacitus constantly
seeks to avoid monotony by varying forms of the same word.
Thus Artaxata is twice feminine, five times neuter (see on 2. 56, 3);
Tigranocerta four times used in each form (see 14. 24, 6) : the form
Vologeses is sometimes changed to Vologesus (13. 37, 1). So also we
have alioqui and alioquin ; anteire and antire; balneae and balneum;
dein and deinde; grates and gratias agere; inermis and inermus ;
senecta and senectus, etc. In many other cases such variations have

been treated by editors as errors of copyists. See Wolfflin, Philol. 235,
99-106; 12I-127.

86. Names often mentioned are varied. Thus we have Gallus,
Asinius Gallus, and Gallus Asinius, etc.; or the cognomen alone
reptated, when the name has been given more fully above, as Trionis
2. 28, 4; Lepida 12. G4, 5, etc.; also the names of relatives mentioned
together are often varied, as hunc [Gracchum] pater Sempronius . . . tulerat
4. 13, 4 ; pater Scriboniani Camillus 12. 52, 2 ; Crispum...C. Sallustius
3. 30, 3; Valerius Messala, cuius proavum...Corvinum 13. 34, 1, etc.
Nipp. on 4. 13, Joh. Miiller, 4, p. 135, 16.

87. Prepositions with similar meanings are often interchanged,
as in...ad 1. 28, 7, etc. ; inter...apud 3. 40, 1; in...apud6. 22, 2 ;
per...in 4. 55, 7, etc. Several such instances are found in Livy, few in
other works of Tacitus than the Annals. Dr. § 104.

88. Cases with prepositions are interchanged with simple
cases : as for instance a dat. with accus, after ad or in; e.g. with oppor-
tunus 2. 6, 4 ; promptus 4. 46, 4 ; referre 14. 38, 5; and such an accus.
with gerundive dat. 2. 37, 6 ; see also § 62. Dr. § 105.

89. Copulative conjunctions are constantly varied in different
clauses, especially in the Annals, sometimes no doubt to graduate the
connexion (see on I. 1, 5), but at other times apparently for elegance.
Cp. the change of etand ac 4. 26,4 ; ac...que...et 15.25,6; que...et
...€t...ac 2. 60, 4. See Dr. § 115, Nipp. on 4. 3.

90. After asyndeta (see § 65) conjunctions are introduced; as
classes regna provinciae...aut...et...ac 1. 11, 6; illustres ignobiles
dispersi aut aggerati 6. 19, 3; see also 12. 64, 3; 15. 26, 1. Dr. § 140,
Nipp. on 1. 11; 2. 81. Here again different degrees of connexion are
often intended to be expressed.
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91. A large number of miscellaneous variations of expression in corres-
ponding clauses are brought together by Driger (§ 233), from which the
following are selected. In a few of them Tacitus has followed Livy.

() Change of case or number: Spartanorum. .. Atheniensibus 3.
26, 4; clarlgenus . summis honoribus 6. 9, 5: effusae clementlae
modicus severitate 6, 30, 3 ; see note on 2. 3, 2 ; on change of number
see § 2.

(2) Active and passive: omissa sunt aut. . . obliteravit 2. 83,5; cp-
6. 44, 2

(3) Ablative and participle: metu.. . diffisus 2. 1,2 ; metu...an
ratus 2. 22, 2; cp. 15. 36, 6; 38, 5; 56,3. 1 :t owade daes

(4) Preposition and participle or adjective: ad gradum ...
procedentibus 1. 64, 2 ; procaces...in spe 14. 15, 8

(5) Adjective and genitive: Parthorum. .. Romanas 2. 3, 2

(6) Present participle and gerundial ablative (only in the later
books of the Annals): trahens...interpretando 13. 4%, 1; adsurgens...
populando 15. 38, 4.

(7) Gerundive and ut or neu: appellandam. .. ut adscriberetur 1.
14, 2 ; habenda...utque 2. 36, 1; cp. 3. 17, 8; 63,7; 4.9, 1; 20, 2

(8) Noun and subordinate clause, with quod or quia, etc.:
amicitia ... et quod 4. 18, 1; gnarus meliorum et quae 4. 31, 2; alii
modestiam, multi quia diffideret 4. 38, 4; and many others; as 2. 63,4 ;
3- 44, 4; 4. 24, 2; 13.44, 1, etc. Sometimes an infin. answers to a
noun, as 3. 22, 2; 4. 3, I, etc.

(9) Adjective or participle and final clause: asrati...an ne 3.
3 3; sive fraudem suspectans sive ut 13. 39, 1

92. The effort for variety, added to that for brevity, is found
sometimes to result in considerable complication of periods ;
as for instance in the passages beginning igitur Tacfarinas’ 4. 24, 1;
‘nam postulato Votieno’ 4. 42, z; ‘at Sabinus’ 4. 4%, 1 : sometimes
even to anacolutha, as 12. 52,3 ; 14. 9, 1 (Dr. § 254). On the general
structure of periods in Tacitus, and on some passages of exceptional
complexity, as 1. 2, 1; 6, 6; 13. 54, 5, see Dr. § 232; also the notes
on 1.8, 4; 4.33 4; 44, 3; and Joh. Milller on those passages.

93. It is extremely characteristic of Tacitus to introduce the utmost
possible variety into the expressions for facts that have to be very often
stated. A large collection of such is made in Bétticher, Proleg. Ixvii-Ixix,
and Dr. § 252. Among them may be noted the following :—
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(1) Death: about fifteen various expressions are found, as obire ;
oppetere ; finire (6. 50, 9 dr. elp.) ; concedere ; excedere; vita cedere;
vita concedere ; etc.

(2) Suicide: ten or more expressions are found, as se vita privare;
vim sibi afferre; finem vitae sibi ponere (6. 40, 4); etc.

(3) Suicide by opening veins: more than ten forms of expression
are-found, as venas exsolvere, resolvere, abrumpere, interrumpere, etc.

(4) Suicide by stabbing: ferro incumbere ; se ipsum ferro transi-
gere; suo ictu mortem invenire ; etc.

(5) Suicide by starvation: vitam abstinentia finire; egestate cibi
perimi.

(6) Interdiction of fire and water: aliquem aqua et igni interdi-
cere, arcere, prohibere.

(7) Approach of evening: about eight distinct expressions are
noted. See 1.16, 5; 65, 9; 2. 21, 4; 39, 5; etc.

(8) Contrast between what is shown and concealed: palam
...in occulto 1. 49, 2 ; palam .. .secreto 2. 72, 2,etc.; €p. 4. I, 4; 6.7,4;
12.%7,6; 13, 1} etc,

94. The monotony of reported speeches ir oratio obligqua is
often varied (as also not unfrequently in Liv.) by an abrupt transition
to oratio recta; as 2.%7,2; 3.12,4; 46.3; 4. 40,5; H. 3. 2, 8.
The transition has also the effect of a rhetorical climax (Dr. § 256). On
smaller parenthetical suspensions of oratio obliqua, see § 49.

IV. Influence of I'mitation.

95. Graecisms. Nearly all of those found in Tacitus appear to have been
already more or less naturalised in Latin. Most of them have been already
noticed (see §§ 11, 124, 13, 16, 18, 374, 54, 604, 66, 67). To these
may be added the use of si with expressions of fear, etc., as 1. 11, 5;
such a genitive as diversa omnium 1. 49. 1 ; the construction nisi forte . . .
plures curas, etc. 2. 33, 5; and the phrase ut quisque audentiae habuisset
15.53, 3. The list of Greek words used by him (see Nipp. on 14. 135, 6)
is not large, and consists wholly of terms more or less technical, and
which have no strict Latin equivalent. Dr. §§ 67, 147, 191, 258.

96. Latin archaisms. The desire of novelty in diction appears to
have led Tacitus sometimes to revive obsolete words and forms from old
writers, in preference to employing those which were usual (Wolfflin,
Philol. 25, 106, etc.). Among such may be noticed dissertare 12. 11, 1
(Cato and Plaut.) ; mercimonium 15. 38, z (Plaut.); perduellis 14. 29, 2
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(Enn. Plaut. etc.); truculentia 2. 24, 1 (Plaut.); also the accus. with
fungi 3. 2, 2; and the phrase bellum patrare 2. 26, 2, etc. (called an
archaism in Quint. 8. 3, 44, but used by Sall. and Vell). Dr. § 258.

97. The debt of Tacitus to previous historians, and to the
great classic poets, is chiefly to be seen in very many of the_ syntac-
tical usages already mentioned, and in the lists of poetical words and
senses of words (see §§ 7o, 72). Many other instances will be found
noticed in the notes throughout: a few of the more striking are here
selected from the fuller lists given by Dr. (§ 259) and Wolfflin (Philol. 26,
122-134).

(l) Sallust- Tonwrnt
Fr.inc. D. g2. K. 59. G. 111. 0 genera patrum advol-  A4nnals.

vuntur . . . . . . C. L L1307
Jug. 51, 1 fors omnia regere . . . . . 1. 49, 2
Cat. 30, 4 omnia honesta atque inhonesta . 2. 38, 7
Fr. H. 1. 11 D, 69 K, 99 G. cornicines occanuere . 2. 81, 2
Fr. H. 1. 61 D, 61 K, 81 G. suopte ingenio (of things) 3. 26, 2
Fr. H. 1. 88 D, ¢8 K, 63 G. neque animo neque auri-

bus aut lingua competere . . . 3. 46, 1
Jug. 45, 1 magnum et sapientem virum fuisse compenor 4. 20, 4
Jug. 20, 7 cum predatoria manu 4. 24, 3
Jug. 4, 9 ad inceptum redeo . . 4.33 6
Jug. 70, 2 carum acceptumque populanbus suis . . 12.29, I
Fr. H. 3. 41 D, 53 K, 40 G. vis piscium . . . 12. 63, 2
Cat. 25, 5 ingenium eius haut absurdum . . . 13. 45, 2
Jug. 4, 2 memet studium meum laudando extollere . 14.43, I
Cat. 2, 3 aequabilius atque constantius . . . 15. 21, §
Fr. H. 2. 30 D, 36 K, 66 G. advorsa in pravntatem de- :

clinando . . 15. 26, 3
Fr.H. 4. 31 D, 56 K, 33 G volentla plebx facturus . 15.36, 6
Jug. 5, 3 Pauca supra repetam . . . . . 16,18, 1

(2) Livy.

7. 8, 6 stolide ferocem viribus suis . . . . I 3, 4
8. 32, 13 extrema contio et circa Fabium globus . . 1.356
28. 27, 3 ne quo nomine quidem adpellare debeam, scio,

etc. . . . . 1.42, 4
3. 49, 3 si iure ageret——SI vim adfen‘e conaretur . . 2.80,4
3. §3, 2 liberatores haud dubie . . . . . 2.88,3

6. 8, 2 senecta invalidum . . . . . . 343 4
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3. 2%, 7 puncto saepe temporis maximarum rerum mo-

menta verti . . . . . e .

7. 37, 14 velut indagine . . . .
7. 17, 3 the whole description sacerdotes eorum, etc. .

(3) Horace.
Ep. 1. 11, 6 odio maris atque viarum (cp. Od. 2. 6, 7)

Od. 2. 16, 25 laetus in praesens . . .

Qd. 1. 37, 9 contaminato cum grege . . . .

(4) Vergil (see also § 70, 72, 74, 76, 77).
Aen. 4, 15 fixum immotumque .

”»

”»

”»

»

bR]

»

”»

»

»

.6, 103 laborum . .. facies

10, 850 vulnus adactum

9, 137 ferro sceleratam exscindere «entem

3, 176 tendoque supinas ad caelum cum voce manus
2, 75 quae sit fiducia capto

9, 73 tum vero incumbunt

10, 630 manet...gravis exitus . .
2, 374 rapiunt (= diripiunt) . . .
10, 532 belli commercia .

3, 55 fas omne abrumpit

() Ovid.

Trist. 2, 127 citraque necem tua constitit ira .

ON THE CONSTITUTION OF THE EARLY PRINCIPATE.
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Means taken by the prmceps to control the election of maglstrates, and, thereby,

of senators . . . . . . . . 79
Modes of influencing the choxce of his successor . . 82
Power of the senate during vacancy of the principate, and in respect of the dep051-

tion of a princeps . . . . . . 83

Importance with Romans of apparent respect for const1tut10na1 forms - - . 83

L
Note.—The material of this portion is almost wholly derived from Mommsen’s
‘Romisches Staatsrecht,” vol. ii. part 2; partly also from his commentary on the
¢ Marmor Ancyranum,’

THE constitution of the principate is dated most properly from the
acts of Jan. 13, 727, B.c. 27, and from enactments in the preceding
year; but account must be taken both of powers held by the first
¢ princeps’ before that date, and of those which he subsequently acquired.

Gaius Caesar Qctavianus, in his nineteenth year, had raised forces on
his own authority?; and his position was legalised by a decree of the
senate of Jan. 17, 411, B.C. 43, by which he acquired the rank of pro-
praetor, with a military imperium? which during the rest of his long
life never left him; so that his ¢ dies accepti imperii’ is either reckoned
from this, or from the consulship, which on the 1gth of August in the
same year followed it?,

His permanent imperium, however, during these years comes through
the irregular and mainly usurped powers of the triumvirate; a plebiscite
having been hurried through the comitia in November of the same year
by the tribune P. Titius, creating ¢ triumviri reipublicae constituendae,’
with consular power, for five years*; at the end of which they assumed
another five years of power by their own act, without any formal vote ®.

At some early date during this period Caesar had assumed a title
of permanent importance, the ‘praenomen imperatoris®’ Suetonius
ascribes this praenomen to the dictator”; who, however, appears from
inscriptions to have borne the title immediately after his family name,
before his titles of office®. It is suggested that the title, in this position,
became a kind of additional cognomen, such as his heir might adopt ;
and that, in usage, he might be styled indifferently ¢ Caesar Imperator’
or ‘Imperator Caesar,’ as men might speak of ¢ Aemilius Paullus’ or
‘Paullus Aemilius®’ However this may be, this praenomen is hence-

1 ¢Privato consilio’ Mon. Anc. i. 1. ¢ See the Fasti of 714, B.C. 40, and
2 Cic. Phil. 5. 17, 46 ; Mon. Anc.1i. 5. the Inscr. C. I. L. v. 525; Orell. 565 ;
3 See note on Ann. 1. 9, I. Wilm. 878.

¢ App. B.C. 4, 7. Tacitus declmes to 7 Suet. Jul. 6. Dio speaks of it only
call their forces ‘publica arma’ Ann. 1. as a permanent title (43. 44, 2).
2, 1. 8 Inscr. C. I. L. i. 620; Orell. 582,

5 App. B. C. 5. 95. 9 Momms, ii. p. 774, n. 1.
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forth always assumed by Octavianus, his proper praenomen and gentile
name drop out of sight, and he becomes ¢ Imp. Caesar. iii vir R.P.C.%’

From this must be distinguished the ‘ nomen imperatoris,” which also
he now began to assume as a permanent title. This was given, as in
old times, by acclamation on the field of battle?, and was received by
Augustus twenty-one times in his life®, for victories gained in person
or through lieutenants*; of which he had already numbered seven in
728, B.C. 295

Also it appears that, in some form, he had received in 4718, B.c. 36,
a tribunitian power®. Whether we take the authority followed by
Appian and repeated by Orosius, stating that he was in that year
chosen tribune for life”; or that followed by Dio, according to which
the sacrosanctity and seat of a tribune were decreed to him in this
year, and the power itself in 724, B.c. 30%; he will in either case have
held it before 731, B.c. 23, from which date the years of its tenure as
a title are numbered °.

* By the end of the second  quinquennium,’ at the close of 721, B.c. 33,
Lepidus had been deposed, and war with Antonius was imminent.
Hence, though Antonius appears to have styled himself ¢triumvir’ till
his death!°, Caesar limits the formal term of that office to the ten years;
and now claims a power quasi-dictatorial, or a virtual concentration of
the whole triumvirate in himself, not, apparently, by formal vote, but by
general consent. ‘Iuravit in mea verba tota Italia sponte sua, et me
b[ello] quo vici ad Actium, ducem depoposcit™.’ ‘Per consensum uni-
versorum [potitus rerum omnjium’ (éyx[par]js yevdpevos mdvrwv rév mpay-
pdrev) 13,

Also, after a short second consulship in 721, B.c. 33, he enters on
a continuous series of nine consulships, his third to his eleventh,
723-731, B.C. 31-23.

The following inscription of the year 4235, B.c. 29, shows the titles
which he then bore, but makes no mention of the tribunitian power:—
¢ Imp. Caesari. Divi Juli f. cos. quinct. cos. design. sext. imp. sept %’

We come now to the acts of 726, 727, B.c. 28, 27, the tendency of
which is described from very different points of view. Caesar himself

! E. g. Inscr. Orell. 594. % See below, p. 66.
2 See on 3. 74, 6. 10 Momms. ii. p. 697.
35192 N )@y ardpav Eyevbun(v lnpogiwy
¢ See 2. 18, 2; 23, 1. mpayubrov xaropdurds cuvexéow Ereow
8 Inscr. Orell. 596. 3éxa Mon. Anc. Gr. iv. 1.
¢ On this power as held by the dic- 12 Mon. Anc. v. 3.

tator Caesar, see Dio, 42. 20, 3. 1 1d. vi. 13, and Gr. xvii. 19,

: App. B. C, 5. 132; Oros. 6. 18, 34. 4 C. L L.vi. 873; Orell. 596 ; Wilm.
Dio, 49. 15, 6; 51. 19, 6. 879.
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claims to have then restored the Republic: ‘Rempublicam ex mea
potestate in senat[us populique Romani aJrbitrium transtuli’” This
statement is echoed by writers near the time? and a coin of this date
describes him as ‘libertatis P. R. vindex3’ On the other hand, Dio
alludes to this time as the date of a re-established monarchy*, and
Tacitus as the period when the ascendancy of Caesar was secured®.
The reconciliation is simple: the extraordinary dictatorial and con-
stituent powers surviving from the triumvirate, after spending their
force in these enactments® are surrendered, and all the arbitrary acts
of that period cancelled”; but the permanent constitution of the prin-
cipate begins. The senate and the comitia resume their regular func-
tions; and, after a professed restoration of all the provinces, armies,
and revenues®, the unarmed provinces are actually given up, and those
requiring military force, with the legions stationed in them, are retained,
professedly for ten years only® with proconsular ‘imperium;’ while,
in his home government, Caesar ‘claims only to be consul, and to be
satisfied with his tribunitian right to protect the people 1%’

It is claimed as proof of his moderation or discretion, that his con-
stitution made him not king or dictator but ‘princeps™;’ and he is
careful to state that, while thus holding the first rank in the state, he
had no more power than his colleagues in any magistracy % This
appellation has been commonly identified with that of ¢ princeps senatus,’
which had been some thirty-three years dormant; an honorary rank,
conferring no other privilege than that of being asked first, when the
consuls designate were absent. That Caesar was ‘princeps senatus’
from the census-list of 726, B.c. 28, to his death, is affirmed by him-
self ®: and such designation is the natural mode of reminding senators
at each revision of the list that he was one of themselves . But, from
the carliest date, he is always spoken of not as ‘princeps. senatus,” but
as simply ‘princeps'; and speaks thus of himself'’. Also a saying

t Mon. Anc. vi. 13. evidence that Tacitus knew this power to
? Ov. Fast, 1, 589; Vell. 2. 89, 3. have been held by Augustus contempo-
* Eckhel, vi. 83. raneously with his consulships.
¢ "Ex 8¢ TobTov povapyxeiofar adbs dxpi- 1t y.9,6.
Bas fiptavro 53. 1, 1. 12 Mon. Anc. Gr. xviii. 6.
8 ¢ Potentiae securus, dedit iura quis 13 Mpdrov dfibpatos Témov Eoxov Tis
pace et principe uteremur’ 3. 28, 3. ovyrATov dxpt Tavrys Tis Huépas, s

¢ It is thought by Mommsen that the Taira &ypagoy, éml & resoapdxovra
expression * dedit iura’ (Tac. 1. 1.) implies Mon. Anc. Gr. iv. 2. The years are
autocratic legislation without the comitia.  reckoned from 726, B.C. 38 (Dio, 53. 1, 3),

-7 Dio, 53. 3, 5. to 767, A.D. 14, not inclusively.

®1d.53. 4, 3; 9, 6. 1 Cp. the language of Vitellius, H. 2,

* 1d. 53. 13, 3; I3, L. 91, 5.

' Amn. 1, 3, 1. The absence of any B E.g. Hor. Od. 1. 3, 50. .
word like ‘mox* with * tribunitio iure’ is 18 ¢Me principe’ Mon. Anc. ii.45; vi. 9.

F
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quoted of Tiberius makes him express by that title his relation, not
to the senate, but to the citizens?®; and the earlier Greek writers render
the word by #yeudv?®. It is therefore probably to be considered as
b separate designation, originating at the same date, which had become
(confou‘nded with ¢ princeps senatus’ (mpdkpiros rijs yepovoias), by the time
of Dio. Such a term would seem to convey no more than the fact
that Caesar was the foremost citizen of Rome; and had been so used
of Pompeius by Cicero® and Sallust. Even long after it had become
distinctive, it is still used informally by the elder Pliny of Servilius
Nonianus ®; and at all times so far refused to pass into a definite title,
that it never appears in the regular list of those borne by the Caesar,
and when used at all in inscriptions, has almost always some personal
term of honour accompanying it, as ¢ princeps optimus,” ¢ princeps et
conservator ¢, etc.

His new position is, as it were, consecrated by the title of Augustus,
decreed by the senate’, and assumed on the 16th of January 727,B.c. 27%;
a title expressive of sanctity, and a step to the divine honours paid to him,
even during life, in various parts of the empire®. This title is always
distinctive of the ¢ princeps,” and until the division of the empire in later
times, is shared with no one.

In the middle of 731, B.c. 23, Augustus closed his series of consul-
ships, afterwards holding this office twice only, each time for a few days,
on the introduction of his grandsons to public life!®. His domestic
magistracy was now formally limited to the tribunitian power, which from
this time is assumed as a title and reckoned annually from June 27 .
There is no trace of annual re-election, and the object of the change
seems to be merely to substitute some other computation of his years of
rule for that supplied by his consulships. It has been thought that a
nominal change was made from ¢ ius tribunitium’ to ¢ tribunitia potestas ¥,
and that the power was further defined and amplified. At the same time
the powers of his ¢ proconsulare imperium ’ were greatly extended 2.

A further step is marked, when he received, in 735, B.C. 19, at first for

1 Aeonérys pdv rav SovAwv, adrokpdrap 2038 ; Wilm. 9ob).

8 Tav oTpariwTdv, TAV 8¢ B) Aomdv 7 Abypari cvykMjTov XeBactds mpo[o-
wpbrpirés el Dio, 57. 8, 3. nyopefnlv Mon. Anc. Gr. xvii. 22.

3 Mon. Anc. Gr. vii. 9, etc.; Strab. 7. 8 Kal. Praenest. Orell. ii. p. 382, 409,
55 3, P- 314, etc. + % See on 1. 10, 5.

$ Ad Fam. 1. 9, 11, 10 749, 753, B.C. 5, 2.

*H. 3.61 D, 8 K, p. 152, 23 G 1t Fasti, 731. ‘[Augustus postquam
(speech of Macer). consu]latu se abdicavit, tr[ib. pot. annua

5 ¢Princeps civitatis’ N. H. 28. 2, 5, facta est]’ Momms. 773, n. 1.

29. Cp. the expression of Tacitus in , ' Seenoteon 1. 3, 1.

Ann, 3. 75, I. 1 Dio, 53. 33, 5. See below, p. 69.
¢ Inscr, Orell, 25; 617; (C. L L. ii.
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five years only, such censorial power as belonged to the ¢ regimen legum
et morum®’ It is also stated by Dio that he received at the same time
for life the consular power, with its insignia, the regular attendance of
twelve lictors, and a curule chair between those of the consuls of the year?.
This is treated by Mommsen as an error, except so far as relates to the
mere assumption of the insignia®. Augustus himself mentions two facts
only that bear upon the point. Firstly, that in %32, B. c. 22, he refused
the dictatorship, and also both the annual and perpetual consulship*.
Secondly, that twice in the latter part of his life he held a census with
‘ consulare imperium %’ censorial power being, in the theory of the consti-
tution, inherent in the consular, before the existence of the censorship as
a separate office. It is inferred, both from what he says and from what
he appears to imply, that this ‘consulare imperium’ was used for this
purpose only, and that no general or permanent consular power was ever
assumed®. It is obvious that a ruler holding a ¢ proconsulare imperium’
valid within the pomoerium 7 had already what was most important in the
consular power, and Augustus showed no desire for the accumulation of
empty titles. It would seem, however, possible that the decree which
Dio appears to quote may have given something more than mere con-
sular insignia. The conception of the princeps as the chief magistrate
of the state, implied in many powers exercised by Augustus and his
successors, might not impossibly have been represented by a consular
power or certain specified powers under that name; the more so, as such
power might be conceived by a fiction as comprehending functions of
other magistracies, as those of censor, praetor, or curule aedile, originally
included in the consulship. Some of these powers of the princeps are
specified below®; to which may be added that of ‘ nominating ’ candidates
for magistracies *, which appears in some sort to assume that the princeps
was imagined as personally holding the comitia, which (in the case of
elections to the greater magistracies) would be a consular function ¥,
During the remainder of this principate the chief points to notice are
the successive quinquennial or decennial renewals of the ¢ proconsulare
imperium;’ the assumption, on the death of Lepidusin 442, B.c. 12, of

! PEmpeX]nris 7dv re vépow [x]al 7av  hold games (Dio, 6o. 23, 4).

7p6v£:mv Th pelyiorp dtovalg [&]xepo- 7 See p. 69.
Tovnény Mon. Anc. Gr. iii. 15, ® See p. 72.
’, Dio, 54. 10, 5. * See p. 8o.

Momms. ii. p. 836, n. 3.

¢ Mon. Anc. Gr. iii. 3, 9.

® Mon. Anc. Lat. ii. 5, 8.
® The same inference is suggested by
what afppears to be a temporary assump-
tion of consular power by Claundius to

1 The occasional appointment of con-
suls and other magistrates by Augustus
when the comitia failed to elect, seems
to have been merely arbitrary, and taken
as justified by the emergency.

1t Dio, 53. 16, 2.

F 2
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the office of ‘pontifex maximus !, always henceforth held by the princeps
until a Christian emperor conferred it on the bishop of Rome ?; and the
formal acceptance, on universal acclamation, of the title ¢ Pater Patriae’
in 752, B.C. 23 :

The following inscription gives his titles nearly at the close of his life :
¢ Imp. Caesar, Divi F. Augustus Pontif. Maxim. Cos. xiii. Imp. xx.
Tribunic. Potestat. xxxvii. P.P.*’

The first succession to the principate must have been modified by the
fact that the successor was already possessed of ¢ proconsulare imperium,’
and had the tribunitian power %, and afterwards numbered his years of this
office without recognising Eny change at the death of Augustus. Healso
dropped the fiction of periodical renewal of imperium, though a decen-
nial festival was held®. He must have at least received by decree the
title of ¢ Augustus,” which, though he affected some reserve in its use?,
appears on all his coins and inscriptions ; but he never allowed himself
to be called ¢ pater patriae 8’ It is also noteworthy that neither Tiberius,
Gaius, nor Claudius, uses the ¢ praenomen imperatoris *.’ The titles borne
by Tiberius at the close of his life are seen from an inscription quoted
elsewhere 1°.

Gaius appears, from the account of Dio, to have been the first to receive
all the powers of the principate by a single decree ™ ; while Claudius was
the first to take the name of ¢ Caesar,’ to which he had no family claim,
as a name of the princeps and his house.

It has been seen that the term ¢ princeps’ in itself implicd no monarchy,
or even magistracy ; but in fact stood for a combination of magisterial
powers, so as to be contrasted as a kind of greater magistracy with the
office of consul, praetor, or aedile . The boast of Augustus, that his emi-
nence in rank gave him no more power than his colleagues in any office %,
. can only apply, even in the letter, to such a case as that of his consul-
ships, and has no meaning in relation to the most essential powers of
the principate, the ¢ proconsulare imperium’ and ‘tribunitia potestas,’ in
* which he had, as a rule, no colleague. Nor were these powers confined
to their original limits, but received great successive extensions by steps

' Mon. Anc. Lat. ii. 23-28; Gr.v.19— 7 % See on 1. 3, 3.
6, 6; Kal. Praen. March 6. ¢ Dio, 57. 24, 1; 58. 24, I.

? See Momms. ii. 1054, n. 1. The prin- 7 Suet. Tib. 26; Dio, 57. 3, I.
ceps was also member of all the other , ® 1.7%2, 2; 32.8%, a.

priestly colleges, but generally without 9 Momms. ii. 745.
their recognition in his titles. 10 See ch, ix. note 28.
$ Mon. Anc. vi. 24; Gr. xviii. 9. Heis 11 Dio, 59. 3, 2.
called ¢pater’ many years earlier in Hor. 1 3 83, 4.
Od. 1. 2, 50. 13 Mon, Anc. vi. 31, See above,

¢ Inscr, Orell. 604. p- 65.
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not now always traceable; besides which, other powers not clearly
belonging to the idea of either of these offices, centre in the princeps,
conceived generally as the chief magistrate and representative of the
state.

I. The ¢proconsulare imperium,’ as has been seen, must have been at
first no more than was involved in the charge taken for ten Yyears of
certain provinces!. ‘Imperium’ must belong to a definite magistracy;
all military command, from the time of Sulla, had been vested in pro-
consuls or propraetors; and the power given to Augustus would seem
only a step beyond several republican precedents?, and his own action
one of surrender rather than aggrandisement® But his proconsular
power soon became virtually, that of his successors even formally,
perpetual; and when, on the cessation of his consulships in 731, B.C. 23,
it apparently first received formal definition, it was made coextensive
with the empire, and valid even within the walls of Rome %. By this act
the senate and people had surrendered the whole power of the sword into
his hands. Besides the command of his own provinces and his own
legati, he held now an ¢imperium maius’ also over the proconsuls of
senatorial provinces”, supreme command even of troops under their
immediate orders®, and the right to collect fiscal revenue there through
his own officers”; nor had proconsuls power in their province over the
life of a soldier®. With him rest all ordinances respecting the levy,
payment, and dismissal of troops, and regulation of the military hierarchy.
He levies war, makes peace or treaty®, and represents the state in rela-
tion to all foreign or dependent powers. Again, he is the high admiral
of the empire, with fleets near at hand ¥ ; and, besides the troops attached
to these, not only the praetorian guard, his proper household brigade,
but even the police and night-watch of the city, owned no allegiance to
any magistrate of the republic, but only to Caesar and his prefects, and
formed no insignificant force at his disposal on the spot; while the
validity of his imperium within the walls explains his power to put to
death citizens even of senatorial rank **: and he is so far the ‘imperator’

! That this ‘imperium’ from the first
was proconsular, follows from the fact
that the vicegerents, even when of con-
sular rank, were only ‘legati, Augusti
propraetore,” while senatorial governors,
even when not of consular rank, were
styled ¢ proconsuls.’

* See below, p. 84.

* See above, p. 65.

* Dio, 53. 32, 5.

8. Dio, 1. 1.

¢ Thus the proconsul of Africa reports

on military matters to Caesar as his su-
perior officer, not to the senate. See on 3.
33, 1.

7 See on 4. 15, 3.

% Dio, 53. 13, 7.

? ¢ Foedusve cum quibus volet facere
liceat’ Lex de Imp. Vesp. 1. See below,
p. 71

10451,

n

4- 5, 4-
1 Dio, §3.17,6.
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of the whole Roman world, that the whole senate and people, and even the
provinces, take the ‘sacramentum’ in his name, binding themselves in the
most solemn terms to maintain his authority against all enemies, and not to
hold even their own children dearer . Naturally, in time the ‘imperator’
and ¢ princeps * became synonymous ? and this power was held sufficient
in itsell to constitute a principate; and, although formally given by
senatorial decree, retained a fatal memory of the old popular or military
origin of an ‘imperator’s’ title®, and of the irregular command of
Augustus ¢ by universal consent*,’ out of which this form of ¢ imperium’
had risen; so that even a constitutional ruler like Vespasian takes the
salutation and ¢ sacramentum ’ of the soldiers as a valid title, and reckons
from it, not from the senatorial decree, his ¢ dies accepti imperii *.” Hence
the revelation of that ¢ state secret’ so fruitful in subsequent history, that
¢ a “princeps” could be made elsewhere than at Rome ®;’ and hence the
¢ imperator,’ even in profound peace, felt that ‘he held a wolf by the
ears’,) and was safe only as long as the soldiers were contented.

II. The tribunitian power added a civil and urban magistracy to the
military command; and was not, like the formal office of tribune, un-
tenable by a patrician. Gracchus and others had shown the formidable
political strength of the tribunate, not only as regarded its wide and
indefinite coercive powers, but also in its legislative initiative. Experience
‘had no less shown its inherent weaknesses, the liability to paralysis by
the veto of a colleague, the annual tenure with a doubtful chance of
re-election, and the want of armed support in case of the last appeal to
force. But from the tribunitian power of the Caesar all these weaknesses
were removed. The tribunes of the year were in no sense his colleagues,
and their voice was powerless against his ®; the office was held for life ;
and the power of the sword was known to be in reserve. This office
also retained memory of its popular origin ; for the decree of the senate
conferring it was only preliminary to a ratificatory ‘lex’ or plebiscite,’
which survived even the general abolition of the comitia °. A fragment

11.% 33 34, 1. The form of oath 5 Suet. Vesp. 6.

may be seen from a Lusitanian inscription
(Orell, 3665) of the date of the accession
of Gaius.

? The ‘imperium proconsulare’ does
not appear among the titles of the prin-
ceps; but the ‘praenomen imperatoris,’
though originally unconnected with this
power (see above, p.63), may in later
times have been taken to denote it.

3 See on 3. 74, 6.

* See above, p. 64, and Mon, Anc. vi.
14.

¢ H. 1.4, 2.

7 Suet. Tib. 25.

8 E.g. in 1. 77, 3 it is mentioned that
a tribune uses his ‘intercessio,” but that
it was valid only because Tiberius per-
mitted it. Itis probable that the tribu-
nitian power of Caesar was defined as a
¢ potestas maior’ to that of the tribunes
of the year.

¥ This is shown by several references
to the ‘Acta Arvalium’ Momms. 839,
n. 3,
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still remains of the ¢lex de imperio Vespasiani’,’ which, though appar-
ently conveying in form the tribunitian power, specifies far more preroga-
tives than belong to the conception of that office, and must either be
taken to show an almost indefinite extension of its idea? or to include
other powers vested in the princeps. That this power would of itself
give full right to convoke and consult the senate, as well as to control ®
its decisions, is matter of course : we find also that the princeps could
dispense with legal formalities in summoning it 4, and could, when absent,
bring before it in writing a certain number of motions, which took prece-
dence of all others®; and when Caesar in person put the question, the
magistrates so far became ‘privati’ as to be asked their ¢ sententia ®;’
while he himself either guided their decision by speaking first, or reserved
himself to the end’, so as either by formal veto® or less formal modifica-
tion® to amend the proposals of others. It appears also that the ¢
auxilii, ad tuendam plebem,” and general coercive power even originally
extended a mile beyond the pomoerium '°, and must ultimately have been
unrestricted by any limit of distance '’. We can thus readily understand
the description by Tacitus of this power as ‘a title of supremacy devised
by Augustus, to make him pre-eminent over all other authorities, without
assuming the name of king or dictator 12’

III. The remaining magisterial functions are chiefly censorial or
consular-censorial ¥, The censorship itself fell into abeyance from
730, B.C. 24, till it was assumed temporarily by Claudius *, and for life
by Domitian?. But Augustus, besides permanently assuming the
‘regimen legum et morum '°; makes use on one occasion (726, B.c. 28)
of his consulship, and twice (746 and 767, B.C. 8, A.D. 14) of an ‘im-
perium consulare, to hold a ‘census populi) with which, on each
occasion, a formal ¢lectio senatus’ appears to have been joined ': he also,
in and after 745, B.c. 9%, revised annually, as ¢corrector morum,’ the

1 C.I.L.vi. 1, 930; Wilm. g17; Orell.

Pgee I. 71 5; Dio, 54. 3, 3.

3 See 1.8, 1, ctc. -

¢ Lex de Imp Vesp. 8.

8 Mommsen thus explams relationem
facere’ (distinct from ‘referre’) Lex de
Imp. Vesp. 4, as also xpnuari{ewv Dio, 53.
32, 5. The letters of Caesar respecting
such questxons are often called by a fiction
‘orationes,” see Ann. 3. 57, I, compared
with 56 1. The number of such ‘ rela-
tiones’ is at first limited to one at each
snttmg (Dio, L.1. ), but afterwards extended.

¢ See 3. 17, 8.

T See 1. 74, 6,

8 As 3. 70, 2; Suet. Tib. 33, etc.

? As 3.18, 1, etc.

19 Dio, 5I. 19, 6, speaking of the year
724, B.C. 30.

i Txbenus. when associated in this
power, is said to have exercised it at

Rhodes. Suet. Tib. 11.
11 2. 56, 2.
13 See above, p. 67.
14 Suet. Cl. 16.

15 Dio, Epit. 67. 4, 3.

18 See above, p. 66.

17 See above, p. 67. .

18 See the whole passage, Mon. Anc. ii.
I-1I.

¥ Dio, 55. 3, 3
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‘album senatorium,’ and either then, or as occasion offered, expunged
the names of unworthy members®. We also hear, during and after this
principate, of similar regular revision of the ‘decuriae equitum’ for
judicial purposes?, and of the ‘turmae equitum equo publico?®;’ besides

special gifts or withdrawals of equestrian privileges4, and the creation
" from time to time of new patrician houses® These functions, as well as
various minor censorial duties, such as the regulation of public buildings,
of the course of the Tiber, etc., or aedilician, as the ‘cura annonae,
were undertaken or delegated by the princeps %, whether as possessed of
any general consular power?, or as in some way conceived as the chief
magistrate of the state.

In describing the growth of the power of Augustus from its modest
beginnings, Tacitus says that he gradually engrossed more and more of
the senatorial, magisterial, and legislative (or comitial) functions®, His
encroachments on the senate and magistrates of the Republic will be
readily understood from the sketch already given of his powers; other
magisterial encroachments may be seen in the multiplication of his own
officers, to whom he delegated duties either purely military, as to the
¢ praefectus praetorio ;’ or of a mixed character, as to the ¢praefectus
urbi’ or ¢praefectus vigilum;’ or purely civil, as to the ¢praefectus
annonae,’ by whom Caesar was assisted in superseding a function of the
aediles®’, and in discharging what Tiberius stated to be his most arduous
and unremitting duty *°.

In respect to the laws, Caesar assumed extensive powers both legisla-
tive and judicial.

It is obvious that in right of his tribunitian power he could initiate
legislation; and the ‘leges Iuliae’ of 736, B.c. 18, were proposed
by Augustus in person in the forum™: but such instances appear to
be very rare. On the other hand, there are abundant instances of
direct legislative action, even by the earliest principes, through ordi-
nances?, forming part of their ‘acta, and having the force of

! On the subsequent practice,see Ann. 2.

® Suet. Aug. 37. See Momms. p. 1000,
48, 3, and note there: also Dio, 83. 17, 7.

* PL N. H. 33.1, 30; Suet. Aug. 32;
Tib. 41, 515 CL 15. This was originally
the function of the praetor. See Cic.
Clu, 43, 121.

% Suet. Aug. 38. We find * censoria po-
testas,’ for the time being, also conferred
on those to whom this duty was delegated.
See 3. 30, 3.

* H.o1.13, 2; 2. 57, 4.

3 Mon. Anc. ii. 1; Ann. 11. 25, 3 ; Agr.
9, I.

-

10.1;6.
See above, p. 67.
-+ ® Ann. I. 2, I.

? See Liv. 10. 11, 9, etc.

1 3. 54, 8.

11 Sen. de Benef. 6. 32, 1.

13 Gaius 1. 5 ‘ Constitutio principis est
quod imperator decreto vel edicto vel
epistula constituit: nec umquam dubita-
tum est, quin id legis vicem obtineat, cum
ipse i@perator per legem imperium ac-
cipiat.
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law®. Such power is derivable from that exercised in old times by
those who held the ‘imperium’ of the state, and the authority of the
senate to ‘give laws’ in its name® Many such imperial ‘leges datae’
are mentioned, and fragments of some are preserved 3; many of them
giving colonial or municipal rights*, or ordaining statutes for such
communities ®.  Again, the citizenship, formerly given, as a fule, by
plebiscite, but often also through authority committed to commanders,
as Marius, Pompeius, etc.®, is now formally given by the *princeps,
both to individuals’, usually a§ the reward of service in the auxi-
liary forces®, and also to whole communities®. The legal force of
these edicts and rescripts, though strictly limited to the life of the
princeps, was in most cases permanent through confirmation of his
‘acta’ after his death.

Again, by his indirect and direct judicial power, he became practically
the sole fountain of justice. Besides framing the lists of ¢judices selecti®,’
and regulating their duties ", Augustus had, in 726, B.c. 28, ‘and often
afterwards,’ selected the ‘praetor urbanus,’ ¢ extra sortem .’ The prin-
ceps frequently sat as assessor at the praetor’s side’®, and even in absence
appears to have been treated as present by the fiction of a ‘calculus
Minervae’ deposited in his name', Tiberius constantly presides in
person at the senatorial high court of justice ™, influencing it by his
manner ° no less than his vote; and exercises his power of intercession,
whether in refusing to admit the case, or in modifying the sentence,
either at the time', or before its formal enrolment®. The power of
pardon, vested to some extent in every magistrate?’, and especially
reserved by the old constitution for the people®, has now passed wholly
to Caesar ?, as in some sense their representative.

! On the oath to the ‘acta,’ see on 1.
72,9, 4 43, 3, etc.
4 Cic, Verr. ii. 2. 49, 121 ‘Quas leges

in Momms. p. 918,
11 Suet. Aug. 32.
12 Dio, 53. 2, 3.

sociis amicisque dat is qui habet imperium  ~ 3 1. 75, 1.
a populo Romano, auctoritatem legum " Dio, 51. 19, 7, on the year 724,
dandarum a senatu, hae debent et populi  B.C. 30.

Romani et senatus existimari.’

® E.g. ‘Aes Salpensanum,’ ¢ Aes Ma-
lacitanum,’ belonging to the time of
Domitian. See Henzen, p. 524.

18 See 3. 12, 1, etc.
® See 4. 34, 2, etc.
17 See 3. 70, 2, etc.
% As 3. 18, 1, etc.

* E.g. 14.27, 2.

® See Plin. Igp. ad Traj. 79.

¢ See Cic. Balb. 8, 19; 20, 46.

" See 1. 58, 2; 3. 40, 2; 6. 37, 4, etc.

® See the ¢diplomata militaria’ or
‘tabulae honestae missionis,” C. I. L. iii.
P- 843, etc., and Wilm. 904, etc.

°E.g. . 1.8, 3.

1 ¢Adlectus inter selectos ab Imp. Caes.
Aug.’ Henzen, 6158, See other references

¥ See 3. 51, 4.
® See Plin. Epp. ad Trai. 31; 32; 56,

7.

2 By ‘leges Valeriae de provocatione ’
Liv. 2.8; 3. 55; 10, 9.

2 E.g 431, 1; 12. 8, 3; 13.11, 2
14. 12, 6. Tacitus appears (3. 51, 4) to
recognise no such power of pardon vested
in the senate as later jurists and inscrip-
tions (see Momms. 848, n. 3) mention.
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The most peculiar judicial prerogative, consisting in the right of the
princeps to try offences of all kinds in a private court of his own, is
-traceable as early as the time of Augustus®. This court, usually, but
not invariably 3, restricted to cases of criminals of rank, probably arises
from the validity of the ¢ proconsulare imperium,” and consequent power
of life 'and death, within the pomoerium?®. Tiberius was asked to try
Cn. Piso, and, after preliminary investigation, exercised his power by
‘remitting’ the case to the senate*; upon which it was his usual
practice to devolve judicial responsibility, even in cases most naturally
belonging to his personal jurisdiction &, We find instances of such private
trials after his retirement to Capreae® though even then he more
commonly calls in the consuls and senate to pass sentence on the
record sent to them’. After him, these private courts became such an
engine of tyranny® as to lead to a reaction under the Flavian Caesars °.
From this high criminal jurisdiction flows that delegated to others, as to
the ‘praefectus urbis’ at home ™, and ¢ legati’ in the provinces,who however
were obliged to allow the appeal to Caesar, in capital charges affecting a
Roman citizen 1,

The civil jurisdiction of the princeps sitting personally, whether as a
court of first instance or of appeal, is also found as early-as the time of
Augustus '* and Tiberius*, This also might be, and was delegated, with
appeal from the delegate to the delegant. On this subject most of the
information comes from jurists of much later date ™.

We also trace an informal board of assessors as well as delegates,
from the earliest date till the retirement to Capreae, and again under
Claudius'®; which passed, at a later time, into a permanent body of
salaried jurists.

This body is distinct from the more definite political cabinet or com-
mittee of twenty senators, regularly appointed in virtue of magistracy or
by lot?, for discussion of questions to be afterwards submitted to the full

house **; though these persons might also occasionally act as judicial
assessors 19,

1 Suet, Aug. 32. ? Id. 1. ? Suet.Tit. 9; Dio, Epit. 67. 3, 4.
? See above, p. 69, and cp. H. 3. 658, 3; - 2611, 4 ? P PO 44
53. 17, 6; 32, 5. I Acts 22, 24; Plin. ad Trai. g6, 4.
¢ See 3.10,6. ‘Relationem remittere’ 13 Val. Max. 7. 7, 4; Suet. Aug. 33.
is the special-privilege of the princeps. 13 2. 48, 1.
Lex de Imp. Vesp. 5. Cp. Plin. Epp. 4. 1t See Momms. p. 943, etc.
9, I ‘accusatus, ..ad senatum remissus 13 Suet. Aug. 33; Ann. 3. 10, 6; Dio,
diu pependit.’ 57-7. 2.
5E.g 4. 15, 3. 1¢ Dio, 6o. 4, 3.
¢ See 6. 10, 2. 7 Dio, 53. 21, 4.
7 See 6. 47, 4, etc. 18 Suet. Aug. 35.

¢ See 13. 4, 2. ¥ Dio, 1, 1.
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Notwithstanding these powers, the early ‘princeps’ has no such
monarchy as that of Diocletian or Constantine; nor, on the other hand,
does the principate follow the democratic lines traced by the dictator
Caesar, whose memory Augustan literature seems to have been instructed
rather to obliterate than to glorify*.

The popular assemblies, suspended by the triumviri, restored, but
gradually controlled by Augustus? are practically abolished at his death®.
From this time, whatever share they may have retained in the forms of
legislation ¢, their most important function, that of electing the magistrates
of the state, survives at most in the plebiscite, following a ¢ senatus-con-
sultum,” by which tribunitian power is conferred on the princeps or his
associate ®; and, in other elections, in a mere formal ¢ renuntiatio’ of the
choice made by the senate®. The importance of this change is only
paralleled by the ease with which it appears to have been effected.

While the people thus cease to be an element of the constitution, the
Caesars have made their peace with the aristocracy, and in outward form
share a dual government with it. There are two sets of magistrates ; on
the one hand, the old republican and senatorial hierarchy of consuls,
praetors, etc. ; on the other, the praefects and other delegates of the
princeps : the former, as of old, elected to office, grouped in ¢ collegia,’
partitioning duties by lot, with annual tenure: the latter appointed by
Caesar, having no colleagues”, with duties specifically assigned by him,
and holding office during his pleasure,

The old magistrates are indeed styled ¢ mere names?;’ still it is ad-
mitted that, in the best days of Tiberius, consuls and praetors had their
proper state, even the lesser magistrates had their powers in exercise ?;’
and this admission can be supported by detail.

The office of consul, though no longer, as a rule, tenable throughout
the year, and lowered as a distinction by the multiplication of ¢ consules
suffecti,’ or of ‘consulares’ who had received only the ‘ ornamenta,’ yet
shares such dignity as remains to the senate ; with whom the consuls are
the official channel of communication *°, and its regular presidents when it

! The silence of Horace, and reserve
of Vergil, respecting him, have been often
remarked.

3 Suet. Aug. 40.

® 1,15, 1. The shortlived restoration
by Gaius (Suet. Cal. 16) hardly needs
mention,

* “Senatus consulta’ and ‘leges’ are
still formally distinct (see 4. 16, 4, etc.),
but the mode of enactment of the few
‘leges’ cited as belonging to the time of

Tiberius, such as the ¢ lex Tunia Norbana
and *lex Visellia,’ is unknown.

® See above, p. 7o.

¢ Dio, 58. 20, 4; Suet. Dom. 1o0.

7 A solitary exception is shown in the
¢ praefectura praetorii, usually shared
between two.

$ ¢Eadem magistratuum vocabula’ 1.

7
? 4.6, 3.
.1 See 1. 73, 3; 6. 39, 2, etc.
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meets either as a deliberative® or judicial? body. They can also still
issue edicts to the people®, and a survival even of their old summary
power of life and death is yet traceable®. It is indeed probable that the
other magistrates, both through increase of their number, and through
transference of many of their duties to imperial officers, must have often had
merely honorary functions; still, of the twelve praetors, the two foremost
have their old ¢iurisdictio %, and others preside at the  quaestiones per-
petuae ®;’ also the important charge of the aerarium? and the ‘cura
ludorum,’ transferred from the aediles®, belonged to this body. The
aediles, of whom probably two were curule and four plebeian, though no
doubt relieved of their cura annonae’ by the ¢ praefectus,’ retain a certain
‘cura urbis’ with power to regulate markets and prices®, to control
places of public resort ', and to impose fines ',

The ten tribunes of the people appear still to have retained their seat
of honour in senate ' and theatre **, their viatores ', and also their ¢ius re-
lationis*®,” and, on sufferance, even their ¢ intercessio *.”  Of the quaestors,
two are charged with communication between Caesar and the senate’;
four, until the time of Claudius, have ‘provinciae’ in Italy **; one is
attached to each consul®; one accompanies the proconsul to each sena-
torial province®. This office would be always keenly sought?, as
admitting to the senatorial rank with all its duties and privileges ; the
praetorship and consulship, again, or, failing them, the ‘ornamenta’ of
such offices, would be the highest objects of senatorial ambition, not
only as adding to the ‘nobilitas’ of families, but as stepping-stones to
provincial governments ; the praetorship to those of the lesser provinces,
the consulship, both to the greater Caesarian provinces and to the great
senatorial prizes of Asia and Africa. On the other hand, the offices of

! See 1. 13, 4, etc.
2 See 1. 73, 3; 2.128, 4; 50, 2; 3. 10,
1, etc.

19 As baths (Sen. Ep. 86, 10), popinae
(Mart. 5, 84, etc.), and lupanaria (Ann. 2,
85, 2).

36.13,3.

¢ See 2. 32, 5. Even the powers con-
ferred by the old ‘ultimum senatus con-
sultum’ are still, by a fiction, treated as
inherent in their office, 4. 19, 2. On the
connection of these powers with the
criminal jurisdiction of the senate, see
belcz)gvée p- 78.

5 Ann, 1. 15, 5; Agr. 6,

¢ See Momms, ii. p. lg%t.' +

" 1. 75, 4; Suet. Aug. 36. Claudius
gave it back to quaestors. See 13. 29, 2.

¢ Dio, 54. 2, 3. See Ann.1.15.5; 77,
2, etc.

? See 3. 53, 3, elc.; Suet. Tib. 34;
Claud, 38,

U See 13. 28, 4, and on their office to
burn books, 4. 35, 5.
7 Suet. Claud. 23.
13 Dio, 49. 15, 6.
¥ Ann. 16, 12, 2.
186, 13, I.
16 1.77,3; 6. 47, 1. On an attempt
to make this a reality, see 16. 26, 6.
17 The *quaestores Caesaris’ or ¢ Au-
gusti’ See Suet. Tit. 6; Momms, ii.
7.
13 See on 4. 27, 3.
19 See 16. 34, 1, perhaps two (Cp. Dio,
48. 43, 1).
27,74, 1; Agr. 6, 2, etc.
31 This is implied in 11. 23, 3, etc.
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aedile and tribune, though one or other seems usually to have formed
part of the ‘cursus honorum?’ had so far fallen into disrepute, that
properly qualified candidates were apt to be wanting® The lesser
magistracies, held before the quaestorship, and often collectively desig-
nated as the ‘ vigintiviratus 3, consisted of four separate boards. (1) The
‘tresviri capitales’ were still charged with the duty of executing -capital
sentences, burning books, etc.*; but their summary jurisdiction at the
Moenian column® had probably wholly or mainly passed to the prae-
fectus urbis. (2) The * tresviri monetales,’ or ¢ tresviri aere argento auro
flando feriundo’ must have had their office restricted to the copper
coinage still struck by the senate. Their names disappear from the
coinage from and after the later years of Augustus®. (3) The ¢ quatuor-
viri viis in urbe purgandis’ appear to have been subordinate officers to
the aediles”. (4) The ‘decemviri stlitibus iudicandis,’” a very old separate
board, became now presidents of the centumviral courts® It is evident
that all these greater and lesser magistracies filled considerable depart-
ments of the home government; and it is also known that the con-
current, and, ultimately, encroaching functions of Caesar’s ¢praefecti’
began by being far less than they ultimately became °.

Thus the two classes of magistrates coexisted; and a similar duality
pervades the whole government. We have the two classes of provincial
governments; the senatorial proconsuls, appointed by lot, with annual
tenure; and Caesar’s legati, specially designated, and continuing during
his pleasure. There are two judicial systems; on one side the consular-
senatorial high court, the tribunals of the praetor and iudices, and of the
centumviri; on the other, the personal court of the princeps and those
of his delegates. There are two treasuries, each of which receives and
expends public money; even two coinages, as the princeps coins gold
and silver, and the senate copper ™.

In some departments, indeed, of the thus divided government the
senate has, in outward show, more even than its old constitutional
power. In form, since the abolition of the comitia, it elects the magis-
trates of the state, who, through such election, themselves become

! See Agr. 6, 3,etc. Probably patri- tribuneship, see also Plin. Epp. 1. 23.

cians, who could ncither be tribunes nor 3 See 3. 29, 1; Dio, 54. 26, 6.
plebeian aediles, passed at once from *5.9,3; Agr. 3, L.
quaestors to praetors, 3 Cic. Div. in Q. Caec. 16, 50.

¥ This is stated of the tribuneship ¢ Momms. ii. p. 588. .
(Suet. Aug. 40), and of the aedileship 7 Lex Iulia mun. 50 ; Momms. ii. p. 588.
(Dio, 55. 24, 9). An attempt was made ® Suet. Aug. 36; Dio, 54. 26, 6.
to ennoble this office by its tenure by ® On the praef. urbis, see 6. 11, and,
Agrippa, already a consular (Dio, 49. 43,  on the praef. praetorio. 4. 2.
1), and Marcellus (Ann. 1, 3. 1) On the 10 See Momms. p. 984, etc.
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senators. In form, again, even the choice of a princeps rests with it.
In several other departments, its formal powers, if not increased, are yet
retained. The domestic history of this period is still mainly a record
of its debates and decisions; nor is the right to express opinion limited
strictly to the question before the house’. Formally, again, it is still the
fountain of honour; triumphs? and triumphal insignia®, days of public
rejoicing * and other compliments to the ruling family®, public funerals®
and other memorials to the dead?, are awarded by its decree. By its
decrees, again, vices®, disorder® unlawful religions?, are repeatedly
rebuked or dealt with.

Still more remarkable is the institution and development at this time
of the ssenatorial high court of criminal judicature , whose proceedings
“occupy so large a space in the history of this period. It may not im-
probably have arisen out of a survival of the old criminal jurisdiction of
the consuls??, the senate being conceived as his assessors, as the ‘iudices’
were those of the praetor®; and the accuser might apply to either of
these courts or to the personal court of the princeps as he thought fit*,
In practice, the senate becomes under Tiberius by far the most im-
portant criminal tribunal of the state, dealing generally with the greatest®,
especially with political, offences, and with criminals mostly of senatorial
or equestrian rank or family', The court is competent to refuse to
receive a case'’, and has some discretion in respect of sentence on the
accused ® or amount of recompence to the informer ™, but is described as
powerless to reconsider a sentence once passed %.

Abroad, though no longer controlling the greater provinces, it formally
retains its old power over those remaining to it. To these it appoints
nary ‘quaestio de veneficiis’ before the
praetor (2. 79, 3). Trio lays a charge
before the consuls, when by another move
it is carried beforec the princeps, who
after an informal hearing ‘remits’ it to
the senate (3. 10), choosing this course
rather than that of sending it to the
praetor (3. 13, 10). It is implied that
any of these three tribunals could have
heard the case.

15 That it was not restricted to these

would appear from 3. 23, I; I4.40,1;
H. 4. 45, 1, etc.

! See 2. 33, 2; 38, 3; 3. 34, 1, etc.
21,85 1; 3.15, 1.

1. 72,1; 2.52, 9, etc.

< 32,35 3. 47, 3, etc.

.14, 1; 3. 57, 2; G4, 3,etc.
.48,1; 4.15,3; 6. 11, 7, etc.
.83,2; 4.9, 2, etc.

. 33, 1; 85,1, etc.

77,53 4 14, 4; 6.13, 3, etc.

. 32, 5; 85, 5, etc.

1t See Momms. ii. p. 111-117%.

12 See above, p. 76, note 4.

13 The magistrate presiding appears

© ® 9 O 0 » W
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10

no less bound by their decision, which
was sometimes, but not as a rule, given
on oath (see 1.74, 5; 4. 21, 5). The pro-
cess is called technically cognitio pa-
trum,” as distinct from the ‘iudicia’ of
the praetor’s court. See 1. 75, I.

¥ This may be illustrated by the trial
of Piso, who at first assumes or affects to
assume that the process will be the 'ordi-

16 Criminals of lower rank are men-
tioned in 3. 33, 5; 15. 32, I, etc., also
foreign princes 2. 43.5; 67, 3, etc., also
slaves (14. 42, 2) or freedmen (Plin. Epp.
8. 14, 12) of senators.

17 4. 21, 4; 13. 10, 3.

18 3. 50, etc.

19 4. 20, 3, etc.

% 3,51, 4. See above, p. 73, note 2a.
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governors, as of old, by lot or otherwise!; from these it receives all
deputations for redress of grievances; one such scene, that of the
audience of the many embassies on the right of asylum, being described
as unusually impressive ®.  Petitions, at other times, are addressed to it
for relief of burdens? and for erection or restoration of temples*; and
judicial questions of Nboundary 5, or property®. We have even survivals
of the old correspondence with foreign princes?, and embassies of
honour to such as have deserved well of Rome®.

The princeps keeps the senate constantly informed by reports of all
the more important occurrences in the provinces®; and it surprises us to
find, that even on purely military questions, though their unasked in-
terference is resented , they are represented as sharing a responsibility 11,

To maintain such double government in true equilibrium would be
impossible, even if honestly attempted; but the hollowness of this ap-
parent duality is clearly seen, not only in that the power of the sword is
wholly excepted from it, but also in the securities taken by the princeps
to ensure a subservient senate.

Admission to this body, as well as promotion to its higher ranks, was
ordinarily gained through magistracy ; and the abolition of the comitia
would have left the senate self-elective, were not the choice of candidates
influenced in two distinct modes by Caesar.

(1) Any influential citizen in the old Republic might informally com-
mend a candidate, by introducing him to the tribes, and canvassing for
him. Augustus originally supported his friends in this manner *; but in
and after 761, A.D. 8, a formal written ‘ commendatio’ is substituted 3,
Henceforth in each election we have ‘ candidati Caesaris ', in respect of
whom the comitia, and afterwards the senate, have a mere cong¢ d'¢lire®®;
and this right of ‘commendatio’ is strictly guaranteed in the ‘lex’ con-
ferring the principate at each succession. The proportion of such
candidates is definite, and not large ; in the quaestorship apparently only

request is made for a decree of triumphal
honours. See Mommsen, p.916.

106, 3, 1.

Wy, 25 3; 26, 1,
probably insincere.

3 Suet. Aug. 56.

! See 3. 32,1} 35, 1; 58, 1, etc.

3 3. 60, 6.

21,76, 4; 2. 47, 3; 4 13,1, etc. On
such questions the initiative appears
usually to rest with Caesar.

$'4.15 5;37,1; 43, 6; 55; I.

443 L 443 7.

The words are

7 3. 88, 1. 8 4. 36, 4.

? On the constant consultation of the
senate by Tiberius, see Suet. Tib. 30;
Dio, 57.7, 3. He reports to it on the
suppression of the mutiny (1. 52, 2), the
state of the east (2. 43, 1), the Gallic
rebellion (3. 47, 1), etc. Subsequently
such reports become rare except where

3 Dio, 55. 34, 3. A return to the prac.
tice of the dictator (Suet. Jul. 41).

1 Vell. 2,124, 4. Cp. Ann. 1. 15, 2, etc.

15 ¢Sine repulsa et ambitu designandos’
Ann. 11,

1® Iex de Imp. Vesp. 12. There ap-
appears also to have been right of com-
mendation to priesthoods. See note on

3.19, I,
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two ! out of twenty?, in the praetorship four out of twelve®; with some
unknown proportion of tribunes and aediles *, ‘

(2) The presiding magistrate at the old comitia could always refuse to
receive the name of, and reject votes tendered for, an unqualified candi-
date®. Out of this grew a right, claimed by Caesar as chief magistrate,
to ‘nomiinate’ candidates, as well as to ‘commend®.” Such ¢nominatio,’
made by publishing a list of candidates, implied no more than that they
were qualified to receive votes, and might contain any number of names;
but it was the interest, and probably a common practice, of the princeps,
to name no more nor fewer candidates than there were vacancies 7; and
thus to reduce the whole election to a sham; for, though the presiding
consul” had probably power to publish a supplementary list®, those
‘nominated’ by Caesar would be sure of preference. In the choice of
consuls this mode of influence seems to have been adopted. There is
no trace of formal ¢ commendatio,’ or of special ‘ candidati Caesaris’ for
this office, but care seems to have been taken to control the elections
informally °.

Again, candidates for the quaestorship, which gave admission to the
senate, must have been ¢ tribuni militum,” or have served on the ¢ viginti-
viratus®,’ and had usually filled both positions. Of these qualifications,
the first, as a military rank, could clearly be only obtained with consent
of Caesar .,

Besides those entering the senate through magistracy, others are men-
tioned in inscriptions, as early as the time of Claudius, as ‘adlecti a
principe %’ and names were probably thés-added at the lectiones sena-
tus’ held by Augustus®. Such ‘adlecti’ have usually a rank assigned
as if they had been qualified by office™. The power of expulsion of
senators and annual revision of the list has been already mentioned, as
well as the constant control of that body by the rights of ¢ relation’ and

! ¢Quaestores Caesaris’ and ‘quae-
stores candidati Caesaris™ are generally
identified, Momms. ii. §17.

211, 22, 9. The doubling of the
number by the dictator Caesar (Dio, 43.
47, 3) was probably not permanent.

31,15, 2. The number 12 is some-
times exceeded. See on 2. 32, 1,

* As to tribunes, it is only known that
some were ‘ candidati Caesaris’ (Henzen,
Inscr. 6501); as to aediles, not even
this.

3 E.g. Liv. 7. 22 9. 46. The phrase
is *accipere nomen’ or ‘rationem habere,
alicuius.” See also Vell. 2. 93, 3.
¢ See Dio, 53, 21, 7; 58. 20, 3.
T See 1. 14, 6.

® The language of Plin. Pan. 69 ap-
pears to imply that those who were
neither ‘commended’ nor ‘nominated’
by Caesar, had yet hope of election.

9 See on 1. 81. Afterwards they seem
more directly appointed by Caesar. See
H. 1. 77, 2; 2. 71, 3; Momms. p. 884.

1 See on 3. 29, 1.

1 In form, some are still ‘a populo,’
others ¢ Augusti.’ See Marquardt, Staatsv.
ii. p. 354.

13 Henzen, Inscr. 6005, etc.

1¥ See above, p. 71, and Mon. Anc. ii. 1.

M ¢Inter tribunicios,’” ¢ praetorios,’ etc.
Orell. Inscr. 1170, etc. *Adlecti inter
consulares’ are not found till the third
century, Momums. p. go1.
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‘intercession’;’ to which may be added the power of preventing ob-
noxious senators from drawing lots for provinces®

The duality of government is thus shown to be fictitious ; but it was
the policy of most principes, especially of Augustus and Tiberius, to lay
‘public affairs and the most important matters relating to indivjduals’
before the senate, ‘to allow the chief men to debate, and even to check
their servility ®.’ Besides the formal share of government already men-
tioned as left to them, we find, as an additional recognition of their
dignity, that even the commanders of the legions, and the governors of
Caesarian provinces, in whose choice the senate has no share, are yet
always chosen from its ranks,

Similar prudent moderation marks the position and demeanour of the
early Caesars in other respects; notwithstanding that Oriental ideas of
monarchy could not fail to modify the professed idea of the Augustan
constitution, whereby the princeps was but the first citizen of Rome*.
The vast patronage at his disposal would of itself surround him with the
atmosphere of a court and its crowd of petitioners for favour®. His
daily levee was thronged by magistrates and senators of highest rank, as
those of other Roman nobles by their humble clients ; while the assemb-
lage on greater occasions approached a national gathering®. The
‘cohors amicorum,’ though an old Republican institution, acquires a
new significance, and has its hierarchy of grades, grounded partly on the
rank or official position, but chiefly on the actual personal intimacy of
the friend”. The interchange of presents on gala days ?, the invitation to
occasional banquets °, the selection of a person as a companion in travel *°,
were valued as marks of special favour; the formal renunciation of
friendship was tantamount to a sentence of banishment'. Yet, on the
other hand, the early princeps disclaims the public title of ‘dominus??;’

! See above, p. 71.

2 Ann. 6. 40, 3. Another means of
control over the senate consisted in the
a})pointment by Caesar of the registrar
of their ‘acta’ (5.4, 1), so as to ensure
suppression of obnoxious records.

¥ 4.6, 2,

¢ For a full account of the court of the
Frinoeps and its ceremonial, see Fried-
aender, Sitteng. i. ch. 2. The subject
belongs chiefly to a later period, and will
be further mentioned in the Introduction
to vol. ii. It may here be mentioned
that Tiberius prohibited the daily kiss,
apparently introduced from the East by
Augustus, and limited the gifts (*strenae’).
See Suet. Tib. 34.

8 See the reasons for retirement, pressed
on Tiberius by Seianus (4. 41, 4).

¢ See Dio, 56. 26, 3, etc.

7 On the distinction * primae et secundae
admissionis’ and the republican prece-
dents, see Friedl. 1. L. p. 119, also a full
list of the friends of the Caesar, from the
time of Augustus, p.182, sqq.

¢ Especially on the 1st of January. See
Dio, 54. 35, 3, etc.

® ‘Solennes coenae’ (Suet. Tib. 34).

10 The ¢comitatus’ usually included
senators and knights, and others of neither
rank, who are rather ¢grati’ than ¢ amici.’
See note on 4. 58, 1; also Suet. Tib. 46.

1 See 3. 24, 5. The banishment of
Ovid was more formal, but apparently by
mere command, without judicial process.

12 3, 8%, 2 (where see note). On the
use of this title in ordinary life, see
Friedl. i. p. 395, sqq.
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nor has he throne or diadem, but the familiar curule chair, the laurel-
wreath and lictors. His household troops keep the old title of ¢ cohors
praetoria.’ Nor is Dio right in representing him as ¢ legibus solutus®;’
his special exemption from some laws ? implying that he is bound by all
others. Again, his family have no dignities except by special decree.
Livia, the type in early times of exceptional female privilege, received
tribunitian sanctity, and was made ‘sui iuris’ in her husband’s lifetime ® :
her honours at his death were strictly limited*; her deification at the
time of her death refused®; her political influence was only personal :
not till after Domitian does ¢ Augusta’ become a regular title®: only
Agrippina seems formally to share the power of husband or son, and to
be in very deed an ‘empress :’ the association of the sisters of Gaius in
the oath? seems a mere freak of power: sons of the ruling house are
no more than, and are not always, ¢ principes iuventutis ®’ in youth ; and
are afterwards enabled only by special decree® tp forestall the lawful age for
magistracies : the households of Caesar are at first no greater than those
of other eminent citizens'®; his secretaries, accountants, etc., no higher
than freedmen.

Nor could the princeps formally name a successor; much as he could
do indirectly to guide the choice of one. The person left heir in his will
had a position of vantage by succeeding to the ¢ fiscus,” in which public
money was mingled with the ‘res privata principis:’ yet neither Livia ™
nor Tiberius Gemellus * acquired by heirship any share of empire” An
act of adoption by the princeps is figuratively called by Tacitus ¢ comitia
imperii ** ;’ but such adoption was not limited to one ', and hardly receives
its full significance till the adoption of Trajan. Similarly the title of
¢ princeps iuventutis,’ though sometimes taken to mark out a successor ',
might be shared by more than one *, and was usually dropped at man-
hood. Far more influence would be exerted by the association of an in-
tended heir in the ¢ proconsulare imperium,’ or ¢ tribunitia potestas,’ or, as
was the case with Tiberius, in both ".  But this step was rarely taken, and

! Dio, 53. 18, 1.

? See Lex de Imp. Vesp. 24.

® Dio, 49. 38, 1 (719, B.C. 35). Octavia
received the same privilege with her.

* 1.8, 2; 14, 1. On subsequent marks

1 See 1. 8, 1; Suet. Aug. 10I1.

12 Suet, Tib. 76.

3 H. 1. 14, 1.

* Gaius and Lucius were adopted to-
gether (see on 1. 3, 2), as were afterwards
Tiberius and Agrippa Postumus (Suet.

of respect, see 3. 64, 3; 7I.1; 4. 15, 4;
16, 6. °

55 2,1,

¢ Momms. p. 794.
7 Suet. Cal. 15.

8 See on 1. 3, 2.

% See on 3. 29, I.
0 See 4. 6, 7.

Tib. 15).

18 Gaius Caesar is called ‘iam desig-
natus princeps’ in the cenotaph of Pisa,
Orell. 643.

16 As by Gaius and Lucius,

17 See on 1. 3, 3.
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might even be dangerous, for not every heir could so be trusted!. ¢ Pro-
consulare imperjum ’ seems indeed capable of degrees, and was given to
Germanicus?, probably to Drusus?, probably also to Seianus*, in a lower
form than the full ¢ consortium’ held by Tiberius® with Augustus. The
tribunitian power seems to be treated as more significant, and is shared
still more sparingly ; with Augustus only by Agrippa and Tiberius, with
Tiberius only by Drusus®; never again, till shared by Titus with
Vespasian 7 : and even Tiberius, when first admitted to share that power,
must have felt that others stood nearer to the succession than he.

But whatever the position of the expectant successor, the formal choice
lay with the senate, and its ratification with the comitia ®, and the powers
were again defined at each succession®. In any case, the principate is
no monarchy in which ‘ the king never dies;’ there is always an interval,
during which its character as an excrescence of the revolution reappears,
in that no ‘interrex’ is needed as if the republic had been left without
chief magistrates. The competence of the consuls still survives ; tothem
a living princeps can pretend ', or even offer™ to resign; and at his
death they carry on government during the interval %, and the form of the
constitution is still complete. T

The senate again at these epochs may assert itself by ¢ condemning the
memory *’ of the dead, whether by omitting his name from the list of
precedents in the ‘lex’ of his successor ™, or by the milder driula of
refusing deification'®. Among other formidable secret principles of the
constitution ’ revealed in 821, o.n. 68, was also this, that the senate could
even unmake and outlaw a living princeps, through the old formula,
invoked by Tiberius against his own natural heirs?, of declaring him a
public enemy "7,

Without doubt the early principes owed much of the stability of their

1 Sce on 3. 56, 3.

? See 1. 14, 4. It was not valid in the
East without a fresh decree (2. 43, 2).

® It is probable (see 1. 14, 5) that
Drusus had it after his consulship; but
it was not valid within the pomocrium
(see 3. 19, 4). So that of Nero under

Claudius was only ‘extra urbem’ (12,
41, 2).

& See above, p. 70.

° As in the Lex de Imp. Vesp.

1 As Tiberius, 4. 9, 1.

11 As Vitellius, H. 3. 68, 3.

1 Ann. 1. 7, 4; Dio, 6o. 1, 1.

3 Sce Momms, p. 10%8.

1 Thus the names of Gaius and Nero,
Galba, Otho, and Vitellius, are omitted
from the Lex de Imp. Vesp. The ‘re-

* Seianus is called *adiutor,’ not ¢col-
lega’ (4.7, 2). The term in 5.6, 3, is
of doubtful meaning.

® We are not told that even this was
valid within the city, though the com-
mand taken of the guard by Tiberius on
the death of Augustus (1. 7, 7) would
appear tg imply it,

3. 50, 5.
T Suct. Tit, 6,

scissio actorum’ rested rather with the
successor. Suet. Cl. 11.

15 Tiberius, though his name was not
omitted like those mentioncd above,
was not deified, nor were his ‘acta’ in-
cluded in the annual oath of maintenance.
See Dio, 59. 9, 1.

16 Suet. Cal. 7.

17 Suet. Ner. 49.
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rule to their subtle manipulation of republican ideas. Not even ‘the
extinction of the bolder spirits by proscription and battle !, and the growth
of ‘a generation bent on slavery?’ helped them more than the homage
paid at least in the letter to constitutional forms, the respect for which,
even in the character of fictions and survivals, is so marked a trait of the
Roman mind; especially at a time when demoralisation and its remedies
were alike felt to be burdensome ®, and men could neither bear complete
bondage nor complete liberty *. If Julius Caesar might have pleaded
that he had but gone a step further on the path of Sulla; Augustus, with
far more prudence, made a show of imitating the great autocrat of the
aristocracy only in his wish to abdicate ; while ruling under more skilful
disguise, and with more complete precedents. Men might recollect, and
were, no doubt, industriously reminded, that even his more irregular
powers were severally such as their fathers had acquiesced in : that there
had always been a constitutional right to commend and to reject can-
didates for a magistracy °: that the senate had been always in theory no
more than an advising body : that a ¢ cohors praetoria ’ was as old as the
days of Scipio Africanus ®: that Gracchus had contemplated, and partly
realised, a continuity of ¢tribunitian power:’ that Marius and Sulla, and
still more Pompeius, and yet more recently Cassius 7, had held an ‘ impe-
rium maius,” embracing more than a province : that Pompeius again, most
dangerous innovator of all, had been admiral of the state, with power to
send his fleets where he would®; and had even been consul at home,
while holding ¢ proconsulare imperium’ abroad, administered by legati
in his name. It was by a strange irony of fate, that, not only demagogues,
but even the last great champions of the ¢ optimates,’ supplied the leading
political ideas of the Caesars ; and that it was by weapons drawn mainly
from its own armoury that the senatorial rule had perished.

Yro2,1, 5 See above, pp. 79, 80.
2 3. 68, 3. ¢ Festus, s.v.
3 «Nec vitia nostra nec remedia pati " See Cic. Phil, 11. 12, 30.
1) : 8 N .
possumus ’ Liv. Praef. 9. ‘Omnes terras Cn. Pompeio atque

* ‘Imperaturus es hominibus qui nec omnia maria csse permissa’ Cic. Leg.
totam servitutem pati possunt nec totam  Agr, 2. 17, 46.
libertatem * H. 1. 16, 11.



ROME UNDER AUGUSTUS AND TIBERIUS. 85

CHAPTER VIL
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In the selection of what can here be said on this great subject, chief
stress must be laid on the information furnished by Tacitus himself.
Among modern works, especial obligations must be acknowledged to
Marquardt’s ¢ Romische Staatsverwaltung,’ and Friedlaender’s ¢Sitten-
geschichte,’ to which those who seek further information must be re-
ferred .

Tue PeorLE oF RoxE.

Towards the aristocracy the policy of Augustus and Tiberius was
eminently conservative ; and though many noble houses had perished in
the revolution, manyeothers were saved from decay by imperial gifts?,
sufficiently frequent to be almost regarded by a Hortensius as his right *,
Tiberius is also specially recorded to have considered nobility of ancestry
in his award of honours ‘. Consequently, we still find under him not
only the Aemilii Lepidi® and Calpurnii Pisones® holding their heads

! Several matters, belonging more
properly to a later date, will be men-

32
4 4.6
tioned in the Introduction to vol. ii. 5 See 3.
2 See 1.75, §; 2. 37, 1; Suet. Aug. 41. ¢ 2.4

z, 1; 6. 27, 5; and notes.

®o
-hn
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almost as high as under the republic, but also many other time-honoured
names frequent in high positions, such as those of Aurelius Cotta?,
Cassius Longinus?2, Cornelius Lentulus® Cornelius Sulla Felix 4, Do-
mitius Ahenobarbus® Furius Camillusé Junius Silanus?, Mamercus
Scaurus®, Scribonius Libo?, Sulpicius Galba ', Valerius Messala *, and
others. * Such families showed their pride of ancestry in the host of
ancestors surrounding their atrium ** and paraded at their funerals®*; and
even their unworthy members seem to have retained no small share
of popular reverence'. Side by side with these are the houses that had
come to the front in the revolution, as the descendants of Agrippa ¥°,
Pollio ¥, and Taurus ', or those since ennobled like the Vitellii 2¥; while a
SulpiGius Quirinus ** under Augustus, or a Curtius Rufus ® under Tibe-
rius, are examples of men of the people rising to rank by personal
energy. Such decay of old families as belongs to this stage, scems thus
to be traceable to little else but their own hideous gluttony and luxury?,
and ruinous ostentation ; to their vast parks and villas which helped to
make the food of Italy dependent on wind and wave %%, and which had
seemed, even in the time of Horace, to be crowding the fish out of the
sea and leaving on land few acres for the plough %,

It must be borne in mind that senatorial families must have ranged in
wealth from the bare census of a million H.S.%, exceeded by many
knights and even freedmen, to the 400 millions of an augur Lentulus %,
The greatest, with their vast estates and slave-gangs in Italy and the
provinces, and often with great sums employed in trade and usury,
through indulgent administration of prohibitory laws %7, lived on a princely
scale, and rewarded their host of retainers with almost royal munifi-
cence®™ On the other hand, the amount of state and style of

13,2, 5,etc. Mo, 1,1,
2 6. 15, 1, etc. 18 See Suet. Vit. 2.
i’ g 46, i, e:c. ;: 3. 48, 2.
. 15, I, etc, I1. 21, 3.
5 4. 75, I: etc. M 3. 55, 1. See Introd. to vol. ii.

¢ 2. 53, 5, etc.

# ¢Studio magnificentiae prolabeban-
T 2. 59, 1, etc,

tur’ L1,

8 1. 13, 4, etc. He is said to have 8 3, 53, 53 54, 7. ¢
been the last of his house. See note on 2 Cp. Hor. Od. 2. 15, 1; 3. 1, 33.
6. 29, 7. # See note on 1. 75, 5

Y 2.1, 1, etc.

b 3 53,1, etc.

11 g, 8, s, etc.

12 3. 29, 2, etc.

13 3, %6, 4, etc.

* Sympathy is shown on this ground
to the undeserving Lepida. See 3. 23, 1.

1,77, 3, etc, His descendants by
Julia are not here meant.-

18 1. 12, 6, etc,

* See note on 3. 59, I

o ‘Neque enim quisquam tali culpa
vacuus’ 6. 16, 5.

# Messalinus Cotta (see on 2. 32, 2)
was long remembered for his munificence
(Juv. 5, 109; 7, 95) ; which is illustrated
by an inscription, recording repeated
gifts of 400,000 H.S. to a freedman, and
other bounty to his family. See Friedl.
i 220,
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life * imposed even on the poorest would make many anxious to lay down
their rank % and many outsiders of moderate means well-satisfied not to
enter it%.  On the whole, however, such a position was the great object
of ambition, and admission to its ranks or a rise in them was sought by
fair means or foul. The base side of senatorial character is abundantly
brought before us by Tacitus; on the other hand, it is but fair to recol-
lect that from this class come the series of provincial governors, of
whom few are unequal to their place, and many show high qualities of
the soldier and statesman, while even so low a nature as that of L.
Vitellius rises above itself under the responsibilities of power®. At home
again even the pliant Ateius Capito shares with his nobler rival Antistius
Labeo the glory of founding the system of jurisprudence which forms
the greatest legacy bequeathed by Rome to the world °.

The second or equestrian order had also undergone many changes
under Augustus; who, besides reconstituting the judicial body into four
decuriae each about 1000 strong, of whom the three first were essentially
equestrian %, had also reorganized and frequently revised the list of
‘equites equo publico,” who, as a more select body within the mass, are
called ¢equites Romani’ in a stricter sense. Their solemn processions
were revived 7, and the expectant heirs of the empire, Gaius and Lucius,
became their heads, under the title of ¢ principes iuventutis®’ The ¢ius
annulorum,’ still, as would appear, not permitted beyond this select
body ?, was further subjected in the ninth year of Tiberius to stringent
regulations respecting birth as well as census ™.

From Augustus also dates the rise of a still more select equestrian
aristocracy under the title of ¢ equites illustres’ or other similar names ' ;
men of senatorial census, or even among the wealthiest in the state?
who remained within the equestrian rank from choice. Of these the
most famous was Maecenas, and those who filled similar positions in

! In the time of Tiberius, a house
rented at 60oo H.S. would be almost
too mean for a senator. Vell. 2. 10, 1.

1175 5.

8-Cp. the sentiment of Horace, Sat.
1. 6, 100-109.

4 6. 32, 6.

5 See 3. 75.

6 See P1. N.H. 33. 1 (%), 30. It would
appear that Augustus did not really re-
constitute the ‘tribuni aerarii,’ to whom,
as representatives of the plebs, his fourth
*decuria’ practically corresponded; but
formed his first three ‘decuriae’ of senators
and knights mixed; and that, when the
senate itself became a judicial body,

senators probably ceased to sit on the
¢ decuriae iudicum,’ which thus come to
be called ‘decuriae equitum’ (Suet. Tib.
41). See Marquardt, Hist. Eq. Rom.
p 50, note. Subsequently, the fourth
¢decuria,’ originally plebeian (Suet. Aug.
32), became equestrian, and a fifth was
added by Gaius.

7 Suet. Aug. 38.

8 1.3 2

® Plin. L. 1.

10 Plin, 1. 1. 32.

11 See note on 3. 59, 4.

12 Vedius Pollio (see on I. 10, 4) wWas
a knight of enormous wealth, the son of
a freedman, Dio, 54, 23, I.
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imperial confidence after him, as Sallustius Crispus® and Seianus, and
many others who by filling such offices as the important ¢ praefecturae’
in Rome? and that of Egypt® neld a position superior to most senators.
The equestrian order was thus a gainer by the revolution, both through
the relative depression of the order above them, and through the special
career of emolument and distinction held out to them* Throughout
the empire, their ‘societates’ farmed the revenue®; the residence of
senators in Rome left them the aristocracy of municipal Italy and the
provinces; and many might pass from the lower to the higher rank of
their order by gaining the ‘knights’ patent of nobility ¢,’—a procurator-
ship.

The resident senators and knights with their wives and children, and
many of the families of those absent on foreign service, formed an upper
population in Rome, variously estimated at from 10,000 to nearly 50,000
To these wealthy classes belonged most of the ‘domus’ or palaces?,
filling, with their gardens and grounds, so large a portion of the city ;
which, with the great addition made by Augustus to the public buildings
and open spaces, must have compressed into closer and closer quarters
the vast crowd occupying the chambers in the ‘insulae’ or blocks of
buildings, towering often seventy feet high ®, where the  plebs * found such
lodgings as they could afford, and, in the labyrinthine streets of ¢vetus
Roma’ before the fire of Nero, lived in probably even greater dis-
comfort than in the time of Juvenal'. The plebs, however, had its
many grades of position within its ranks. Many must have been only
barely below the equestrian census '?, and many others, if not, like the
senators and equites, great capitalists, must have earned in various ways
large incomes, in the thousand callings and trades of Rome. To this
class also belonged vast numbers, among freeborn or freedmen, of what
are now called the liberal professions. The schoolmaster, as Orbilius '

! See 3. 30, 4.

? The *praefectus urbi’ was a senator
of consular rank, but the  praefecti prae-
torio,” ‘annonae,” and ‘vigilum,’” were
knights.

3 H.1.11,1.

* The equestrian ¢ cursus honorum’ may
be illustrated by the inscription to Va-
lerius Proculus (Wilm. 1256), who was
successively praefectus cohortis, legionary
tribune, praefectus classis, procurator of
five provinces rising in importance, prae-
fectus annomae, and lastly praefectus
Aegypti.

546 4.

¢ Agr. 4, 1.

" See Marquardt, Staatsv. ii. p. 120;
Friedl. i. p. 52; Dyer, Dict. of Geog.
‘Roma,’ p . ’

® On the distinction of ‘domus’ and
‘insulae,’ see 6. 45, 1, ctc.

? Augustus had fixed this limit (Strah.
5- 3, P- 235), which would be far below
the height of many houses in the old city
of Edinburgh.

1 15. 38, 4; Liv. 5. s5.

11 Juv, 3. 193-235.

1 .I{or. Ep.gl. I, 58.

¥ 1d. Ep. 2. 1, 0.
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or Verrius Flaccus'; the rank and file of advocates?, who managed
cases beneath the dignity of the great senatorial pleaders; many, if not
most of the teachers of rhetoric ®; lawyers even of such reputation as
Masurius Sabinus ¢, were still plebeians. Such again, probably not so
often freeborn Romans as freedmen or foreigners, were the architects,
sculptors, painters, and other artists, the musicians and players °, the
physicians %, and practitioners of the forbidden arts of astrology ? and
magic. Another large class would include the inferior officials in the
public service, scribes, apparitors, attendants on magistrates, and many
other walks of middle-class life which cannot here be specified.

Below all these lay a great mass of poverty, ranging from those who
had more &r less scanty or precarious earnings down to the beggars who,
as now, infested the public places. For the ‘plebs sordida,’ many of
whom were outside the pale of the thirty-five tribes®, such provision as
would answer to a modern poor law was made by the monthly carn dole
and other occasional subsidies®. Also large numbers of the poorer and
many also of the better classes got what they could from the position of
clients of noble houses. On the “clientela’ under the empire most of our
information is of later date ; but it would seem even from Horace that
the old ideas ' and old personal relation of clientship ™ had passed away,
and that already great men had their ostentatious crowds '? of such depen-
dents. Still Augustan literature knows nothing of the scramble for the
‘sportula,” or the ignominious position of a Trebius at the table of a
Virro.

Side by side with the rapidly diminishing ¢ plebs ingenua'*’ was the
swarm of freedmen. Most of these were probably still outside the pale of
the tribes ™, and none had yet the political and social position in which this

' A freedman, whose reputation as

made a knight (Dio, 53. 30, 3). On do-

a teacher induced Augustus to employ
him to teach his sons, Suet. de IlL
Gr.1%.

% ¢« Cogitaret plebem quae toga enite-
sceret’ 11, 7, 7. In the time of Juvenal
(7, 106, sqq.) they were an ill-paid
order.

3 Blandus, in the time of Augustus,
was the first knight who ever adopted
this profession. See note on 6. 27, 1.

* He was made a knight by Tiberius,
but not till he was fifty years old, On
plebeian lawyers, cp. Juv. 8, 49.

3 The singer Tigellius was a Sardinian
(Hor. Sat. 1. 3, 3); most of the *his-
triones’ were freedmen. See notes on I.
54. 3, etc.

¢ Antonius Musa, a freedman, was

mestic physicians, see on 4. 63, 3.

7 As Thrasyllus (6. 20, 3).

® See the inscription (Orell. 754) of the
time of Titus, ¢ Pleps urbana quae fru-
mentum publicum accipit et tribus;’
also the distinction in Suet. Aug. 57,
between ‘tribus’ and ‘ceterum genus.’

® See 2. 87, 1, etc.

1 «Clienti promere iura’® Ep. 2. 1,
104.

it Horace gives a picture of friendly
clientship in the later Republic, in the
story of Philippus and Volteius (Ep. 1.
s 40, 5qQq.).
7 ‘# ‘Tﬁ(rlba clientium’ Od. 3. 1, 13.

1 4 2%, 3.

¥ Later, athe tribes were full of them

(13. 27, 1)
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class are found a generation later . Even at this date there are those whose
wealth and position might vie with that of the nobles %, and great numbers
must have belonged to professions or callings requiring high education
and earning high payment. The remainder probably swelled the ranks
of the client-class. Augustus endeavoured both to limit manumission by
enactment and precept 2, and also to utilise freedmen in the service of the
state ; in which they formed the bulk of the ‘vigiles*’ and were even
drafted wholesale into the legions after the catastrophe of Varus ®; while
under Tiberius a large number were deported to be made useful or left
to perish in Sardinia® and a law was passed to define the status of a
class of this order .

Any numerical estimate of the ¢ plebs urbana’ with their wives and
families rests almost wholly on guess-work. We cannot tell how many
of the suburban or even nearest rural population may have helped to
swell the numbers of the 200,000 recipients of public corn under Augustus?,
or the 250,000 to 300,000 sharers in his occasional ¢ congiaria .’ It is
therefore not surprising that calculations from such data give a result
varying from more than a million to less than half that sum .

Similar uncertainty attends the attempt to estimate the mass of public
and private urban slaves. They are generally called a vast multitude ™*;
the ¢familia’ of Pedanius Secundus alone numbers 400'?; still the
majority of the plebs must have had none or next to none, and many poor
knights or senators very few. A reasonable estimate takes them at
800,000 or 9oo,000, who, with perhaps 60,000 peregrini, and a garrison
of 20,000 %, may make up the million and a half to two millions of souls
in Rome ™,

To this vast crowd the chief gift of Augustus was a fairly efficient
organization of police. The city was partitioned into fourteen  regiones,’
each allotted to the charge of one of the magistrates for the year'.

1 See Introd. to vol. ii.

2 The wealth of Licinus under Augustus
is proverbial (see Juv. 1, 109, and Mayor,
ad loc.); and under Tiberius we hear of
a freedman temporarily prefect of Egypt

8 2. 83, 5.

7 ¢«Lex Iunia Norbana.’

8 Mon. Anc. iii. 21.

® Id. iii. 14-16.

10 See Marquardt, ii. p. 120; Friedl. i.

(Dio, 58. 19, 6) ; and of others, Thallus,
Euhodus (Jos. Ant. 18. 6, 4, 8), and
Nomius (Plin. N. H. 13. 65, 94), as rich
and influential.

% He restricted those to be manumitted
by will to 100, and advised his successors
t% be sparing in the practice. Dio (Zon.)
50. 33, 3.

* Dio, 55. 26, 4.

% £Vemacula multitudo * 1. 31, 4.

. 52; Merivale, Hist. c. x1. p. 495, etc.;

yer, L L p. 747.

3. 53,55 427, 3. .

12 14, 43, 5.

13 T, e. the vigiles, urban cohorts, and,
from the ninth year of Tiberius, nine
praetorian cohorts.

1t See the authorities above cited.

1 %io, 55. 8, 6, under the ycar 748,
B.C. 0.
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Under these were grouped the 265 ¢ vici ', or quasi-parochial corporations,
choosing each their four wardens or ‘vico-magistri?, whose duties,
though mainly religious, were also in part constabulary 3, at least till the
institution in 756, A.n. 6, of the ¢ vigiles ¥, who were so distributed that
each cohort, 1000 strong, had watch and ward of two regions?®, to guard
from fire and robbery ; both of which were still rife enough in crowded
districts, and streets lit only by the poor passenger’s lamp-wick, and now
and then by the rich man’s torch train®. Besides the ¢ vigiles,’ the urban
and praetorian guards were in reserve, if needed, and the police magis-
tracy, beyond such powers as remained to aediles and other magistrates 7,
rested with the city praefect ®.

The principate of Tiberius seems on the whole to mark the period
when the populace are least considered. They take the oath of allegiance
at his accession °, and then seem to retire from prominence. They have
no votes to sell ', the general tie of clientship would thereby become
more unmeaning, and the rabble are not yet the ‘clientela Caesaris.’
Their only interest is in their bread and their amusements %, and in both
they seem to have their grievances. To keep famine at bay is indeed felt
by the princeps to be his most arduous task 2, and to require efforts far
exceeding those of Augustus™. Still, the cry for bread, finding expression
at the great popular gatherings of the games, is fierce and even menacing™;
in the general poverty even a small tax seems burdensome; and,
beyond doing his utmost for the food supply, Tiberius keeps them at a
distance. The legacies of Augustus are paid grudgingly %, ¢ congiaria’
are infrequent”; and, though the people have the cheap daily lounge
of their public baths, thanks to Maecenas and Agrippa, and their ¢ cir-
censes’ and new ‘ludi Augustales™;’ yet the presence of the princeps
at their games, if vouchsafed at all, is no longer genial *°, and the sangui-
nary excitement of gladiatorial shows so rare, that crowds flock to one
given by private speculation in the neighbourhood . Their moods are
schooled * and rebuked # by edicts, their murmurs treated as vapour **,

! Plin. N. . 3. 5, 66. 12 3.54,8; 4.6, 6.
? Suet. Aug. 30; Dio, 55. 8, 6. 6. 13, 2.
® Dio, 1.1, See Marquardt, iii. p. ‘l: Anmn. 1.1
198. 1. 78, 2.
% Dio, 55. 26, 4. '* Dio, 57. 14, 2.
5 Paulus, Dig. 1. 15, 3. See Mar- 7 See 2. 42, 1; 3. 29, 3.
qu;zrdt, ii. p. 470. 1: 1. 15, 3; 54, 3.
. Juv. 3, 197, sqq. ; and 278, sqq. w b3 76, 6.
: See above, ch. vi. pp. 76, 77. 4. 62, 3; Suet. Tib. 47.
6. 11, ";_é.__§_§;3.6,1; 4.67, 1.
° 1.7, 3. S 13, 3.
10 Juv: 10, 7. B 1. 15, 2, etc.

1 Id. 10, 80,
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their compliments declined!, One genuine enthusiasm, that for Ger-
manicus and his house ?, seems left to them ; otherwise those for
whom none care, care for none; and find it their one sound instinct to
side with fortune and to hate the fallen ?; worthy parents of those who,
half a century later, looked on civil war in the streets as only a more
exciting gladiatorial combat .

Itavry.

Few changes of importance in the administration or condition of Italy
belong to this period. Augustus was but recognising facts already
accomplished, in fixing the western frontier of Italy at the line of the Varus
(Var)® and of the small procuratorial province of the maritime Alps®:
a small semi-independent state being reserved in the district of the Cottian
Alps round Segusium (Susa) near Turin?. On the east, Istria was
included, the Arsia (Arsa) being fixed as the boundary towards Illyricum®,

Augustus had also given the peninsula its first organization as a whole,
by mapping it out into the eleven regions recorded by Pliny®; an
arrangement which, though probably intended only to facilitate a census,
became the permanent basis of its administration, which in other respects
appears to have undergone little change till the second century .p.™.

The probable population of Italy at this time can be barely guessed
at™; but there is abundant evidence that the free rustic people, rapidly
diminishing as early as the time of the Gracchi'? and further thinned by
civil wars, had sunk far below the number that could have been employed
or supported ; probably even below the 3ewy d\eyavfpomia®® of the time of
the dictator Caesar. Strabo attests the depopulation of Southern Italy ™:
Livy is no less explicit on that of the central districts, and is amazed that
the country which once sent forth the Aequian and Volscian armies could
now barely recruit the household troops of Rome, and would be a desert,
but for the slave-gangs *°: the most eloquent words ascribed by Tacitus

1 As the title of ‘pater patriae’ 1. 72,  Staatsv. i. p. 69.

2; 2,87, 2. 10 Spart. Hadr. 22, 13.
2 See1.33; 2.41; 82; 3.1-6; 11; 1! Merivale (ch. xxxix. p. 432) would
5. 3-5. estimate it as high as thirteen millions ;

% Juv. 10, 73.

4 H. 3.83, 1.

® Plin. N. H. 3. 5, 44; Luc. 1, 404.

¢ Ann. 15. 32, 1; H. 2. 12, 5.

7 The native prince, Cottius, ranked
as ‘praefectus.” Insc. Orell. 626. Under
Nsero it became a province, Suet. Ner.
18,

8 Plin, N. H. 3. 5, 44.

* N. H. 3. 5, 46, etc. See Marquardt,

which, when all the towns are allowed
for, and the rural slaves, would still
leave the free rustic population scanty
for the areca. But probably this total
is far too high.

13 Plut. Ti. Gracch. 8.

13 Dio, 43. 35, 2.

¥ 5.c. 4, p-242; and 6. p. 253, 281,

18.6. 12,
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to Tiberius dwell on the scanty produce of a soil that cannot have been
cultivated to its best'. Pliny traces the evil to the ¢latifundia,’ which
had extinguished all careful and energetic husbandry ?; the words of
Tiberius point scornfully to the tracts made wholly unproductive by the
noble mansions with their parks and pleasure grounds® Probably the
rich and fertile Transpadane district, less devastated by civil war, and
apparently more free from the curse of the chained slave-gangs 4, may
have formed a contrast to the general state of the peninsula, in which the
huge city, and many flourishing towns, must have made the desolation of
other towns and of the rural districts only more evident.

Love of country life, with its frugal simplicity and healthy habits, is
undoubtedly genuine in Horace ; and the ideal of such a life, or of that of
aretired Italian town, is professedly admired by many a Roman who knew
as little of it as the money-lender Alfius % or who had little real intention
to take refuge at Cumae with Umbricius®, or to change the perilous
distinctions of Rome for the simple duties of an aedile at Ulubrae”. As a
fact, the tide still set from Italy, as from the rest of the world, to Rome:
nor do sober critics in any age take the ideal pictures of retired life as
altogether serious. However the contrasts drawn by Roman writers are
so far substantiated, that Vespasian not only learnt, in a municipal
home, the habits which trained him to be the reformer of imperial extra-
vagance; but was also enabled, by a stream of new men of similar origin,
to recruit the effete Roman aristocracy with an infusion of healthier
blood ®. '

TuE ProvINCES.

When it is said that the empire at the death of Augustus was bounded
by the ocean or by distant rivers®, not only are the provinces on the
African continent left out of sight, but also the northern and eastern
frontiers are very loosely indicated. In speaking of the Rhine as a
boundary, it should be remembered that, besides such outposts as Aliso *,
the Batavi, between the branches of its bifurcation !, and the Frisii and
part of the Chauci wholly beyond it!?, were subject to Rome ; while
above Moguntiacum (Mainz), the only frontier definitely known to us is
that of the ‘limes **," chiefly constructed by Domitian* and Hadrian*,
extending from the Main near Obernburg to the Danube near Ratisbon ¢,

13, 54,7 3 N. H. 18. 6, 35. 13 See Marquardt, i. p. 124, foll.
33.54, 7 * PL. Epp. 3. 19, 7. ¥ (3, 29, 4; Frontin, Strat. 1. 3, 10.

8 Hor. Epod. 2, 67. 18 Spart, vit. Hadr. 12, 6.

¢ Juv. 3, 1, sqq. 7 1d. 10, 102. 18 Another portion reached from the
® Suet, Vesp. 2; Ann. 3. 55, 4. Main to the Lahn, not far from Coblenz,

%1, % 6, 2,7, 5 but this appears at the time of Tiberius
7376, 45 G. 29, etc. to have been hostile ground. See on 1.
12 1,38, 1; 4, 72, etc, 56, 1.



94 INTRODUCTION.

Within this tract, the district afterwards known as the ‘agri decumates ’
was no doubt at this time a debateable ground !; but some such line as
that of the ‘limes’ must have been already the frontier of Vindelicia,
until the point at which the Danube, by far the greatest river-frontier of
the Empire, forms, during the whole of its remaining course, the boundary
of Vindelicia or Rhaetia, of Noricum ?, of Pannonia, and of Moesia.

In Asia Minor the frontier would mainly coincide with the Halys ® and
Mount Taurus, till the incorporation of Cappadocia and Commagene
with the provineial empire in 741, A.p. 18 4, made the Euphrates a con-
tinuous frontier of these and of the province of Syria from a little above
lat. 39° to about 36°.

From this point, neither east nor south has any such clearly marked
natural frontiers. We know that neither Palmyra ® nor Petra ¢ was within
the limits of Syria or Palestine ; that Egypt ended at Elephantine and
Syene " ; while the other provinces on the African continent must have
occupied generally the strip possessed in earlier times by Greek,
Phoenician, and Libyan, as distinct from the abode of the Aethiopian
races®. This portion of the empire was completed to the straits of
Gibraltar, by the addition of Mauretania in the time of Claudius °.

Besides the many acts of Augustus, in respect of the acquisition,
extension, consolidation, and regulation of provinces; by far the most
important change dating from his time is the division of the provincial
empire between himself and the senate’. Out of the distinct govern-
ments, about thirty in number ™, subsisting at his death, only the following,
and these not at all times, remain in the hands of the senate: 1. Sicily;
2. Sardinia and Corsica *; 3. Hispania Baetica ; 4. Gallia Narbon-é'x_l-s_i;;
5. Macedonia ; 6. Achaia®; #4. Aiia_i 8. Bithynia (with part of Western
Pontus); 9. Cyprus; ro. Crete and Cyrenaica; r11. Africa (with New
Africa or Numidia). It has been mentioned above *® that the governors

1 ¢ Dubiae possessionis solum’ G. 29, 4.

2 Ann. 2. 63, 1.

8 Strab. 13, p. 544. Some of Pontus
was however already included. Mar-
quardt, i. p. 192.

¢ See 2. 42, 6; 56, 4. Commagene
was afterwards again given to a native
prince, but finally incorporated by Ves-
pasian. Suet. Vesp. 8.

5 Plin. N. H. 5. 25, 88.

¢ It was conquered in the time of
Trajan, Dio, 68. 14, 5.

Py

e Hdt. 4. 145, sqq.
? Dio, 60. 9.
1 Sce chap. vi. p. 65, etc.

1t The combinations or subdivisions of
provinces at various times make the
number variable. At the death of Trajan,
when the empire stood at its highest
point, there appear to have been forty-
five provincial governments. See Mar-
quardt, i. p. 330.

12 These were counted as senatorial in
the original division, but, as a fact, were
under Caesarian procurators from A.D, 6
to 66. See Marquardt, i. p. 97.

13 Macedonia and Achaia were trans-
ferred to Caesar from 768 to 797, A.D.
15-4§.e See 1. 76, 4; Dio, 60, 24, I.

" See 3. 38, 1; 70, 1.

15 See ch. vi. pp. 60, 77, 78.
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of these provinces were appointed usually by lot, with ww
Asia and Afnca. being reserved for consulars, the others, as a rule, given
to ¢ praetorii;’ butthat both classes of governors are properly styled pro-
consuls !, and have, as in old times, each his attendant quaestor and
also, in praetorian provinces one, in consular three ‘legati®;’ who are
fully styled ‘legati propraetore?’ though sometimes even consulars*.
The proconsul received a salary from the treasury ® and had also the
lictors and other insignia of his rank, except the military dress and sword,
withdrawn to denote that he had no longer power to execute a soldier®.
Some further check was placed on him by the presence of a Caesariané
officer, the ¢ procurator fisci, whose functions, originally strictly limited 7, :
received such extension as to encroach considerably on those of both
quaestor and proconsul &

Some illustration of the mode of appointment to and tenure of these
proconsulates may be drawn from such lists as can be compiled of the
proconsuls of Asia and Africa during this period. In Asia the following
can be made out?®:—

1. L. Valerius Pot. f. Messalla Volesus, cos. 758, . D. 5; procos. about
765, A.D. 121°,

2. Q. Poppaeus Q. f. Q. n. Secundus, cos. suff. 762, A. p. 9**; procos.
about 742, A.D. 192

3. C. Junius C. f. M. n. Silanus, cos. 763, A.D. 10; procos. 7734,
A.D, 20-21 B,

4. M. Aemilius L. f. Lepidus, cos. 759, A.D. 6 ; procos. 774-5, A.D.
21-22 M,

5. C. Fonteius Capito, cos. 765, A. D. 12 ; procos. in some year before
778, A.D. 25'*; perhaps substituted for Ser. Cornelius Malugin-
ensis (cos. suff. 763, A.p. 10), who was disqualified to be procos.
in 775, A. D. 227

6. M’. Lepidus, cos. 764, A.D. 12; procos. 779-780, A.D. 26-27 1"

1 See note on 1. 74, 1. in Waddmgton’s ¢Fastes des Provinces
s on, 53. 14, 7. Asiatiques.
3 Momms. Staatsr. ii. p. 236. 10 See 3. 68, 1; Sen. de Ira, 2. &, 5.
4 As Vitellius, Suet. Vit, 5. 1! Dio, 56. 10, 3.
® ¢Salarium proconsulare (Agr.43,3); 1 Coin of Pergamum with heads of
cp. Dio, 52. 23, 1 Augusta and Tiberius.
¢ Dio, 53. 13, 6. The exceptional posi- 66-69.
tion of the proconsul of Africa, in this " See on 3 32, 2
res_'pect is noted below. See 3. a1, 1. 15 4.36, 4.
4- 15, 3; Dio, 57. 33, 5. 163,58 1; 71,3,
® 12, 60, 1; Suet. Cl. 12, 17 See on 4. 56, 3.

% These names are #ken from the list
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7. Sex. Appuleius, Sex. f. Sex. n,, cos. 767, A.D. 14 '; procos. probably
between 480 and %783, A.D. 27-30 %
8. Sex. Pompeius, Sex.f. Cn. n., cos. 767, A.D. 14%; procos. also prob-
ably between 780 and 783, A.D. 27-30*
9. P. Petronius % P. f,, cos. suff. 772, A.n. 19; procos. probably for
six years, from 782 to 788, A.p. 29-35
10. C. Asinius, C. f. C. n. Pollio, cos. 776, A. p. 237 ; probably not procos.

till the time of Gaius®,

The proconsuls of Africa can be less fully made out, and appear to
have oftener exceeded the limit of annual tenure :—

1. L. Asprenas, cos. suff. 759, A. 0. 6; procos. 767, A.D. 14°

N

and %770, A.D. 15 and 17

. L. Aelius Lamia, cos. 756, A.D. 3 ; procos. probably between 768

3. M. Furius P. f. P. n. Camillus, cos. 761, A.D. 8 ; procos. 770-771,

A.D, 17-181,

4. L. Apronius, C.f. C. n., cos. suff. 761, a.p. 8 ; procos. for three

years, 771774, A. D. 18-21",

. Q. Junius Blaesus, cos. suff. 763, A.D. 10; procos. extra sortem, in
774 and 775, A.D. 21, 2213,

(3]

6. P. Cornelius Dolabella, cos. 763, o.D. 10; procos. 777, A. D. 24 '*.

7. C. Vibius Marsus, ‘cos. suff. 770, A.D. 17; procos. thrce years,
probably 780-782, A.n. 2-29 %

8. M. Silanus, cos. 772, A.p. 19%; procos. apparently for six years,

785-799, A.D. 32-37 .

Augustus had reestablished the rule enforced by Pompeius, prescribing
an interval of five years between the tenure of magistracy and the ‘sor-

titio provinciae 18’

It is however plain from the above lists that the

interval in the case of consular provinces was now usually much longer.
This would be the natural consequence of the increased number of con-
sulars resulting from the frequent appointment, especially after 742, B. C.

1.y, 3.

? An Inscr. at Assos (C. I G. 3571)
attests the fact of his proconsulate, but
the date is conjectural,

*1.7,3.

¢ Val. Max. 2. 6, 8. The date is con-
jectural.

5 3.49, 3; 6. 45, 4.

® For the evidence, see Waddington,
p-110. T41,1.

® Medal at Sardis commemorating
Drusus ahd Germaniqus (Waddington).

 See note on I. 53, 9.
19 See note on 4. 13, 5.
3, 52,

12 See on 3. 21, I,

% 3.35 2; 58, 1.

1 i 23, 2.
15 KEckhel, iv. 148; Mionnet, vi. 589.
See note on 2. 74, I.

2.59, 1.

¥ H. 4. 48, 2; Marquardt, i. p. 308;
Henzen, Scavi, p. 1.

18 Dio, 53. 14, 2.
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12, of ¢ consules suffecti ;* which would tend to produce an increasing
stagnation in the succession to proconsulships. This again was remedied
in various ways. Some consulars were disqualified 2, others set aside by
the senate® or by Caesar*, others declined the ‘sortitio®’ The lists
also show that the order of seniority was not always adhered to; being
probably modified by the preference enjoined by the ‘Lex Papia
Poppaea ¢’ and probably also by a postponement of the turn of any
who, when their time came, were absent from Rome.

A few words may be added on the extent and resources of these two
provinces, the great prizes left to the senatorial award.

Asia on the north was bounded by the line of the Rhyndacus, on the
south by that of the Calbis; the two lines enclosing a kind of triangle, having
its apex near Philomelium, and comprising, with nearly all Phrygia,
Mysia, Lydia, and Caria, the Aeolian, Ionian, and Dorian Greek cities,
with most of the adjacent islands, inclusive of the Cyclades®. The chief
city and residence of the governor was Ephesus ; but several others are
entitled pyrpomdhess, two have the rank of coloniae, at least eighteen that
of ¢ civitates liberae %’ Only a passing reference can here be made to the
frequent prominence of this province in the business before the senate °;
and to the evidence of its great resources and high civilisation at all
times '°, as well as of its gradual recovery from the ravages of war and
extortion ; and the general qualities which, in spite of imperial vigilance,
made it in the time of Domitian, hardly less than in that of Cicero®, a
snare to governors.

Africa was bounded on the east by ¢ Philaenorum arae '3 at the eastern
recess of the Great Syrtis, near Muhktar; while on the west, during the
independence of Mauretania, the boundary between them was fixed at
Saldae *, identified with B@idjdya (Bougie). It had thus a coast line
extending some fifteen degrees of longitude, and comprising the greater
part of modern Tripoli, the whole of Tunis, and a considerable portion
of Algeria. In the time of Pliny it contained thirty ¢civitates liberae,’

1 See C. I. L. i. p. 546.

" E.g. Cic. Leg. Man. c. 6; Ep. ad
7 As Ser. Cornelius Maluginensis, 3.

Q.F.1, 1. Its famous orators are alluded

71, 3.

3 See 3. 33, 2.

* As C. Galba, 6. 40, 3.

5 As Agricola, Agr. 42, I.

¢ See 2. 51, 3; Appendix to B. iii.

7 On these boundaries, see Waddington,
¢ Fastes des Provinces Asiatiques;’ and
Marquardt, Staatsv. i. p. 190.

* Marquardt, i. p. lg)g.

°E.g.3.47; 3,60-63; 66,etc.; 4. 14;
15; 36; 55; 56.

to in Ann. 3. 67, 2.

1 ¢In provincia tam corruptrice’ Cic.
ad Q. F.1.1,6, § 19; *provincia dives
et garata peccantibus > Agr. 6, 2.

2 Plin, N. H. 5. 4, 29; Mela, 1. %, 33.

13 Strabo, p.831. On the formation of
the provinces of Mauretania, this became
the western limit of Mauretania Sitifensis ;
which reached eastward to the Ampsagas,
which is thus the western limit of Africa
in Plin. N. H. 5. 4, 29.



98 INTRODUCTION.

fifteen ¢ oppida civium Romanorum,’ and six coloniae?!; the most famous
towns in these two latter classes respectively being Utica and-Carthage 2.

Our record of African events at this time mentions only the predatory
warfare of Tacfarinas®; but there is abundant other evidence that Africa
was in many respects the most important senatorial government, and
therefore with reason the most jealously watched by Caesar, Next to
Egypt it was the most important source of the corn supply of Italy *;
and, probably on this account, the proconsul was assisted or controlled
not by one, but by two or more ¢ procuratores fisci 8.’ Again, here alone
the senatorial proconsul has regular command of a legion® and the
chance of winning military renown ; an exceptional position which Gaius
removed by introducing the anomaly of a co-ordinate ¢ legatus Augusti,’
who had command of the troops, and, apparently, also some territorial
government”.

The Caesarian provinces can be classified in three ranks, of which the
two first answer to the two classes of senatorial provinces; the legati
being in the greatest provinces always of consular, and in those of the
second class, of praetorian rank #; although, in recognition of the ¢ pro-
consulare imperium’ as vested in Caesar, all have the uniform title of
‘legati Augusti propraetore,’ and the same insignia of five fasces, with the
military dress and sword °; their difference of rank being only noted by
the addition to their titles of ¢vir consularis ¥’ by those who were such.
To the highest class belong all those provinces involving important
military commands ; of which the following had been established at the
death of Augustus™ : 1. Hispania Tarraconensis; 2. Germania superior ;
3. Germania inferior ; 4. Pannonia; 5. Moesia; 6. Dalmatia (with Illyri-
cum); 7. Syria (with Cilicia) . The second class, as constituted at the
same period, will comprise : 1. Lusitania ; 2. Aquitania; 3. Gallia Lug-
dunensis ; 4. Gallia Belgica™ ; 5. Galatia’; 6. Pamphylia. A third class

! Plin, N. H. 5. 4, 29.

1 1d. § 24.

3 2.52; 3.20; 32;‘73; 4. 23.

* Its fertility is often extolled by
Horace, e.g. Od. 1.1, 10; 3.16, 31; Sat.
2. 3, 87.

5 H. 4. 50, 3.

® The presence of a second legion is
exceptional. See note on 4. 6, 3.

7 H.4 48, 2; Dio, 59. 20,7. The words
of Dio appear to indicate the creation
of a separate province, which might
possibly be that of Numidia. Tacitus
speaks rather of a divided command of
the same province.

% E. g. in Spain, Strab. 3. p. 167.

° Dio, 53. 13, 6.

1o 08r6‘ consularis legatus,’ as H. 1. 56,
1; 2. 86, 4.

1n Fronf the time of Claudius, Britannia
would be added to this list.

13 On the union of Cilicia with Syria,
see Ann. 2, 78, 3; 80, 1, etc.

'3 During most of the time of Augustus
and the first three years of Tiberius, some
eminent person, as Agrippa, Drusus, Ti-
berius, or Germanicus, in charge of the
German war, governed also the three
Gaulish provinces, with legati under
him. See Marquardt, i. p. 116,

4 With ‘Pontus Polemoniacus,” from
Nero’s time, Marquardt, i. p. 203,
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of provinces, consisting of those in which little or no military force was
stationed, had no higher officer than the ¢ procurator Augusti,” who
appears as a subordinate officer in greater provinces. To this class
belong at this time!: 1. Alpes Maritimae ; 2. Rhaetia; 3. Vindelicia ?;
4. Noricum ; 5. Judaea (when not under native princes)®. The procurator
of Judaca was certainly responsible to the legatus of Syria %, and probably
allsuch governors were subordinated to their nearest ‘ legati.” An excep-
tion to all these classes is the position of Egypt, where Caesar represented
the king and had an equestrian ¢ praefectus’ as vicegerent ®,

The governors appointed by Caesar held office during pleasure and
for no fixed term ®, though a period of from three to five years seems
usual”.  Tiberius is especially noted for continuing them in office during
periods of indefinite length®; as may be illustrated from such lists as
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