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THE DONA MILITARIA OF THE ROMAN ARMY,

by
Valerie A, Maxfield

ABSTRACT,

The last comprehensive study of dona militaria was that of Steiner in

1906 (Bonner Jahrbucher, 114/5), since when the amount of epigraphic evidence

on the subject has increased by over fifty per-cent, casting doubts upon some

of the hypotheses put forward by Steiner and largely accepted since his time.
The object of the present study is to trqce the developments of the system of
award from its origins in the Republic till its disappearance or radical
transformation in the Severan period. In the Republic each decoration had

a specific meaning and was awarded with regard only to the nature of the

deed it rewarded; much of this meaning was lost in the Principate when types

of award received depended largely on rank. However, the system never

became as hidebound and impersonal as has hitherto been believed, for although
rules appear to have existed as to the types of award for which each rank was
eligible, the quantity and combination thereof remained flexible, giving ample
scope for the recognition of individual merit. The evidance for the Republic
is largeiy literary and the information it yields deals more with the nature

of the mwards than with details of the recipient; the evidence for the
Principate is almost wholly epigraphic, being concerned with specific awards

to specific people. The treatment of the two periods differs, therefore, the
one being approached from the standpoint of the decoration itself, the other
from the standpoint of the recipient. Working from the specific to the general
a detailed prosopographical study has been made of each individual case in order
to determine what rules lay behind the granting of dona and the scale on which

they were given, whether the practice changed over the years, who was eligible

to be decorated and in what type of campaign.
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INTRODUCTION,

The last comprehensive study of the dona militaria of the Roman
army was that of P. Steiner in 19063 Steiner, taking stock of all the
major work that had been done on the subject up to his time, examined the
nature and origins of the decorations themselves and endeavoured to work
out the scales of award which developed in the Principate, his conclusions
on this latter topic being based on a study of the 182 inscriptions of
which he had knowledge, which he lists but does not se discuss in any
detail, Some of Steiner's conclusions, as for example those concerned

with the dona of the militia equestris, are very sound though their value

is somewhat reduced by the failure to present, in any detail, the reasoning
on which they are based. Other conclusions, notably those regarding the
evocati, are suspect, a fact which together with a fifty per cent increase
in relevant epigraphic evidence in the past sixty years, warrants a fresh
look at the whole topic of the dona militaria.

2
Domaszewski, whose Rangordnung appeared in 1908 , just two years after

the Steiner paper, was concerned, as regards dona, soldy with the scales
of award in the period from Augustus to Severus; he was evidently aware
of the work of Steiner, for he cited it in a footnote, but although the
conclusions of the two scholars differ in some important respects, no attempt
was made to reconcile or discuss these differences. B. Dobson, editing the
second edition of the Rangordnung (which was published in 1967)% drew attention
to some of the major discrepancies in Domaszewski's thesis, citing a number of
texts which had been published in the intervening years, but the scope of
Dobson's commentary was not sufficiently wide to allow any considerable
discussion of the problems of the dona.

The question of the origin and development of the decorations themselves,

dealt with in some detail by Steiner, but left wholly untouched by Domaszewski,
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has been taken up in recent years by A. B'{zttner5 and so has been largely
omitted from the present thesis, apart from a short review of each type of
award available.

Certain limited aspects of military decorations have been touched on
by other scholars. Durry reviewed the dona of the praetorian guard6 s+ but
he had nothing new to say, relying totally on the conclusions of Steiner and a
short study of the dona of the evocati by Mommsen’. Pflaum, analysing the
car_ecers of the prccuratorsg, had reason to date and discuss the dona which
these procurators won in the militia equestris,but apart from one section
specifically concerned with the problem of whether or not the procurators
themselves were eligible to win decorations9, his comments thjough individually
of great value are only incidentZal to his wmain theme and are therefore not
collected together and studied as a whole. Equestrian dona have also been the
subject of two recent articles by T. Nagy1? whose concern was largely with the
Trajanic and Antonine period, the periods for which the evidence is greatest
in quantity if not in quality. Nagy, like Domaszewski, puts forward a very
rigid scale of award, in this case a two—folqbne, which he implies is valid
also for the senatorial order, an hypothesis which he does not fully develop
in either of the articles yet published,

The conclusions of these various scholars will be discussed in the
relevant chapters,

The present work is divided into two sections. Part I comprises a
consideration of the nature of the decorations themselves and the conditions
under which they were awarded to the various sections of the army when first
insroduced, on examination in some detail of the principles underlying
the scales of award which developed in the Principate, and of such practical
problems as when were the dona presented, who awarded them and why. PartlIl

11
is a prosopography which includes, with just one exception , only epigraphically
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attested cases of dona; the literary examples are altogether too imprecise
to warrant inclusion in a section whose main function is to provide the
detailed case histories and statistical information on which many of the
conclusions regarding imperial dona are based.

The literary evidence, which is largely concerned with the republican
period, though less precise about specific examples of award, provides
reasonably full information about the nature of the decorations themselves
and, linked with the evidence of sculpture, about what they actually looked
like, and when and how the presentations were made. It is very rarely that
there is any overlap in the information provided by the literary and epigraphic
evidence (and on the few occasions where there is, the one is largely
consistent with the other) but the reliability of the literary material must
be viewed with some suspicion particularly with regard to date, there being
a real danger that the historians of the late Republic and early Empire were
being somewhat anachronistic, transferring back to very early days conditions
which prevailed, if not}?heir own lifetimes, at least within living memory.

The literary evidence, which is of paramount importance for the Republic
but plays a minimal part in the period from Augustus to Severus, takes up
again, albeit in a much reduced fashion, in the post-Severan period where
this study of military decorations effectively ends, for the little information
which we have of the dona from Caracalla onwards points to a system which
bears little resemblance to what had gone before and virtually ceases to be
a system of military decorations as such.

The collection of photographs and drawings of inscribed stones which
depict military decorations, cannot claim to be exhaustive, but includes all
those stones which are still extant and which the present writer has succeeded
in locating, plus a few which survive only in manuscript records. Much

has, beepn received .,
assistance with the photographic material, from museum directors throughout

the Roman Empire, and due acknowledgement has been made in the catalogue which

precegds the illustrations.
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CHAPTER 1

TYPES OF MILITARY DECORATION,

The origin and development of military decorations were studied at

1
some length by Steiner and have been the subject of a more recent article

by Bﬁttnera; the aims of the present section are therefore limited in their

scope. Leaving out of account the pre-Roman antecedents of the dona, an
attempt has been made to collect the main literary texts dealing with each
type of decoration, to show how that award could be won in the Republic,
the way in which practice differed in the Principate and what the decoration
itself actually looked like; here reference should be made to the figures
at the end of the text.

The earliest writer to deal in any detail with military decorations
is Polybius whose Histories (written in the mid-second century B.C.) contain
a section on ways of encouraging young soldiers to face danger3 3 slightly
earlier than this is the allusion in Caelilius Statius (fl1. 179 B.C.) to an

iligna coronah. However, the majority of authors who are concerned with the

dona of the Republic were writing many years after the events they record and
there is always the danger that they may be anachronistice A case in point
is that of Siccius Dentatus, a renowned (and perhaps legendary) warrior of
the fifth century B.C. whose fabulous dona, listed by Verrius (chez Festus)B,
Dionysius Halicarnassusé, Yalerius Maximus 7, Pliny8 and Aulus Gelliusg, are

reputed to have included coronae civicae, obsidionalis, murales, aureae,

hastae, torques, armillae and phalerae, at a date (545 B.C.) when it is highly

doubtful if the system of award was nearly so sophisticated as is implied by
the great variety of decorations won, and when precious metals for the making
of these decorations would certainly not have been available in any quantity.
Bearing in mind, therefore, that many of the people and events may be
mythical, the literary record is still of great value for the light it throws

on republican practice regarding the award of dona, though not perhaps at the



exact dates of which it purports to speak.

CORONA NAVALIS, CLASSICA OR ROSTRATA.

0
According to Aulus Gellius1 the corona navalis was originally awarded

to the first man to bo ard an enemy ship in a sea battle; a similar opinion

11
is expressed by Festus « There is, however, no example in either literature

or epigraphy of a crown being awarded for such an exploit. From the republican
period we know of two occasions on which a crown was awarded in connection

with a naval battle, but on both of these occasions the recipient was the
commander, Varro in 67 B.C. and Agrippa in 363.0.12 Pliny is the only author

to attest Varro's having won it , for Seneca believed that Agrippa was the

1
only recipient of the naval crown 3, and Livy that Agrippa was the firstfge
4

awarded it1 « It has been suggested that corona navalis and the corona

rostrata are different from one another, the former, as described by Gellius,
being awarded to the first man to board an enemy ship, the latter, superior
in dignity, being given to a commander who destroyed a whole fleet., This
hypothesis is not borne out by the evidence. Pliny, who describes the crowns

15
of Varro and Agrippa as coronae rostratae , refers elsewhere to the corona

16
rostrata as one of the types of crown given to soldiers . Livy describes

17 18
Agrippa's crown as navalis as does Seneca , while Velleius Paterculus calls it a

19

corona classica "« The three terms appear to be interchangeable, the term

rostrata being simply a more descriptive way of referring to a crown which

was decorated with the beaks of ships or rostrae. Gellius describes the corona

20
navalis as 'navium rostris insignita’; Virgil, speaking of Agrippa's crown,

21
writes 'cui belli insigne superbum tempora navalia fulgent rostrata corona'

22
while Dio calls it a gold crown decorated with ships' beaks « This reference

to the crown being made of gold is consistent with the evidence of Gellius:



23

‘et muralis autem et castrensis et navalis fieri ex auro solent' . A

o 24
corona navalis is depicted on coins of M. Agrippa (fig. 1a) .

The term corona rostrata is not attested at all in the imperial period

when the crown is described as either classica or navalis with no distinction

whatever made between the two, Had the corona rostrata been a more

elevated type of crown it is surely this which would have survived as the
decoration of the senators. Perhaps because of the extreme rarity with which
it appears to have been awarded during the Republic, the naval crown became
characteristic of the consular: in no instance, except possibly the case of
Valerius Festus (Nr.9) is it ever awarded to a man of lower rank, and it is

the corona navalis which is the one crown omitted from the dona of the

praetorian prefect which, in all other respects, are identical to those of
the consular govenor or comes.

Any connection which the award originally had with sea battles was thus
soon lost, though the naval origins of the crown were stressed as late as

A.D. 44 when Claudius set up a corona navalis along with a corona civica

on the gable of his palace in commemoration, according to Suetonius, of his

2
victory over Oceanus .

CORONA MURALIS (o-é pvos T Uf:xwrbs )

The earliest mention of a corona muralis is contained in a passage of

Polybius which refers to a gold crown being awarded to the first man to mount
the wall at the assault of an enemy city26. Although the crown is not called
specifically a mural crown, the allusion is clearly to the same award which

Gellius describesz.-7 muralis est corona qua donatur ab imperatore qui primus

murum subiit inque oppidum hostium per vim ascenditj;idcirco quasi muri pinnis

decorata est. Et muralis autem et castrensis et navalis fieri ex auro solent:

Servius, the fourth century commentator om Virgil, was also aware of the original



significance of the corona muralis though it had ceased to be awarded

in the traditional manner long before his timej 'muralis dabatur ei qui

2
prior murum ascendisset! The mural crown was evidently a much coveted

award, and Livy records a unique example of open contest for a military
decoration when two soldiers, a centurionand a marine, both claimed to

have been the first over the wall in the siege of New Carthage (210 B.C.)29

It is unlikely that the Corona muralis was awarded very frequently, for few can

have been first to scale an enemy wall and have lived to enjoy the distinction
which their courage had earned,

In the Principate the mural crown lost its traditional meaning and came
to form part of the set combinations of award presented to officers of
the rank of centurion and above. It appears however to have retained

soma significance, for while the corona vallaris was commonly awarded to

centurions the muralis was awarded but rarely, suggesting that it was,

30
perhaps, rather harder to earn .

The Greek equivalent of the corona muralis was the<ﬁé?dﬂ5Tnyﬂf5.

This is most clearly illustrated on the bilingual inscriptions relating
to Sex. Vibius Gallus (Nr.210) which give the Greek and Latin equivalents

for all the types of military decorations involved: thus coronis muralibus

III Vallaribus II becomes or. TupydToig yy’TaXuyﬂﬁSﬁS « Hence IGR's
translation of the Gt <g] |yixos won by Ti. Claudius Heras, as a corona
muralis is suspect (Nr.72), as is Dessau's rendering of the GT.T%JXﬁeqs

of A. Pomponius Augurinus (Nr.94) likewise as corona muralis; in both cases

the vallaris should be substitited .

21
Aulus Gellius describes the mural crown as muri pinnis decorata which

accords with the description of Silius Italicus of a muraliZ(s) cinctus turrita

corona.32 This turreted crown is depicted on a number of military inscriptions,



notably that of Vibius Gallus (Fig.3), where it is clearly labelled as a

mural crown and carefully distinguished from the corona vallaris by being

curved in outline where the latter is straight. Taking this difference in
outline as a criterion by which to distinguish the otherwise very similar
types, the crown won by Sulpicius Celsus becomes a corona muralis as stated
in the 925235?3, and not a vallaris as in the original publicatiozh (figelt),
while the crowns depicted on the frag¢mentary Text III 11667 (fig.5a) are also

murales.

CORONA VALLARTS or CORONA CASTRENSIS (Greipavas Teid7og or Tafikos )

The corona castrensis is described by Aulus Gellius35 as the crown awarded

to the first man to fight his way into an enemy camp, ahd this is evidently
36

the same sort of crown referred to by Valerius Maximus as a corona vallaris;

vgllarem coronam ei se servare dixisset a quo castra erant oppressa.

Accoxing to Gellius this crown was made of gold and insigne valli habent?7

a description which is consistent with that of Festus; castrensi corona donabatur
38

qui primus hostium castra pugnando introisset, cul insigne erat ex auro vallum .

The best known pictorial representation of a corona vallaris appears on the

tombstone of Sex. Vibius Gallus (fig.3) where it looks, to all intents and
purposes, more like a wall than the ramparts of a camp; it differs from the
mural crown onl;féeing square rather than round in section, and must have borne
a greater resemblance to a good Roman turf-built rampart than to the enemy camps
which the Romans will have met in the field. Guicharngbelieved the corona
vallaris to be ornamented with the palisades used in forming an entrenchment,
but his reconstruction, based on this surmise, is purely conjectural, taking

no account of the Gallus stone, of the existeace of which he was apparently

unaware. A number of coronae vallares are also shown decoratimg praetorian

standards .



In the Principate the corona vallaris lost its original significance and,

like the corona muralis, became part of the standard awards made to officers of

the rank of centurion and above. It is the type of crown most commonly awarded

to the centurion, the corona muralis being awarded very rarely; this perhaps

reflects the relative value placed upon the two crowns in the republican period.

Ly
The Greek term for this crown is most clearly illustrated by the Gallus stone .

CORONA AUREA (oreyavos Xpusovs )

Gold crowns without any more specific designation were used as military
decorations to reward a variety of different exploits not covered by the other
crowns of more limited type. T. Manlius and M., Valerius were awarded the

k2
corona aurea for fighting and slaying an enemy in single combat , while the son

of Calpurnius Piso was nominated for the honour by his father because he had

b3

fought with great courage in several encounters during the Slave War in Sicily .

As with all other types of crown in the republican period, the corona aurea was

awarded regardless of the rank of the recipient and there are literary records
of its having been won by ordinary soldiers, tribunes and generals, and on one

occasion by an admiral .

Because of its lack of precise meaning the gold crown was easily assimilated
into the imperial scheme of dona, where it appears to have remained the lowest of

the types of crown available. It was the corona aurea which was awarded to

45
evocati ~, when full centurions received, on the majority of occasions, a

vallaris, or, rarely, a muralis.

A corona aurea is depicted on the tombstone of Sex. Vibius Gallus, where it

has the appearance of a wreath tied at the back with ribboms. (fige3). The
resemblance between this crown and those of C. Allius Oriens (fig.6) suggests
that these too are aureae, as probably also are those of BPurtisius Atinas (figda)

Gavius Celer (Fig.3) and Leuconius Cilo (Fig.9).



CORONA CIVICA or QUERCEA (G-rén/a\/os Jpoives )

L. most | |
The corona civica was regarded by the Romans as the second, prestigious

of all the military crowns and stringent conditions were imposed upon the
would-be recipient: these conditions are described in some detail by Aulus
Gellius ard by Plinyus. The narratives of these two authors agree in all
particulars though the latter gives much the fuller account. The corona

civica was awarded to the man who saved the life of a Roman citizen and

held, for the test of the day, the place where the exploit took place.

Further, the person rescued must himself admit the fact, witnesses to the

deed being of no value in establishing worthiness for the award. Auxiliaries
were not eligible for this decoration which could be won only by citizen troops,
while the honour involved was eqmal whether the man rescued be a ranker or a
general, Great prestige was attached to the award; according to Pliny, the

man who won it could wear it for the rest of his life; when he appeared at the
games he had the right to sit by the senators who would rise at his entrance.
Moreover, the recipient, his father and paternal grandfather were exempted from
all public duties. The earliest reference to a civic crown, here called a
crown of oak, comes in a passage of Caecilius Statius; the passage is fragmentary
and the context lost47. Polybius describes a crown, to which he gives no
specific name, which is perhaps the prototype of the corona civica from which it

48

differs in a number of important respects . Polybius speaks of a crown given

by any citizen or ally (i.e. non-citizen) to a man who had saved his life; the
award, if not made freely, was made under compulsion and for the rest of his
life the rescued had to reverence his rescuer as a fathers This father-son
relationship between rescuer and rescued is mentioned also by Cicero when

speaking specifically of the coroma civica and the reluctance of men to take

on the great burden of being under the same obligation to a stranger that they

owe to a parent.



Unlike the other types of crown to which reference has been made, the

corona civica appears never to have lost its original meaning and been

assimilated into set schemes of imperial donas The literary records of

civic crowns being won in the traditional republican manner goes as late

as A.D. 50 when M. Ostorius was decorated for saving the life of a Roman

citizen during the revolt of the Iceni in Britainso, and the system was

evidently still unchanged at the time of Corbulo's march into Armenia in

A.D. 62 in connection with which Tacitus speaks of the winning of crowns for
51

the saving of citizen lives” « This is the latest literary reference to the

corona civica (except where used as an imperial emblem; infra p, 9 ) though

the very latest allusion to it dates over a century later to the Severaq@eriod

when C, Didius Saturninus (Nr.153) won a corona aurea civica. G.R. Watson

suggeste that this is a new type of award introduced by Severus and open, not

to all ranks as was the old corona civica, but to centurions. This is doubtful.

It seems unlikely that a new type of award would be introduced at a period when
the whole practice of giving dona was on the wane, and even if it were it would
surely not be called by more or less the same name as another type of award, the

tradition of which was still alive at the time. The fact that no corona civica

is attested in the period from Vespasian to Severus can be explained quite
plausibly by lack of evidence, for most of what we do know about civic crowns
comes from the literary record which is by mo means at its best in the post-
Tacitean period. Further, a great deal of the late first and second century
fighting on the borders of the Empire was done by auxiliary troops who, as none

citizens, were not eligible for the coroma civim. The decorations of Didius

Saturninus are best explained as comprising two crowns, a corona civica and a

corona aureas

The corona civica is well attested as having been made of ocak leaves; unlike

the muralis, vallaris, classica and aurea it had no intrinsic value whatever - no




price could be put on the life of a Roman citizen - its value lay entirely
53
in what it signifieds According to Pliny the leaves of any oak-bearing

tree could be used, though originally it was made of the holm oak (ilex)5;4

it is a corona iligna to which Caecilius Statius alludes. Later, preference

was given to the winter or Italian oak (2esculus)or whatever tree was growing

in the particular locality. Plutarch considers the reason for the use of the
oak;, he puts forward three suggestions55. Firstly, it is easy to find an
abundance of oak-leaves everywhere on campaigh; secondly, the oak is sacred

to Jupiter and Juno who are regarded as guardians of the City (therefore fittingly
bestowed on one who saved the life of a citizen); thirdly, because of the
Arcadians, early colonists of Rome, who were called acorsd eaters in an oracle

6
of Apollo5 s Doubtless all this speculation on the part of the ancient

authors contains much that is pure myth, much that is legend about something,
the truth of which had already in Plutarch's day become lost in the mists of
time.

A corona civica is depicted on the tombstone of M.Caelius (fig.10); the

leaves are very clearly of oak with the acorns still attached. It is probable
that the crown won by Sertorius Festus (fig.11) is a civica, though in this
case the point is not so clear, Civic crowns appear also on a number of coins

from the time of Augustus onwards, bearing the legend ob cives servatos (fig.1b).

As Dio recordss7, Augustus was granted the right to hang the crown of oak over his

residence to symbolize his being victor over his enemies and saviour of the
citizens; this same honour was voted to subsequent emperors who, likewise, used
the motif on their coins. The honour awarded to Augustus is duly recorded in

the Monumentum Ancyranum, in the Greek text of which we find the Greek equivalent

of corona civica; €T. Jpuives ~ e

Soldiers who received the corona civica:

8th C. B.C. Hostus Hostilius Pliny, XVI. 11
5th @. B.C. C. Marius Coriolanus Plut. Cor. III.2.



5th.
Lth.

3rd.
2nd

1st
1st
ist

C.

"

L1

B. C.
B.C.

B.C.
B.C.

B.C.
A‘D‘
A.D.

Late 2nd.
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Siccius Dentatus (x14)
M. Manlius Capitolinus (x8)
Publius Decius.

Scipio Africanus.
Aemilius Lepidus.
Spurius Ligustinus (x6)
C. Iulius Caesar.

M. Caelius,

Q. Sertorius Festus,

M. Helvius Rufus.

M. Ostorius.

C. Didius Saturninus.

CORONA OBSIDIONALIS or GRAMINEA,

numerous (supra p.1)

Livy VI.xx.7; Pliny VII.103.
Pliny XVI.11

Val, Maxe. V.iv.2.

Val. Max. IIT.i.1.

Livy XLIT.xxxive11

Suet. Caes.Z2.
CIL XIII 8648
CIL V 337k,
Tace ann III.21
Tac. ann XI1,31; XVI.15
CIL XI 7264 = D. 919k,

= D022l+4

The corona obsidionalis was the most highly esteemed of all the Roman

military crowns and like the corona civica, it had no intrinsic value.

fullest account of the corona obsidionalis is that of Plinysg.
the

The

It was

awarded to,man who was responsible for relieving a siege, thus saving the

life, not just of one citizen as was the case with the corona civica, but of

numerous citizens, of a whole town or army .

who had been rescued upon him who had rescued them.

It was conferred by all those

The crown was made from

the grass or from whatever other plants grew on the site where the besieged

had been beleagured; the reason for this was symbolic; namgue summull apud

antiquos signum victoriae erat herbam porrigere victos, hoc est terra et altrice

6
ipsa humo, et humatione etiam cedere .

Because of the herbage from which it

62

was made the corona obsidionalis was also known as the corona graminea .

The siege crown was the oldest of the military crowns and the hardest to

win; thus the fabulous dona of Siccius Dentatus which comprised a total of

twenty-six crowns (in addition to torques armillae, phalerae and hastae)

included only one corona obsidionalis.

The last known occasion on which it

was awarded (excluding the doubtless spurious cases in the Augustan history)


http://VT.xx.75
http://XLII.xxxiv.11

was in the Social war of 91-88 B.C., and Pliny, listing all those whom

bhe knew to have won the crown, stated that nobody else up to his time had

received the distinction. It certainly was never interpolated into the

schematic imperial system of dona, but there is no evidence whether or not

it continued unchanged, hard to win and therefore rarely awarded and

recorded, or whether it died out altogether.

There are no certain representations of the corona obsidionalis to

show just what it looked like. It is possible that the inscription

relating to C. Vibius Macer (fig.12) may show one, since the crown depicted

there bears no resemblance to any other type of crown known.

Pliny records, further, that a corona obsidionalis was voted to Augustus,

the corona civica being deemed an inadequate honour for an emperor., However

this is not borne out by any other writers, and while the civic crown appears

frequently on Augustan coins, the siege crown appears not at all.

Soldiers who received the corona obsidionalis.

5th. C. B.C. L. Siccius Dentatus numerous (supra pel.)
4th. C. B.C. P. Decius Mus. Livy XXXVITI,1-2; Pliny XXIT.v,.
3rd. C. B.C. M. Calpurnius Flamma Pliny XXII.11.
" Q. Fabius Maximus Aulus Gellius V.vi.
2nd. C. B.C. Scipio Aemilianus. Vell.,Pat.l.xii.4; Pliny XXII.13
" Cn. Petreius. Pliny XXII.11
1st C. B.C. Sulla. Pliny XXII.12

CORONA TRIUMPHALIS.

(a) Corona laurea: worn by a triumphing general; 'laurus triumphis proprie

6
dicatur' 3, the laurel being a bringer of peace, the harbinger of rejoicing and

64
victory . According to Livy not only the triumphing general but his soldiers

too were crowned with 1aure165, and this is consistent with the scenes portrayed

in sculpture of triumphal processions of the imperial period, for example on the

Arch of Titus and on a panel from an arch commemorating the triumph of Marcus,

66

both in Rome .
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(b) Corona aurea triumphalis; Pliny describes how a crown of gold

was held over the head of a triumphing general by a slave67; both Aulus Gellius

. 6
and Festus indicate that the gold crown superseded the laurel 8. The scenes
depicting the triumphs of Titus and Marcus both show a winged victory

hovering behind the emperors performing, perhaps, the function of the slave.

CORONA OVALIS OR MURTEA.

The corona ovalis was worn by a general celebrating an ovatio or minor

triumph. The crown was made of myrtle, the shrub sacred to Venus, for as
Plutarch explains69, a minor triumph was awarded traditionally to a general who
had brought about peace by discussion, persuasion and argument, rather than

by bloodshed. Aulus Gellius adds that an ovatio was also awarded in place of
a full triumph if the war had not been declared in due form, if the enemy was

deemed unworthy, or surrender swift and bloodless: cui facultati aptam esse

Veneris frondem crediderunt, quod non Martius sed guasi Veneris gquidam triumphus.

70

foret .

CORONA OLEAGINA (Gregpdves  ‘erdives ),

According to Gellius71the olive crown was awarded to those who, though
not participating in person on a campaign, had nevertheless been instrumental
in bringing about a triumph. Apparently it could also be awarded to soldiers,
for Dio records that Augustus awarded olive crowns to the men who had been

72

victorious in the battle of A.D. 36 in which Agrippa defeated Sextus Pompeius'~,

ORNAMENTA TRIUMPHALIA /-

In the Principate the celebration of a triumph became the prerogative of
the Emperor and imperial family; triumphant generals received in lieu of a full

triumph the ornamenta triumphalia, triumphal honours which presumably comprised

the tunica palmata, toga picta, eagle sceptre and laurel crown and branch, all
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. 74
the trappings of a triumph. The practice was instituted by Augustus ,

75

the first person to enjoy the honour Tiberius .

VEXILLUM  ( 009&iANos )

It is not clear when the vexillum first came to be used as a military
decoration: it is attested comparatively rarely in the literature relating
to the Republican period, and is not included in Polybius' list of decorations.
The vexillum must have been introduced some time in the Republic for it is
mentioned by Sallust in connection with Marius and the Jugurthine war, when
Marius includes a Vexillum among the dona he had won76. Reference to a
vexillum is also made by Silius Italicus in the Egg;g§77, but it is possible
that Italicus is here being anachronistic for while the second Punic war dates
to the late third century B.C., Italicus was writing at the end of the first
century A.D. Sallust, on the other hand, himself dates to the republican
period; he was writing within about sixty years of the events he records and
is dealing with?specific well-known historical figure. It is thus safest to
regard the late second century B.C. as the first trustworthy reference to a

vexillum as a military decoration. The next one dates to 31 B.C. when Agrippa

u .
was awarded a vexillum caerulem in recognition of hishaval victory at the

battle of Actium78.

In the Principate the vexillum became one of the standard decorations
for officers, though here its earliest datable appearance is Neronian
(L. Nonius Asprenas, Nr.29); it is not attested among the dona of either
equestrians or senators im the period up to and including Claudius though the
evidence, as regards the equestrians at least, is relatively plentiful .

At no time during the Empire does the vexillum appear to have been awarded
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to an officer of lesser rank than praefectus castrorum; it is possible

) ] 80
that a primus pilus could win one, but evidence is lacking .

The yexillum awarded to Agrippa was blue in colour, and therefore,
presumably, made of fabric as was the normal flage. However, Josephus,
describing the distributions of dona by Titus after the siege of
Jerusalem, speaks of silver vexilla?1 which is consistent with the evidence
of insdription582. Two vexilla are depicted on the stone relating to
Sex. Vibius Gallus (Fig.3) and one on that of Sulpicius Celsus (fig.l)

though it is not clear whether this latter example is a military decoration

or a standard.

HASTA PURA. (dopv Ms@upbv )

The earliest reference to the hasta as a military decoration is by
Polybius83, who states that it was awarded to a man who had wounded an enemy
not in ordinary battle or at the storming of a city but only when single
combat has been entered into voluntarily in circumstances when danger could,
if desired, have been avoided. It is not known if these conditions continued

for long to be imposed - Festus is rather vague about the terms; Romani fortes

84
viros saepe hasta donarunt - but certainly in the Principate it had lost its

original significance and was included in the awards made commonly to officers

of rank of senior centurion and above, and rarely (only one case is attested),

85

to men of lesser rank ~« Helvius Rufus (Nr.163), the one miles gregarius

to win a hasta, received it in recognition of an exploit in which he saved

the life of a Roman citizen, subsequently being presented with a corona civica.

It is interesting to speculate whether perhaps Helvius Rufus won the hasta for
fulfilling the conditions expounded by Polybius, that is he had killed in single
combat the man who threatemed the life of the gitizen whom he rescued, though

jt is very probable that by this date (A.D.18) the traditional significance of

the award e had been loste
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Hastae are depicted on the funerary reliefs of Purisius Atinas (fig.7a)
and Vibius Gallus (fig.3); in each case they resemble normal spears in size

and form. However, a passage in Servius' commentary on the Aenead86—

pura iuvenis qui nititur hasta id est sine ferro - has given rise to the

belief that the hasta pura had no head. In support of this theory have

been adduced two coins of M. Arrius Secundus, on which are depicted spears
with blunt ends, and which are clearly, from their context, military
decorations (fig.Zb,c)87. It is possible that poor workmanship may account
for the appearance of the spears on the coins, and that the passage in
Servius alludes notfto spears without metal (i.e. without heads) but to spears
without iron (i.e. made of some other sort of metal). This, however is rather
to force the evidence. It is possible that at some stage in its history the
form of the decoration altered radically. The coins of Arrius Secundus date
to c. 43 B.C.; the earliest known representation of a hastg&ura with a head,
that on a stone relating to Vivius Macer (fig.12), cannot date to many years

later, while the Purtisius Atinas stone (fig.7a) is certainly pre-Claudian.

TORGUES  (GTpeTros )

The barbarian peoples, Medes, Persians and Celts, with whom Rome came into
contact during her years of expansion, all used the torques as an ornament
and symbol of rank88, and it is probably through contact with these peoples
that there grew up the Roman practice of awarding the torques as a military
decoration. It was a short step, as Steiner points out89, from taking the

90
torgues from a slaim barbarian as booty to producing their own for distribution

as military awards.

There is no evidence that the torques was ever awarded for any specific
deed of bravery; it was one of the awards of the more general type. It is

well attested throughout the Principate when it was won by those of the

rank of centurion and below.
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The Roman soldier did not wear his torgues around his neck as did the
barbarian peoples, but fastened at the top of the chest below the shoulders;
they were normally, though not invariably, awarded in pairs. This is
illustrated by the tombstones of M. Caelius, Q.Sertorius Festus and Cn.
Musius (figs.10,11,13). There was no single standard pattern for the
military torques; the terminals of some were simple knobs (figse 10,14,15,16),
others rosettes (fig. 7b), yet others, snakes heads (figs.17,18 ). The

inscription relating to C.Iulius Aetor (Nr.164) mentions a torques maior,

a reference perhaps to one of the grander types. The fabric from which the
torques was made was silver or gold; Pliny91distinguishes between the silver
torques of the citizen and the gold one given to non-Romans, but this
distinction is of doubtful validitye In the Principate at least, non-
citizens did not receive military decorationsga, and the author of the

de bello Hispaniensi records the grant of five gold torques to the perfect

93
of the turma Cassiana ; similarly, the torques to which Josephus refers
ok

are of gold” + Though auxiliaries as individuwals could not win dona, the

auxilia as units could; torques were used in this context as is apparent

from the naming of the units honoured. with the title torquata or bis torquata.

The torgues probably decorated the standard of the unit concerned,

Begetius, listing the principales of the antiqua legio, refers to torquati

9
simplares and torquati duplares, which implies some connection between rank

and the winning of the torques, a case analogous, perhaps, to that of the

cornicularius and the corniculum in the republican period97.

ARMILLAE or CALBEA

Armillae autem proprie virorum sunt, conlatae victoriae causa militibus

ab armorum virtute.98 Armillae as military decorations are well attested

in the inscriptions of the Priniipate when they were awarded, frequently in

combination with torques and phalerae, to milites, and (with the addition of

a crown) to evocati and centurions. References to armillae in the republican
gyvocals a2
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period are much less common. Livy mentions them in a context dated to
295 B.C. when they were awarded to commanding officers and men alikegg.

100
In 89 B.C. they were included in the dona awarded to the turma Salluitana,

. . 101
and in 47 B.C. were given to an equess Siccius Dentatus is said, by the

o . 102
majority of wiiters who refer to him, to have won 160 armillae .

103
The term calbeum for armilla is attested by Festus ; Calbeos armillas

dicebant guibus triumphantes utebantur et quibus ob virtutem milites donabantur.

Zonaras too mentions that armillae were won by triumphing generals1o? but this
fact is not borme out by the evidence of reliefs.

According to Pliny102rmillae were awarded only to citizens, a statement
which is incapahle of verification since there is a dearth of evdidence for
the Republic and certainly in the Principate no non-citizen could win any
decoration. However, armillae were certainly awarded to non-citizen units
as a whole, as is attested by the title armillata borne by the ala ?iliana106

There appears to have been no single standard pattern for military
armillae; reliefs show them as broad and flat (fig.10), spiral (fig.3)
snake-like (fig. 7b,15,18) and plain rings (figs. 6,19,20,21). Where the
fabric from which the decorations were made is specified it is either silver
or gold 307.

PHALERAE ( pdp )
The term phalera was used in the ancient world to designate a number

108
of different things from the badge of rank of a magistrate , to the ornaments

on a helmet1o? pendant ornaments on a horse's harnessq1? and decorated and
embossed discs worn on the chest. It is this last category which is of
particular concern in the context of dona, and to a certain extent the

the penultimate one also. The earliest reference to phalerae as military
decorations comes in Polybius111who states that they were awarded to cavalry,
while the equivalent award for infantry was the patella (%N&)Q ).112

The difference between the phalera and the patella is not clear but the
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fact that only cavalry received phalerae suggests that, at this early date,
the phalerae used as a military decoration were horsetrappings. How long
this distinction persisted is not clear, but in 89 B.C. cavalry were getting

113
both phalerae and patellae “and by the Principate phalerae were being awarded

to both foot and horse soldiers and the patella had completely disappeared.
None of the other literary allusions to phalerae makes it clear whether the

114
recipient is infantry or cavalry.

Phalerae are illustrated on a number of funerary monuments. Some,
such as those of M. Caelius, Q. Sertorius Festus, C. Marius, M. Pompeius
Asper and Lucius (fig.s 10,11,22,19,23), were finely decorated with rosettes
and the heads of animals and gods in high relief; others were plain discs with
a central boss, for example those of Cne Musius, Vibius Macer, Q. Cornelius,
Me Petronius Classicus and the knknown of XIII 7556. (figs.13,12,20,24,25).

Thus, phalerae, like torques and armillae were not of a single standard

design. The significance of the different types is not clear, and the
variations certainly do not coincide with the variations of rank; Cn.Marius
was no more than as eques when he received his highly decorated discs, while
Cn. Musius was probably an aquilifer and M. Petronius Classicus and Vibius
Macer centurions when they received their relatively plain decorations.
Phalerae were normally, though not invariably, awarded in sets of nine, though
Sertorius Festus has only seven and M, Caelius only five. Only one complete
set of phalerae has, to date, been found, and this at Lauersfort near Krefeld.
The set is composed of nine circular and ome crescent shaped piece, all
beautifully worked in high relief with the heads of gods and animals. They
are made of bronze with silver plating (fig.}'].)j15 It is possible that a
set of bronze plaques found at Newstead are the backing plates for phalerae;
whatever they were, the owner, Domitius Atticus, evidently valued them, for
he scratched his name on the back11? According to literary descriptions,

phalerae were normally made of gold or silvere. Suetonius records that Augustus
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117
rewarded valour with phalerae and torques of silver and gold, and

precious metal must still have been in use in A.D. 69 when the soldiers

supporting the cause of Vitellius, instead of giving money, handed over

their ghalerae.118

TORQUES, ARMILLAE ET PHALERAE.

The practice of combiéélwithin a single award torgues armillae and

halerae, so well attested in the inscriptions of the Principate, clearly
has its antecedents in the republican period. The earliest example of

such a combination is the award made to the Turma Salluitana (Nr.119)

in 89 B.C. This is followed in the period of Caesar's Gallic Wars
by the text relating to C. Canuleius (Nr.144) who, as a legionary evocatus,

won torgues, armillae, phalerae and a corona aurea, precisely the same

scale of award as was invariably received by the praetorian evocatus of
the Principate.s Thus, the dona of the Empire, though considerably more
schematic than those of the Republic, presented nothing revolutionary;
rather, practices which had already been developing were stablized and the
system as it affected the common soldier appears simply to have been
reduced in its scope by the exclusion of the majority of types of crown.
from the dona of all below the rank of centurion (or, with respect to

the praetorian guard, below the rank of evocatus).

4
PATELLA ( piddn )
.19 s e . ‘s .
Polybius y listing the different typcs of military decorations,
gives \P|;)q as the award made to the infantryman who killed an enemy.
It is probably to be equated with the patellae awarded in 89 B.C. to the
men of the turma Salluitana (in addition to cornucula, torques, armillae,

120
phalerae and frumentum duplex) « The most plausible interpretation of the
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of th ; : 121 -
e patella is that given by Jahn who believed it to be a simple

embossed disc; since the men of the turma Salluitana received both

phalerae and patellae it is clear that these were still at that time
two distinct types of award.

There are no further references to patellae as military decorationms,
a fact which suggests that the distinction between the patella and the
phalera was subsequently lost axi the ternm phalera came to apply to all

types, plain or embossed.

CORNICULUM,

With the one exception of the award made in 89 B.C. to the turma

123

Salluitana ', the cormicylum as a military decoration is attested only

in literature and belongs largely, if not exclusively, to the republican
period. It is first attested in a passage of Livy, in the context of

an event of the year 293 B.C., when Papirius Cursor awarded cornicula

i . U -2
and gold armillae tc his cavalry after the battle oé@qallonla . Two

further literary allusions refer to events of the second and first

125
centuries B.C. One other passage may be relevant, and that is a fragment

126
from Fronto which belongs to an account of Trajan's Parthian wars H

Multos militum imperator suo gquemque nomine proprio atque castrensi

ioculari appellabat. PiorOSesssseesssccecessseesseovel corniculowed

vel aereo vel DArtim eeeceeeCULUSQUCeessseohnerede usu militari rensiones

hostium spoliis feroces, guas saepe victor et triumphos celebrans viris

lepatis invidisset. The extract is too fragmentary at the relevant point

for any certainty, but the whole context does suggest that the corniculum
where referred to is a military decoration. Doubt, however, arises

from the fact that no inscription of the Principate includes cornicula
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among the dona recorded,

The precise nature of the corniculum is not known but it was
possibly some type of helmet decoration; this would be consistent
with a passage in Pliny which refers to a hunter who used to carry

127
his ravens into the forest insidentes corniculo umerisque .

Buttner, however, argues that what is meant is a small spear.128

It has been suggested that the term cornicularius, which came to

designate a particular military post, was originally the title used
of the men who had won a cornmiculum. The suggestion is incapable

of either proof or disproof,

CATENA,

Livy gives the only example of the use of the CATENA as a military

decoration, awarded, in this case, to a cavalryman in combination with

129
FIBULAE which, likewise, are not attested elsewhere as dona.
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CHAPTER 2,

THE AWARDING OF DONA.

I. Who Awarded Decorations?

A. The Republic

It is clear from the literary evidence that the person responsible
for the awarding of doma in the republican period was the imperator, the
victorious general commanding the army concerned. The evidence is entirely
consistent on this point and a few examples will suffice. Polybius describes
how the general calls an assembly of the troops, praises the men and distributes

the awards1. Livy records how Marcus Manlius had, on forty occasions, been

2
decorated ab imperatoribus , and how it was Scipio who had to decide between

rival claimants for a corona muralis and bestowed the award on boths. Caesar

is shown on a number of occasions decorating his troopsh, while Valerius
Maximus states that Calpurnius Piso, having just delivered Sicily from the

Slave war, distributed awards to his troops imperatorio more? Finally, an

inscription dating to the year 89 B.C., records the grant of Roman citizenship

and dona militaria to equites of the turma Salluitana, by Cn. Pompeius,

6
imperator.

The only exceptions to this rule concern the triumphal, civic and siege

crownse. The triumphal crown and everything concerned with the triumph, was the
responsibility of the Senate to bestow upon the triumphant general if it

deemed him worthy. The corona civica was, originally at least, bestowed

by the man whose life had been saved. This is made very clear by Polybius

who stresses how pressure should be brought to bear by the consuls upon any
man who failed to make the award of his own free will. However, this practice
did not survive the Republic, for by the time of Caesar at least it had fallen
to the general to make the award; Suetonius records how Caesar, having saved
the life of a fellow soldier while serving in Asia, was presented with the

corona civica, not by the soldier concerned but by M. Thermus, governor of

Asia.9 The third type of award not awarded by the general was the corona
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obsidionalis, which was presented by the persons whose lives had been

saved by the relief of the siege, Thus, according to Pliny 1O,it differs

from all other types of award (though not so radically from the corona civica);

ceteras omnes singuli et duces ipsi imperatoresque militibus aut aliquando

collegis dedere, decrevit in triumphis senatus cura belli solutus et populus

otiosus, graminea numquam nisi in desperatione supreme contigit, nulli nisi

ab universo exercitu servato decreta. Ceteras imperatores dedere, hanc solam

miles imperatori.

Be The Empire

In theory the rules governing the granting of dona during the principate
were the same as those which had applied during the Republic,. It was still
the imperator, the victorious general, who was responsible for the distribution
of awards, but in practice this almost invariab%y meant the emperor, or a member
of the imperial family, for it was the emperor alone who possessed imperium in
all but senatorial provinces, the provincial governors being only his legates
with delegated responsibilitye. Thus, in theory, proconsuls of senatorial
provinces should also have been able to give military decorations; and so it
was in practice, as is shown by the episode relating to Helvius Rufus who clearly

1
received his torques and hasta from the governor and not the emperor .

However, apart from this single isolated case there is no other attested example
of such an award, due perhaps to the senatorial governors' loss of responsibility
for dona, but more likely to the fact that the bulk of the fighting in the

empire was carried on in the area of imperial provinces, by legati Augusti pro

praetores The legions were bound to be where the trouble was, and where the
legions were the emperor had command. Indeed, on one occasion under Marcus
when trouble did arise ina senatorial province, Hispania Ulterior Baetica, this
province became temporarily imperial12, 50 had any military decorations been won

in the encounter it would again no doubt have been the emperor and not the
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proconsular governor who awarded them., There is one possible case of
decorations received in this campaign, that of P. Aelius Romanus (Nr.121),
but the inscription makes no mention of the awarding authority.

Hence, to all intents and purposes, it is only the emperor and his
family who appear as granting dona during the Principate though, according
to Suetonius, this was not so under Augustus and Tiberius. Suetonius
recorde that Augustus held those of his generals who had celebrated triumphs
ineligible for decorations because they themselves had the right to award

15

decorations , and again that Tiberius was led to rebuke some of his consulars
who commanded armies because they had referred to him matters concerning dona,
as though they did not have the right to bestow them themselves14. The
statement concerning Augustus is borne out by inscriptions recording Tiberius
awarding dona before he became emperog5, and that concerning Tiberius by the
texps which record Germanicus awarding dona to Fabricius Tuscus (Nr.793,

and Apronius, proconsul of Africa at the time of the war against Tacfarinas,
decorating Helvius Rufus (Nr.163). Suetonius' statement regarding the right of
proconsuls to award dona implies that he found it strange and from this it may
be inferred that the practice was no longer in force in his daye. It is unlikely
that this right was ever formally withdrawn but once the last legion had passed
into imperial control there will have been little or no opportunity for
senatorial generals to fight under their own auspices. The changes which came
over the system were not a matter of conscious policy but were purely pragmatic.

The awards made by the Emperor included the corona civica for, as in the

later Republic, it was no longer granted by the party whose life had been saved,

This is made explicit in the case of Helvius Rufus who received most of his

16

decorations from the proconsul but Caesar addidit civicam coronam; it is Tacitus

again who records how Corbulo, exhorting his disheartened soldiers, urges upon
17

them how honourable it would be to win the corona civica imperatoria manu.

There is no record of the corona obsidionalis ever having been won in the

imperial period, so the question who awarded it does not arise.



-30 =

The triumph was still the prerogative of the Senate to grant, but it
was now only the emperor who was eligible to be honoured in this manner,
for he alone was imperator and his generals were fighting not as independent
commanders but under his auspices. Suetonius records that Augustus allowed

. 18
his generals to celebrate full triumphs , but it is evident that this

concession did not survive his death, The ornamenta triumphalia, ghe

governors' substitute for a full triumph, is attested as having been granted
by emperor and by Senate, sometimes individually, sometimes the latter endorsing

19
the will of the former .

Althoughkhe emperor became the source of most military honours, it is
clear that since he was not always on the scene of battle, and even when he
was could not be everwhere at the same time, he would have to rely heavily
upon his commanders and their under-officers to put forward the recommendations
that would eventually lead to award. Not only the officers, but the meqkoo
appear to have had some say in the matter, for just as they could nominate their
colleagues for promotion to the centurionate, so too they could put forward
those whom they deemed worthy of receiving military decorations. This is made
explicity in the case of T. Camulius Lavenus (Nr.143) whose award was sanctioned

by the emperor after it had been voted by the army; ex volumtate imp. Hadriani

Aug., torguibus et armillis aureis suffragio legionis honorati. In this case

the ultimate authority remains the emperor; it is thus a very different matter

from the wholly unofficial decorations which were both voted and awarded

by the men themselves.

C. Unofficial dona.

In addition to military decorations awarded by properly constituted
authorities, there are a number of examples of decorations awarded by the
armies themselves, both to commanders and to men. The practice is attested
only in the first half of the first century A.D., and perhaps gave way to the

sort of thing of which there is evidence in the inscription relating to



Camulius Lavenus, that is, the men making recommendations for official

awardse. In all the cases of unofficial dona the decorations themselves

are rather irregular.

i Q. Cornelius Valerianus (Nr.77) was honoured by the army in which
he served as praefectus vexillationum, doubtless on the occasion
of the bellum Mithridaticum in A.D. 45. The record of his dona
is fragmentary, but they appear to have comprised statua, imagines: ,
coronae and clipea.

1i  C. Tulius Macer (Nr.166) had served as duplicarius of the ala
Atectorigiana and evocatus of the Raeti Gaesati when he was
presented by his comrades with a shield, crowns and gold rings.
The exact context for the award is unknown, but it belongs to
the very early years of the first century A.D.

iii  =---, Numenius (Nr.215) was honoured by the army in which he served
with a gold crown and other awards, the record of which is missing.
The inscription is gragmentary and yields no further information.

II. When were Decorations Awarded?

Both literary and epigraphic evidence point to the fact that there
was more than one occasion connected with each war when dona were distributed,
For example, M. Vettius Valens (Nr.209) was decorated twice in the course of

the bellum Britanpicum of Claudius and M. Valerius Maximianus (Nr.104) and C.

Aufidius Victorinus (Nr.4) twice in the German wars of Marcus and Verus.
Certainly one occasion for the distribution of awards was the triumph.
Suetonius records how, in 45B.C., Augustus received military decorations

20
at Caesar's African triumph , Militaribus donis triumpho Caesaris Africano

donatus est - and how Claudius, on the occasion of the British triumph in

A.D. 44, gave Posides his eunuch a hasta pura, along with soldiers who had
21
served in the field . A third reference to the granting of dona at a triumph

comes in Velleius Paterculus who tells how his brother was decorated by Tiberius
22
on the occasion of the Dalmatian triumph .

Not all the campaigns in which dona were awarded were concluded with a
triumph, and on these occasions it would appear that the distribution of awards

took place before the units of the campaigning army split up to return to their



their several places of garrison. There are numerous literary records

of the presentation of dona on the battlefield, immediately on the
conclusion of a successful battle. Polybius describes how, after a
battle, the general calls an assembly of the troops, brings forward

those whom he deems to have shown conspicuous valour, publicly praises

them and distributes awards. Suchwvas the practice in the mf%;%gggury

B.C. , but it does not appear to have changed over the years, for Josephus'
description of the ceremony which took place the day fmllowingzggpitulation

23
of Jerusalem in A.D. 70 is the same in all particulars . Titus called

an assembly, had the officers call out the name of every man who, in the

course of the war, had performed any outstanding exploit, publicly
24

praised them and distributed the dona. Livy alludes to similar scenes |,
as do Valerius Maximuszsand Ammianus Marcellinus26. This same practice
is attested epigraphically in the case of M. Valerius Maximianus (Nr.104)

ab imp. Antonino Aug.coram laudato et equo et phaleris et armis donatoe.

Thus, in theory the number of times within a single war in which a
man could be decorated is limited only by the number of successful encounters
in which he participated. However the inscriptions of the principate give
evidence of no more than two awards to any one person within a single
campaign and in the overwhelming majority of cases the soldier received but
one set of decorations in each war, though the dating evidence is never
sufficiently precise to ascertain whether this one set was presented on the
battlefield or at the triumph.

A notable divergence from normal practice is presented in the early
Flavian period, when the censorship of Vespasian and Titus appears to have
been used as an opportunity to reward Flavian supporters with a variety of

27
different honours including military decorations.

Another interesting situation arises in the case of the Parthian war
of Trajan, for the emperor who prosecuted the war had died before its

conclusions Some of the dona had, no doubt, been awarded on the field of
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battle, others must have awaited the successful conclusion of the war.

Trajan was given a posthumous triumph ob bellum Parthicum and there

seems no reason to doubt that dona would be distributed as normal on
this rather abnormal occasion. All the decorations recorded epigraphically

as having been won in this war are described as being given ab.imp. Traiano,

. a
a divo Tra%po (or some such variant), though it is obvious that they cannot

all have been given by the emperor in person. This need present no problem
for although most of the dona of the imperial period are recorded as having
been given by the emperor this does not necessarily mean by the emperor in
person but merely by imperial sanction, through his deputies. Such an
interpretation is consistent with the fact that, contrary to Ritterling's
belief?égggé were awarded for campaigns in which the emperor took no part

and for which there was no triumph. When would the emperor have had the

change to present the award personally on s:h occasions?

ITI. Decorations awarded for Campaigns in which the Emperor &id not

Participate and Triumph.

It was in discussion of the career of Velius Rufus2 that Ritterling
put forward the suggestion that from the time of Domitian onwards dona
were not awarded for campaigns in which the emperor did not himself
participate and triumph. This hypothesis, much repeated since Ritterling's
time, requires re-examination, for there are a number of exceptions, some

certain, some not so certain, to this rule.

A, Nerva; Bellum Suebicum.

There is only one example of military decorations being awarded during
the brief reign of Nerva, and that is the case of Q. Attius Priscus (Nr.63)

decorated ab imp. Nerva Caesare Aug.Germ.Bello Suebic., It is clear from the

account of the reign in the epitome of Dio, that the emperor Nerva was too old

and infirm to do active campaigning and that he did not, therefore, participate



in the Suebic war which was prosecuted by the future emperor Trajan,
then governor of Germania Superior. It was during the course of

. . 2
this campaign that Nerva adopted Trajan and appointed him Caesar.9 It

is impossible to ascertain whether Priscus received his decorations

before or after this adoption took place, that is before or after there

was at least a representative of the imperial homse in Germany. However,
in view of the fact that the dona were awarded by Nerva alone and not by
Nerva plus Trajan, it is probable that the award pre-dated the adoption.
Certainly in the Parthian war of Marcus and Verus, in which Verus alone went
east, the dona are generally awarded by Marcus and Verus, in one case by

Verus alone but never Marcus alone,

B. Domitian/Nerva/Trajan; Bellum Britannicum.

The emperor in whose reign fell, the bellum Britannicum in which C.

Iulius Karus (Nr.83) was decorated is not named, but it is clear from the
known details of Karus' career that the war dates to the period late
Domitian to early Trajan. Certainly the literary sources for this period
are defective, but there is no indication in the works of Tactus, the
epitomeof Dio, the letters of Pliny nor in the numismatic evidence to

suggest that any emperor went to Britain at this time.

C. Hadrian; Bella Britannica.
The emperor Hadrian visited Britain in A.D. 122, but the terms in
which his biographer records the visit do not suggest that he was

concerned with active campaigning.so Certainly there was ftrouble on the

northern frontier at the time of Hadrian's accession (Britanni teneri sub

31 )
Romana dicione non poterant” ), but it appears that the actual fighting

was largely over bythe time of Hadrian's visit and the decision to build a
wall across the Tyne-Solway isthmus as an attempt to solve the frontier

problem. There is some evidence, too, for campaigning in Britain in the



late 120'832 at a time when Hadrian was travelling in the eastern t
’ s g s parts

of the empire.

There are no certain examples of dona being awarded in these Hadrianic
wars, but there are a number of possibilities. One is the unknown of
XIV 2110 (Nr.112 and infra.p.36 ). The known timing of the career of
Q. Fuficius Cornutus (Nr.19) indicates the receipt of military decorations
in the late 120's or early 130's. The number of the legion concerned is
no longer extant and the name of the campaign was not specified but the
British war of the late 120's would, from the point of view of chronology,

fit nicely (though, equally, the bellum Iudaicum may be the war in question).

The third possible case of Hadrianic dona in Britain is that of ¢. Albius

Felix (Nr.124) centurion of XX Valeria Victrix, decorated by Hadrian in

an unspecified campaign. These dona are generally attributed to the

bellum Iudaicum to which a vexillation of XX V.V. is believed to have been

sent, accompanying the governor Julius Severu®g who was transferred east

from Britain to settle the Jewish problem, Such an explanation of the
decorations is rather unnecessary since there was campaigning in Britain
which could quite adequately account for the award. DMoreover, the suggestion

that XX Valeria Victrix sent a vexillation to the East rests largely on

the assumption that the dona of Albius Felix cannot have been won in Britain.

D. Antoninus Pius;
Pius' biographer in the Augustan history states explicitly that the

emperor did not conduct his wars in person35- per legatos suos plurima bella

gessit - so that in whatever campaign Cestius Sabinus (Nr. 146) was decorated,

I3

in . . . ..
and this is not clear, it carmot have been one/whlch Pius himself participated.

E., Marcus Aurelius; Bellum Maurorum.

P. Aelius Romanus (Nr.121) received military decorations from an

unamed emperor for his activities against the Mazices in Spain.  The most
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likely occasion for this disturbance was the reign of Marcus, when the

A tan hi S
ugustan history records trouble with the Moors in the early 170's .

The rebellion was put down by the imperial legates without the personal
intervention of the emperor who was, at that time, campaigning in Germany -

25

cum Mauri Hispanias prope omnes vastarent, res per legatos bene gestae sunt .

F. ? 5 Bellum Britannicum.
The unknown of XIV 2110 (Nr.112) was decorated in a British war which
must date to the reign of Domitian or later, since the man in question

subsequently held the post of praefectus vehiculorum, a post which is not

attested until the time of Trajan and was possibly created by Nerva36.

The only British war in the post-Flavian period in which an emperor is known
to have participated is that of Severus in A.D. 208-211. Certainly it
cannot be proved that the career in question does not belong to this period,
but an earlier date, referring to one of the British wars of the second

century, is equally likely.

Such, then are the cases of decorations in campaigns in which the
emperor did not participate. There is no evidence that a triumph was
celebrated in connection with any of these wars; nor, indeed were triumphs
celebrated for all the other campaigns in which dona were awarded and in
which the emperor took part. 37Suetonius, for example, indicates that no
triumph followed Domitian's campaign against the Sarmatiansag, and there

is no evidence for a triumph following Hadrian's Suebo-Sarmatian wars
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THE AWARDING OF DONA,

Notes.

Polybius VI.39
Livy VI, xx.7
Livy XXVI. x1viii.13-14

Bell. Afri. 86 ; Bell. Hisp. 26; Bell.Civ.III 53-6

Val. Max. IV. iii.10
D, 8888 (Nr.119)
Polybius VI.39

supra Pe 7

Suetonius, Julius Caesar 2.

Pliny XXII 7

Tace. ann. ITI. 21

SHA v, Marci XXI.1; XX11.9, 11; v. Severi II.h
Suetonius, Augustus 25.

Suetonius, Tiberius 32.

Nrs. 105,129,164,213.

Tac. ann, III.27

Tac. ann, XV.12

Suetonius, Aucustus 38

ey ———

cfe A.E. Gordon, Quintus Veranius, consul A.D. 49 University of

California Publications in Classical Archaelogy Vol II, Nr.5
(1952). Appendix II. Lists all examples known to the  author of
soldiers receiving ornamenta triumphalia or triumphal statues,

Suetonius, Augustus 8.

Suetonius, Claudius 28,

Vell. Pat. II cxve. 1

Josephus Degs VIL.10-15

Livy VII xxvie10; VII.xxxviie1-2; Xex1ive3-5; KAXTX oxocxi o 18,
Val. Max. LVIII.6

Ammianus XXIV.4.24.
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28.

29.

31.
324

33
3k,
350
36
37
38.

Nrs. 22’23

E. Ritterling, Zu den Germanenkriegen Domitiens am Rhein und Donau.
Jahreshefte VII (1904) Beiblatt 28ff. esp. 30, fn.10. Infra 37-36

SHA, V. Hadriani XI.2; XII. 1.
SHA, v, Hadriani V.2

E. Birley, Britain after Agricola. The end of the Ninth Legion
RBRA 20ff,

SHA V. Pii V.k.

SHA v. Marci XXI.1; XXII.11;_v. Severi IT.h.

SHA v. Marci XXI.1

Pflaum, Carr. 211, 296.

cf. Appendix I, Campaigns in which dona were awarded.

Suetonius, Domitianus - 6
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CHAPTER 3.

SENATORIAL DONA.,

The evidence regarding the senatorial scale of dona, like that of the
equestrian, belongs largely to the Flavian period and beyond, so that the
practice in the early Principate must remain something of a mystery. 1In
the later period it is clear that size of award was determined in large
part by the rank of the recipient, attaining, under normal conditions,

a maximum of four coronae, hastae and vexilla for the ex-consul. The

consular scale fluctuated little, if at all: in just one case, that of
L. Catilius Severus (Nr.10) three coronae are recorded instead of four and

here it may be suspected that the corona aurea has been omitted in error,

for what fluctuations there were in senatorial dona came (with the exception
of those of the Hadrianic period) in the number of vexilla and hastae,
the number of coronae remaining constants Once the scale of award was

established the corona classica became the characteristic award of the

consular; with just one possible (and explicable) exception in the case of
Valerius Festus (Nr.9) it is never awarded below the consulate and it is
noteworthy that the praetorian prefect, though he received only marginally
less than the consular, being awarded four hastae and four vexilla, received
only three coronae and the one which was omitted was the classica. Likewise,

a centurion, primus pilus or equestrian might be awarded a corona muralis,

vallaris or aurea but never a corona classica. Below the consulate the

variety of award was greater but again, once the scale had developed, a
maximum appears to have been established; in the case of commanders of

praetorian rank, three coronae, hastae and vexilla, and two of each for

the tribune.,

Steiner belived that senatorial dona haé been taken on the form in which

1
they are familiarly known by the Eespasianie period , however, this is not true



of the early Vespasianic dona, the granting of which was inextricably
bound up with the rewarding of loyal Flavian supporters for the part
they had played in the events of the Civil War and which are complicated
by numbers of extraordinary commands and the appointing of officers to
posts which, in the strict order of things, they were not qualified to

hold,

I Julio-Claudian Period.

A, Claudius.

Of the three examples of Claudian senatorial dona, one gives no
detail of scale, one is fragmentary and the other records the decorations
in full, Coiedius Candidus (Nr.15) was tribune of a legion when he
received three coronae and one hasta, while the ignotus of V 7165 (Nr.4k)
was probably a comes of consular rank when awarded at least three coronae
(including a classica) and an indeterminate number of hastae and vexilla,
This last case is too fragmentary to yield any useful information, and
the case of Coirdius Candidus conforms to later practice only in the

exclusion of the corona classica from the dona of an officer below consular

ranke
Be Nero.
The one example of Neronian dona,that of Nonius Asprenas (Nr.29),
is on an exceedingly generous scale comprising five coronae, eight hastae
and four vexilla awarded to a man who held only the rank of quaestor

(the omission of the corona classica from among the crowns is notable).

The size of the award is doubtless to be explained by the fact that it
was won not in regular battle but in the suppression of civil conflict
(it appears to be connected with the suppression of the Pisonian con-
spiracy); normally a purely civil official such as Nonius Asprenas would

have had no opportunity for the winning of military decorations.
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There is just one possible parallel to so generous an award and

that is connected with the Civil war of A.D. 69 (Nr.45).

ITI Flavian Period.

A, Vespasian and Titus.

The dona of the early Flavian period are inextricably bound up
with the politics of the Civil war, a fact which is amply illustrated
by the many anomalies among the decorations. It is to the year 69

that the single example of the award of a corona classica to a non-

consular is to be dated; this is the case of Valerius Festus (Nr.9)

whose four coronae, four hastae and four wvexilla should belong to his
legateship of III Augusta when he dealt with the trouble with the Garamantes,
However, the emperor concerned is not named and it is possible the award
was delayed until after the triumph of Vespasian and that its generous

size is connected with the somewhat dubious role which Festus played in

the events of 69? Similarly, Antistius Rusticus was only a legionary
tribune when he received dona on a scale which would later be associated
with a legionary legate; his command certainly dates to 69 when, as tribune
of IT Augusta, in addition to being involved in campaigning in Britain, he
will doubtless have been instrumental in bringing over II Augusta to the
Flavian cause. Neither Larcius Lepidus (Nr.26) nor - . Firmus (Nr,.40)
had been praetor when appointed to legionary commands, irregular promotions

which were due to the Civil war and which explain the irregular dona which

they were awarded, both ostensibly for service in the bellum Iudaicum.
Lepidus received three coronae but only two hastae and two yexilla, Firmus
three coronae, three hastae but no vexilla, The unknown of VIII 13536
(Nr.45) also participated in the Jewish war, winnring dona which included

at least two coronae murales and aureae and an indeterminate number of the

other types of awards. There may be two separate occasions of decorations

here, but, equally, it may be simply one occasion of a magnitude abnormal
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under ordinary conditions but not out of place in the context to which

it belongs; indeed, it provides the closest analogy to the case of Nonius
Asprenas (Nr.29 and supra p. 40 ), The single hasta awarded to Glitius
Gallus (Nr.22) is odd both in the size of the award and in that it makes

no pretence of having been won in regular battle. Gallus served neither

as tribune nor legate of a legion, nor does he appear ever to have governed
a province; the decoration dates to the censorship of Vespasian and Titus,
an unusual occasion for a military award and one which can be explained in
no other way than an open reward for a loyal Flavian supporter.

It is clear that the Vespasianic period must be considered somewhat
apart when tracing the development of senatorial dona, for there are
circumstances to be taken into account the like of which occur rarely
during the period under review. Yet, bearing in mind the extraordinary
conditions which applied, the dona of the early Flavian period are much

more closely akin to later dona in the proportions in which coronae, hastae

and vexilla were combined than is the single Claudian example of senatorial
dona. Indeed, the award received by Cn. Domitius Lucanus (Nr.16) as

praefectus auxiliorum omnium is on the scale which is henceforth to constitute

the standard award of the praetorian, and Lucanus was of praetorian rank
when he won it. His brother Tullus (Nr.17) received the same reward thoush
he had not yet been praetor, but this need be no more than a concession to
the fact that it would be grossly inequitable to give two men dissimilar
awards for doing precisely the same job, simply because they were of unequal
status. Indeed it points to the main weakness of a system of award based on
rank not merit and explains and justifies the need for just that flexibility
which was built into all grades of the structure.

B  Domitian.
A clearly recognizable hierarchical scale of award emerges under Domitianj

of the four cases which give in detail the dona of senators of this period one

is consular, one praetorian and two tribunician. Funisulanus Vettonianus(Nr.20)

held his third consular governorship when he received four coronae,four hastae
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and four Vexilla; Baebius Italicus (Nr. S) commanding a legion, received
three coronae, three hastae and an interminate number of vexilla. The
tribunician awards illustrate some flexibility. T, Tulius Maximus Manlianus

(Nr.24), as tribunus laticlavius, received two coronae, (Probably) two hastae

and one vexillum, while L, Roscius Aelianus Maecius Celer (Nr. 36), commanding
a vexillation subsequent to his legionary tribunate, received one vexillum

in excess of this.

IITI Trajanic Period.

The picture which emerges under Trajan does not differ at all from that
of the Domitianic period. The consulars Q. Glitius Atilius Agricola (Nr.21)
and Sosius Senecio (Nr.38) each received fourfold decoration, the latter on
two occasions, while the fragmentary texts relating to the ignoti of XII 3169
(Nr.50) and A.E. 1964, 192 (Nr. 53) each include four hastae and thus, by
implication, four coronae and four gexilla, for in only one case (with the
exception of the atypical Hadrianic dona) does the number of coronae fall
below that of the hastae and vexilla. Henc%ﬁis reasonable to suggest that the
stone mason who cut the inscription relating to L. Catilius Severus (Nr.10)

omitted in error the corona aurea . Two Trajanic legionary legates specify

their dona; L. Minicius Natalis received three coronae, three hastae and an
indeterminate number of vexillaj the ignotus of IGLS I 234 (Nr.54) received
three hastae, two vexilla and an indeterminate number of coronae; the former was
holding his second praetorian appointment, the text relating to the latter is too
fragmentary to draw any firm conclusions, but as the command held was a legionary
one it may well have been his first. Evidence is lacking for the tribunate

but there is no reason to believe that there would have been any variation

from the pattern attested under Domitian.

IV Hadrianic Periode.

Senatorial dona in the Hadrianic period split into two distinct classes;



the early ones, dating to the Suebo-Sarmatian war, continue the tradition
established in the Flavian period; Caesennius Sospes (Nr.7), as legatus
legionis, received the normal three-fold decoration of the praetorian,
Satrius Sep ( ) (Nr.3) the normal two-fold decoration of the
laticlave tribune. Later Hadrianic dona differ radically not only from
those that preceegl them but from one another; there is no recognizable

scale at all, no hierarchical concept and no internal consistency. Lollius
Urbicus (Nr.2) as imperial legate of praetorian rank, received one corona
and one hasta, the same award as was being made to senior centiirions at
this same period; and it is probably less than that won by Fuficius Cornutus

. . . t
(Nr.19) as laticlave trlbunea, and certainly less than,ggtal awarded to the

tribune C. Tulius Thraso Alexander (Nr.25) whose two hastae, one vexillum

and indeterminate number of coronae, could approximate more to the pre and
early Hadrianic type grant.

This contrast between early and late Hadrianic dona became apparent
only with the redating of the Sospes inscription (Nr.7 ) to the Hadrianic

L
period § hitherto its attribution to the Suebo-Sarmatian war of Domitian

had seemed to be confirmed by the comparative generosity of the awards
involved, and similar considerations had led to a similar dating for the
career of Satrius Sep ( ) (Nr. %7). The contrast is a striking one;
there is no evidence of it in equestrian dona, perhPas because there are

no early Hadrianic examples - the two known Hadrianic decorated equestrians

belong to the bellum Ié%icum and both received small awards. There are no

contrasts in the dona of the rankers and more junior officers, for here
Hadrianic practice did not differ to any extent from what had preceded it.
The reasons for this change of policy with regard to senatorial dona are
obscure; it may be part of the more general concern which Hadrian had with
military reform or, since only the upper orders appear, on present evidence,

to be involved, it may be a symptom of that mistrust which came over the

emperor in his later years with regard to the senate,
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V Antonine Period.

A. Antoninus Pius.

There is no example of the awarding of senatorial dona under Pius.

B.Marcus, Verus and Commodus.

This period saw a return to a set scale of award of the pre- and early
Hadrianic standard. The only apparent anomaly is the case of Claudius
Fronto (Nr.12) who was only of praetorian rank when he fought in the Parthian
war, yet received the dona of a consular. It is, however, probable that he
had been raised to the comsulate prior to the Parthian triumph in A.D. 166
and so received the award fitted to his present and not his past status.
There are four further examples of consular dona from the Antonine period,
all of comites of Marcus, Verus, and Commodus in the Parthian and German
warse. In all cases the record of the dona is fragmentary but in all cases
where restoration is possible four coronae fit best with, presumably, four
hastae and four vexilla. The two officers of praetorian status decorated at
this period each received the three coronae due to their rank, though their
awards differed from one another in the number of hastae. Antistius Adventus

(Nr.2) as lepatus legionis received three hastae and two vexilla while C.

Vettius Sabinianus (Nr.39) as governor of a one legion praetorian province
received two hastae and two vexilla. Domaszewski professed to find the case

5

of Antistius Adventus unintelligible” as indeed it would be in the completely

inflexible system which he put forward (He did not know of the inscription
relating to Vettius Sebinianus), The one Antonine example of the dona of

a tribune (Nr.57) is incomplete, but includes the normal two coronae and two

vexilla.

VI Severan Periode.

There are two cases of senatorial dona in the Severan period, Claudius
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Gallus (Nr.13) and the unknown of A.E. 1922,38, (Nr.51) but neither gives

any detail of the award received.

VIT Conclusion.

During the period under review the senatorial cursus, unlike that of
the equestrians, did not undergo any radical modifications, so that the
system of dona, once established, had little need of review. As a result
the scale of award remained remarkably constant; the two coronae of the
tribune the three of the ex-praetor and the four of the consular were
maintained unchanged, and the internal flexibility of the system exhibited

itself in the varying combinations of hastae and vexilla.

The foregoing survey has taken stock only of dated texts but there
is nothing in the undated material which in any way invalidates the
conclusions drawn. The one anomalous inscription of the ignotus of V¥ 36
(Nr.432) may well belong to an early period before the development of a
set scale; it is too  fragmentary to date with any confidence (though
Domaszewski belisved it to be pre-~Claudian and thus the earliest reference
to senatorial_ggg§6) or to reconstruct in full the dona to which it refers.

With the sole exception of the inscription relating to Flavius Aetius
(Nr.18 and infra p. 131 ) evidence for senatorial dona ceases in the
Severan periode. The failure of the two Severan texts to give any detall
of the award received makes it impossible, on present evidence, to determine
whether or not the system continued unchanged until its disappearance, or
whether some devolution had set in. Certainly changes were coming about
under Caracalla if not already under Severus, but the nature and extent

7

of these will be dealt with elsewhere ‘.



TABLE 1. THE DONA OF SENATORIAL OFFICERS,

The material is divided chronologically and subdivided according to the
status of the recipient at the time he actually earned the dona. Where
this differs from the presumed status when the decoration was conferred the

higher status is mentioned in parenthesks.
CORONA HASTA VEXILLUM,

I Julio=Claudian period.

A. Claudius
Tribunus
L. Coiedius Candidus trib.leg. 3 1 -
Consular

Vv 7165 comes 2+ ? ?

B. Nero
Ex-tribunus

L. Nonius Asprenas 5 8 b

I Flavian period

A. Vespasian

Tribunus

L. Antistius Rusticus trib.leg. 3 3 3
Ex~tribunus

Cn. Domitius Tullus praef.aux. 3 3 3

A. Larcius Lepidus leg. 1lesge. 3 2 2

-+ Firmus. trib.leg.vice.leg, 3 3 -
Lix-praetor

Cn. Domitius Lucanus praef.aux. 3 Zor2 3ore
M. Hirrius Fronto ? 2+ ? s

Valerius Festus. leg.leg. (cos.) L I A



VIII 12536

No military posts:
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flegslegl

status indeterminate

P. Glitius Gallus

Be.Domitian

Tribunus

Te Tulius Maximus

L. Roscius Celar

Ex-praetor

P. Baebius Italicus

Consular

L. Punisulanus Vettonianus

III Trajanic period

Ex~praetor

L. Minicius Natalis

IGLS I 123

Consular

L, Catilius Severus
Qe Glitius Atilius Agricola

e Sosius Senecio

1]

XII 3169

A.E, 1964, 192

IV Hadrianic period.

Tribunus
LA L

trib.leg.

trib.vexe.

leg.leg,

leg.prov,

lege.leg.

{legeleg

leg.prov,
leg.prove.
comes
comes
[leg.provq

?

CORONA

5[

-3

HASTA

(2]

LIV

B - T S

VEXILLUM,

3 or 2

«3



L'ribunus
Q. Fuficius Cornutus
-. Satrius Sey Jtus

Ce Iule Thraso Alexander

Ex-praetor

L. Caesennius Sospes.
Q. Lollius Urbicus

XI 6339

n
V. Atonine period.
7
A, Antoninus Pius

B, Marcus, Verus, Commodus

Tribunus

IRT 552

Ex-praetor

Q. Antistius Adventus

M. Claudius Fronto

C. Vettius Sghinianus

Consular

M. Pontius Laelianus

VI Severan

VII Undated
Tribunus
vV 326
VIII 25422
A.E. 1930, 79

Consular

I 3788
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trib.leg.
trib.lege.

[trib.slegs]

leg.leg.
legeimp.

legelege.

tribe.lege

legoleg.

leg.leg/lege.
exerc.aux.(cos.)

legeprove.

cones

trib.lege.
trib.leg.

[ trib.leg.]

f Jec.nraowld

CORONA

1+

e

HASTA

0

7

VEXILL

H

[2v]

[
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SENATORIAL DONA,

Notes.

Steiner p.88
cf. Tac. hist.II, 98, IV, 49-50

The size of the award made to Cornutus is impossible to determine with
any certainty; in date it could belong to the bellum Iudaicum, the
senatorial awards for which were small, or sliphtly earlier, to the
bellum Britannicum of the late 120's.,

He -G. Pflaum, La Chronologie de la Carriere de L. Caesennius Sospes,

Historia II, (1953-4), 431-446
2
Rangordnung 184+ fa 11

2
Rangordnung 184+ fn 6

infra p.129 , Post-Severan Dona
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CHAPTER U,

THE DONA OF THE MILITIA EQUESTRIS.

The evolution of the equestrian career structure during the first half
of the first century A.D., and its modification in the early years of the
second, carried with it the development of a system of military decorations
whose scale of award was matched to some extent to the grades of the equestrian
hierarchy. It is thus apparent that the changes and modifications within the
equestrian militiae should be reflected in the decorations received. But does
this in fact occur?

Steiner, in his short section on die dona militaria der hoheren Offiziere1

made no attempt to analyse in detail, specific cases of equestrian doma, but
simply set out a table of his conclusions, showing what reward might, in
general, be expected at any given ranke Steiner's classification is as
follows:

(i) 1 hasta pura + 1 corona (aurea, vallaris or muralis) to equestrian

officers who had not proceeded beyond the military tribunate.

(ii)1 hasta pura + 1 corona + 1 vexillum to equestrian officers who had not

advanced beyond praefectus alae.

(iii) 2 hastae purae + 2 coronae + 2 vexilla to senators up to the rank of

praetor,

Category (iii) is concerned with tribuni militum laticlavii and is therefore

largely irrelevant in the present context except that Steiner includes in this
category the case of M. Macrinius Avitus Catonius Vindex (Nrg6), whom he took
to be a senator at the time he was decorated (he was an equestrian adlected into
the senate after he was decorated), and whom he does not therefore discuss in
the detail warranted by the dona, which are abnormelly high for an equestrian.
Steiner's categories make no chronological distinctions in scale of award,
but classes (i) and (ii) are sufficiently broad to cover any minor, though not
major, modifications which there may have been in the system.

Domaszewski's section on the subject of equestrian dona is rather more
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ambitious in its scope tham is that of Steiner, making a chronological
distinction between pre-and post-Claudian practicea.

Ao Pre-Claudian.

1 hgsta pura + 1 corona awarded to the tribunus militum.

angusticlavius and to the praefectus equitum,

With the development of the equestrian cursus the praefectura cohortis

becomes the first step on the equestrian ladder and it takes over the
lowest scale of decoration: accordingly, the dona awarded to men in their
second and third militiae has to be augmented. A vexillum is added to the
decorations of the military tribune, and the cavalry prefect receives the
tribune's awards in duplicate.

Bs From the Claudian reform.

(i) 1 hasta pura + 1 corona awarded to praefectus cohortis

(i1)1 hasta pura + 1 corona + 1 vexillum awarded to tribunus

militum angusticlavius and tribunus cohortis.

(iii)2 hastae purae + 2 coronae + 2 vexilla awarded to praefectus eguitum,

This scheme is a very rigid one to which there are now more exceptions than
were indicated by Domaszewski, who weakened his argument by allowing no latitude
for variation of award within a sinple grade, but simply pointed to a reduction
of award under Hadrian and to one case of low dona, under Marcus. (Cominius
Clemens, Nr.74). Domaszewski made no attempt to relate his conclusions to those
of Steiner nor to discuss the disparities between thems.

The most recent attempt to work out the system of award to equestrians is
that of Tibor NagyB; his concern, however, is largely with the Trajanic and

Antonine periods and his theories will be discussed below under the relevent

sectionse.

I The Julio~ Claudian and Civil War periods.
In the pre-~Claudian period there was no proper career structure for the

equestrian, Of those posts which later formed the equestrian cursus, only one,
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that of tribunus militum was available in the Republic., The commands of

auxiliary units were added to this, but they also were not, at first, reserved
solely for equestrians, being held, up to the Flavian period, by native

princes, centurions and primipilares as well as by equestrians. Nor was

there in this early period any set order in which the posts had to be held.

The prefecture of a quingenary cohort could precede the military tribunate,

as later became standard practice, but, equally, it could follow it. Likewise
the prefecture of an ala could come before or after the tribunate. During
the period in gquestion all auxiliary units appear to have been quingenary,

milliary alae and cohor#s not emerging until the Flavian periodh; there is

thus, at first, no hierarchical concept whereby the commander of a milliary
unit must, by virtue of the greater number of men under his command, and his
greater responsibility, be regarded as superior to the man who commanded only
a quingenary unite.

Since the equestrian career structure was only just emerging at this
period it is hardly suprising that we do not find a developed hierarchy of
decorations to be awarded to the holders of these posts. The volume of epigraphic
evidence on this point is not large but what there is is consistent, a similar
award of one corona and one hasta being received by men in a variety of different
posts.

A, Pre-Claudian

-. Cornelius Neeo trib.mil, cor. aure. + hast. pure
C. Fabricius Tuscus praef. alae. cor. aur, + hast. pur.
L. Laetilius Rufus. trib, mil. cor. val. + hast. pur.

Be Claudian

C. Iulius Camillus evoc/trib.mil. core. aur. + hast. pur
C. Stertinius Zenphon tribemil. cor. aur, + hast. pur.
cf. also:

P. Anicius Maximus praef. castr. cor. aur. + hast. pur.
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To these can be added another probably Claudian case:

M. Stlaccius Coranus 2% cor. mur., + hast. pur.

Included in list B, is the case of P. Apicius Maximus who was

decorated as praefectus castrorum during Claudius' British campaign.

He himself never held any appointments in the equestrian militia but
is included here to illustrate the dona of the camp prefect at a time

when this post, though normally held by primipilares (as later became

the case, exclusively), could be held by an equestrian: witness the cases of Arrius
Salanus (X 6101 = D. 6285) and Vespasius Pollio (Sustonius Vespasianus 1,3).
These lists include two of the posts which later came to make up the

tres militiae, and in each case the award is one crown and one hasta; the

praefectus cohortis is not represented but on the above evidence there is

no reason to doubt that he too would have received the same scale of award.
This assumption would seem to be borne out by the case of M. Vergilius Gallus
Lusius (Nr.105), who received dona comprising two hastae and two coronae.

This is twice as large an award as can confidently be assigned to the military
tribune and cavalry prefect at the same period and must surely represent

two occasions of decoration. Admittedly, there is always the possibility of
deviation from the more normal scale of award - as becomes apparent from a
study of the dona of each and everygrade of soldier the system was far from
inflexible - but the weipght of evidence in this particular case is certainly

on the side of repeated decoration. The avard was made ab divo Aug.et Ti.Caesare

Aug. and it is worthy of note that on no other inscription are these two linked

as being jointly responsible for a single award? The first decoration might,

therefore, have been as senior centurion or primus pilus, the second as

praefectus cohortis, one from Augustus, the other from Tiberius. Alternatively

both awards may have been won within the duration of a single command.,

Another probable case of repeated decoration on this same scale 1s that of
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C. Purtisius Atinas (Nr.97). The decorations are not listed in the
text of the inscription but are sculpted on the stone. Two crowns
and two hastae are among the dona which remain (the bottom half of

the stone is broken away), and the extant portion of the text mentions

posts as praefectus equitum and primus pilus; decoration in each of

these posts with one corona and one hasta would, on analogy with the
cases quoted above, best account for the awards, However the possibility
cannot be ruled out that similar decorations could be won by a senior
centurion; such an award isfirst attested in the Domitianic period
(Nr.186) but not before, though this may be due to no more significant a
fact than lack of evidence.

One striking omission from the dona so far discussed is the vexillum,
the implication being that at this period it formed no part of the dona

of the militia equestris. And yet a vexillum has been restored to appear

among the awards received by Ti. Claudius Balbillus (Nr.71) who is commemorated
on a fragmentary inscription from Ephesus. In the original publication of

the two fragments by J. Keil7 the dona are given as|[corona--—e—vecemme—o——= et

hasta | pura @E_vexillo ——-], thq%pacing implying that more than orne crown should

be restored. Pflaum (Carr. Nr.15) suggests[corona murali et vexillo et hasta]

pura [----- « The awards were won in the bellum Britannicum of Claudius with

Balbillus holding the post of tribunus militum, at a period when the inclusion

of a vexillum is clearly an anachronism. One possible restoration, omitting
the vexillum, is given in the prosopography (Nr.71).

The evidence regarding equestrian dona in the period from the death of
Claudius to the accession of Vespasian is very slight, consisting of only
one inconclusive inscription (or two if one follows Steiner in dating the

corona and hasta of M. Stlaccius Coranus to the reign of Nero).  Sex.

Caesius Propertianus received the hasta pura corona aurea from an emperor

unspecified, in a campaign unspecified, during the Civil War period. Unfortunately

it is not at all clear what post Propertianus held when he was decorated, though
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Domaszewski, dating the evolution of the system of equestrian dona to the
reign of Claudius, belitved that the omission of the vexillum pointed to the

praefectura cohortis. The evidence is equivocal; of these examples which

Domaszewski quotes in support of his theory, the earliest is from the age
of Nerva; none of the Claudian inscriptions themselves support an evolved
system of decoration and this single immediately post-Claudian example

could be interpreted to support decoration as praefectus cohortis under the

new order or as either prefect or tribune under the old order.
Moreover, Suetonius tells us (Claudius 25) that Claudius attempted to

establish the order of posts as praefectus cohortis quingenariae, praefectus

equitum alae guingenariae and then tribunus legionis, so that any graduated

scale of dona that might have been initiated would have to be reversed when

8

the order of the second and third posts was reversed.

PRE-FLAVIAN EQULSTRIAN DONA

(1) In all cases the award is 1 corona + 1 hasta

P, Anicius Maximus, Claudian. praef.castr,
-, Cornelius N == . pre=Cl. trib.mil,
C., Fabricius Tuscus, Tiberiane. praef. alae
Sex. Caesius Propertianus. Nero/Vitell. pf.coh. /trib.mil,
C. Iulius Camillus. Claudian. evoc/ tribe.mil.
L., Laetilius Rufus. pre=Cle tribemil.
C. Purtisius Atinas, pre-Cl. PeDe

- pre=Cl. pf. alae
C. Stertinius Xenophon. Clavdian, trib. mil.
M. Stlaccius Coranus. C1/Nero, pfecoh/tr.mil/pfe.alae.
M. Vergilius Gallus Lusius. Augustan. DePe

_ Tiberian. pf.coh.

(ii) Scde of dona uncertain

Ti. Claudius Balbillus. Claudian. trib. mil,
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II. Flavian and Nervan Periods.

The quantity of epigraphic evidence for this period is, again, very
small. There are two cases of decoration by Vespasian, two by Domitian
and one by Nerva., The two Domitianic ones are of no value whatever for
the present purpose; the inscription relating to Ti. Claudius Alpinus
(Nr.70) does not specify what dona were won, while the other, that of
Cn. Octavius Titinius Capito (Nr.90), though it gives the awards as hasta

pura corona vallaris does not state in which units the man served, so that

it is impossible even to begin to work out in which post he was decorated.
The single inscription from the reign of Nerva is straightforward,

Qe Attius Priscus (Nr.63) received corona aurea hasta pura vexillum as

tribune of I Adiutrix. Clearly then, by the end of the first century the
vexillum had come to be included in the decorations awarded to the equestrian,
If this did not happen under Claudius it must date to some time in the
Flavian period, Evidence for Domitian is lacking; that for Vespasian is

not conclusive, C. Minicius Italus (lir.88) received corona aurea hasta pura

as prefect of quingenary cohort; as this is the lowest post in the militia
equestris it would not be expected that Italus should necessarily receive

the vexillum even if it were available to equestrians at the time. The

vital inscription, therefore, is that of Pompeius Faventinus (Mr.93),

the reading of which dubious, the stone lost. The text, which i1s preserved
in a sixteenth century manuscript, is incompletely and inaccurately rendered;
it is clear that dona are bein; mentioned at the end of an equestrian military
career and that one crown and one hasta are included, but the vital following

words are obscure: corona aurea hasta puy wmem/T===IVN Imp.divus Vespasianus.

The restoration suggested by Alfdldy? hasta pur[_a vexil/lo ab ]imp.div[ o]

Vespasiano, is clearly possible but cannot be proven.

Once the tres militiae had developed as a set career structure one would

expect some system of graduated awards to come into being; this development
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was certainly under way in the Claudian period, while the establishment

of milliary cohorts under the Flavians expanded considerably the number
10
of posts in the secunda militia 3 by the Flavian period, too, the commands

which made up the equestrian career structure had become reserved almost
exclusively for equestrians, Domaszewski belitved that Claudius expanded

the dona to include the vexillum, and yet of the six Clandian and immediately
pre-Flavian inscriptions not one can be shown with any certainty to include

a vexillum; Vespasian rather than Claudius would appear to be the innovator,
though even if one accepts the Alfoldy restoration of the career of Pompeius
Faventinus it is still not clear exactly where and how the vexillum was
interpolated into the scheme of things, for ®ke Faventinus could have been
decorated in any one of the three equestrian grades in which he served,

It has recently been suggestedqqthat the inscription relating to C. Iulius
Karus (Nr.83) may date to the reigns of Domitian or Nerva ( though an equally
strong case can be made out for its being Trajanic). The dona which Karus wonas

praefectus cohortis consist of three coronae and one hasta, a scale of award

unparalleled in this or any other periods. Though the award is anomalous it

serves to illustrate the internal flexibility of the system to which it belongs.

III Trajanic Period.
The volume of evidence for the Trajanic period is considerably in excess
of that for the periods which preceed or follow it. There is a total of

fourteen career tnscriptions of which eisht list the dona received.

L. Aburnius Tuscianus. cor. aur. vall. + veXe.

Aemilius ITuncus. cor. vall.+ vex.

A, Atinius Paternus. eos

P. Besius Betuinianus. cor.mur. + cor., vall. + hast. + veX.
C., Caelius Martialis. cee

L. Calidius Camidienus. veo

C., Nummius Verus. cee
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L. Paconius Proculus .

A. Pomponius Augurinus etc, cor. vall, + hast. + vex.
T. Pontius Sabinus. cor. mur., + hast. + vex.
P. Prifernius Paetus etc. cor. mur. + hast. + vex.
M. Vettius Latro, cor. mur. + hast. + vex,
XII 5399. ~eo

A.E. 1961, 364 = 1965, 348, [ =====Jeor. mur.

Of these inscriptions two are pyRfectly straightforward as regards
both scale and attribution of dona, the awards being listed in full
immediately after the post in which they were won. This—British-wer-hes
been T. Pontius Sabinus, (Nr.95) received one crown, one hasta and a
vexillum as tribune of VI Ferrata in the Parthian war and M. Vettius Latro
(Nr.106) received similar awards as prefect of a quingenary cohort during
the Dacian wars. The remaining inscriptions present a variety of problems.
It is apparent that L. Aburnius Tuscianus (Nr.59) was decorated as tribune
of VI Ferrata, receiving, according to the Greek text onuuypopw Jopari chpuvgbxpaig
f}%ngb this phrase has been variously interpreted to mean that he received

a corona vallaris madd of gold or a corona vallaris plus a corona aurea.

Either is a possibility so that this inscription cannot be used with confidence
as evidence for any particular scale of equestrian award. The hasta and corona
won by Aemilius Iuncus (Nr. 60)are mentioned at the end of the military part

of the career and it is not at all clear at which stage they were won, for all
the commands were undertaken in the east and all the units in question are
either known to have or could have taken part in the Farthian war. The problem
of the dona of P. Besius Betuinianus (Nr.65) is a complex onej it has been the
subject of a recent article by Tibor Nagy which discusses it within the

context of Trajanic dona as a whol%? the theory enunciated therein is,

however, by no means entirely satisfactory. The total of two coronae, two

hastae and one vexillum is far in excess of any other single award given at



any period to a man in any of the first three militiae, and it would not be
going beyond the evidence to see these dona as a total for two campaigns
rather than as a single award as Nagy believes to be the case. One decoration

as praefectus cohortis and one as praefectus equitum, the first with one crown

and one hasta, the second with one crown, one hasta and one vexillum ( the same

as that received by the only other praefectus equitum known to have been

decorated at this period,(Nr.96)), would account perfectly satisfactorily for
the dona in question.

The inscription relating to A. Pomponius Augurinus T. Prifernius Paetus
(Nre9%4) is clear in its listing of the dona and in their attribution to a
specific post; what is not so clear is the exact nature of this specific post.
The Greek text gives the command in question as E“@?X°3 Gnépqs ) Xahévéeou s
a title which has given rise to considerable conjecture as to whether or not
there has been an error in the cutting of the inscription = and if so, whether
the%ﬁ%%os or thecwéfns is incorrect - or whether the cohort in question, though
milliary, did have a prefect and not a tribune in charge. The latter explanation
is, on balance the more plausible,

The dona awarded to P. Prifernius Paetus Memmius Apollinaris (Nr.96) are
listed at the end of the military career, They may or may not be linked to the

prefecture of the ala I Asturum which they follow,. However, on a consideration

of the known dating and probable timing of the career, decoration as praefectus

alae is certainly thqhost likely interpretation. One crown, one hasta, and one

vexillum were received.

Thus the total evidence for this period, though comparitively considerable
in quantity is not high in quality, providing little evidence for a consistent

and complex system such as those enunciated by Domaszewski and Nagy.

TRAJANIC EQUISTRIAN DONA.

(Cases where there exists reasonable certainty as to the scale of award and to

the post in which the award was received are recorded in capitals).
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CORONA HASTA VEXILLUM,
mur. vallsaur

1. Decorated as praefectus cohortis D.

Aemilius I;%us. bs X
P. Besius Betuinianus. b4 X
M. VETTIUS LATRO. X X b'4

2o (a) Decorated as tribunus angusticlavius.

L. Aburnius Tuscianus. X 7 X X
T. PONTIUS SABINUS, x X X

(b)Decorated as praefed$us cohortis M.

A. POMPONIUS AUGURNNUS etc. X X X

3. Decorated as praefectus alae D,

P, Besius Betuinianus, bie X b'd

P, PRIFERNIUS PAETUS. b d X X

Vettius Latro, as prefect of a quingenary cohort, was awarded the same dona
as T. Pontius Sabinus won as angusticlave tribune, which is, again, the same as
P. Prifernius Paetus won as prefect of a quingenary ala; from this it would
seem that there wézia rule very little difference in the basic scale of award
to the various ranks in the equesthian militia. Such a picture dirfers radically
from that painted by Nagy, whose article1? discussing more fully the question of
equestrian dona than did either Steiner or Domaszewski, deserves to be examined
in detail,

Nagy argues for a two fold system of award, with a hicher and a lower sde

of decoration to each grade of the equestrian militia. His conclusions, set out

in tabular form, are as followsi~-

corona hasta vexillum.,
lower scale 1 1
Praefectus cohortis D.
upper scale 1 1
lower scale, 1 1 1

Tribunus Ang./coh.
upper scale 2 1 a
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lower scale. 2 1 1
Praefectus alae.,

upper scale. 2 2 1

In this scheme the upper scale for the prima militia equals the lower scale

for the secunda militia and the upper scale for the secunda equals the lower

scale for the tertia. The evidence put forward concerns only the first two
grades, the scale for the third being built up from what is deduced for the

first and second. The conclusions are basend, primarily, on five inscriptions.

Prima Militia

(@) Aemilius Tuncus was awarded one crown and one hasta as prefect of a
quingenary cohort; this assumption is probably correct but cannot be proven.
Nagy's argument is a circular one, for he presumes that the decoration is as

praefectus cohortis because the scale is low, and that the scale is low because

the decoration is as praefectus cohortis.

(b) M. Vettius Latro was awarded one crown, one hasta and one vexillum as

praefectus cohortis D. This case is clear.

Secunda Militia

(a) A. Pomponius Augurinus received one crown, one hasta and one vexillum as

praefectus cohortis M. Similar awards went to T. Pontius Sabinus as legionary

tribune. Both of these cases are acceptable,

(b) The evidence for the higher scale rests entirely on the ambiguous
R ¥ S . SRRV

Tuscianus inscription, which gives the awards as TTE Pl XPUG[Q _}Y\K,

plus a hasta and a vexillum; Nagy infers that two sepe rate crowns were awarded.

Tertia Militia.

No examples of decoration in the third csrade is quoted. The twoZfold scheme is

pushed to its logical conclusion to prove the scale for the praefectus alae,

and hence to show that P. Besius Betuinuanus could have received his total dona

on one occasion, and that as praefectus alae, No mention is made of P,

Prifernius Paetus; according to the Nagy scheme his decorations must have been

received in either the first or the second militia., If he was tribune when

decorated the occasion must have been the second Dacian war in which case the
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subsequent career must have been exceedingly swift, certainly swifter than
Nagy will allow as being possible for P. Besius Betuinianus. Decoration

as praefectus cohortis in the first Dacian war requires similarly fast

promotion, in the second war, even more so. Indeed, the careers of Paetus
and Betuinianus show a similarity of development. Both were somewhere in
the midst of their military careers at the time of the Dacian wars and both
had undertaken four procuratorial appointments by a date pre-114, probably

a couple of years before, If one accepts decoration as praefectus alae

with one crown, one hasta and one vexillum as being possible in the case of
Paetus it must be admitted possible for P. Besius Betuinianus.

The idea of a twofold scheme certainly accounts neatly for certain
variations in award but it loses credibility when there are nearly as many
exceptions to the rule as theie?%gses in support of it. Certainly there were
limits above and below which it appears unusual to have gone, but within these
limits there must have been considerable flexibility giving the opportunity
in some measure to relate the scale of award to the merit as well as to the
rank of the recipient. It is possible that the text relating to C. Iulius
Karns (Nr.33) belongs to this period though as noted above (p.58) a case can
be made out for iis belonging to the reigns of Domitian or Nerva; however,
the decorations recorded in this inscription, three crowns and a hasta

awarded to a vraefectus cohoriis, are clearly anomalous to whatever period they

may belong and serve well to illustrate the adaptability of the whole system.

IV Hadrianic period.

It is normally accepted that Hadrian was most ungenerous in his awarding
of decorations, a reaction perhaps after the prodigality of the Trajanic era.
Though this belief is to some extent a myth - as will be seen Hadrian was
as generous, if not more generous, in the dona awarded to centurions - it is

true that the two examples of Hadrianic dona to equestrians are both small.
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75 Sex. Cornelius Dexter Hasta pura + vex. praef.alae

100 M, Statius Priscus. vex. trib, mil.

1f there had been a fully graduated system of award at this period it is

interesting to speculate upon what the praefectus cohortis would have

receiveds The evidence, slight as it is, regarding Hadrianic dona in
. , more
general points to a system which took cognizance,of individual merit than

the rank.

V The Antonine Period,

A. Antonius Pius,

There is no case of the award of equestrian dona by Antoninus Pius.

B. Marcus, Verus and Commodus.

There are teq%exts relating to the Parthian and Danubian wars of Marcus,
Verus and Commodus, and of these ten, four make no mention of the scale
of the dona, and of the six that do, one is concerned with the decorations

of a praetorian prefect.,

C. Annmius Flavianus. ons

L. Aurelius Nicomedes. cor.mur. + hast. + vex.

P. Cominius Clemens. cor.mur. + hast.

T. Furius Victorinus. cor.mure.vall. | aury] + hast.TIIIl+ vex.[IIIT]
C. Iulius Corinthinaus. cor,mur. + hast. + vex.

L. Tulius Vehilius Gratus. cos

M. Macrinivs Avitus. cor.murevall, + hast.II + vex.II

™. Plautius Felix FerruntianuSe ees
M. Rossius Vitulus. ces

M. Valerius Maximianus. equus et phalerae et armae.

Furius Victorinus (Nr.80) was decorated as praefectus praetorio but the scale

of his dona is now incomplete. It can however, be restored on analogy with the

career of M. Bassaeus Rufus (Nr.137), a primipilaris, who rose to the praetorian

d was decorated as such with three crowns, four hastae and four

prefecture an

vexilla, just one crown less than the dona of the consular legate. Domaszewski
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and after him, Pflaum, believed that the three crowns awarded to the
unknown of E.E. VIII 478 (Nr. 232) form part of the dona of a praetorian
prefect, but B. Dobson has suggested, more plausibly, that they belong rather
to a collection of decoratiom accutulated over a period of active military
service.15
Valerius Maximianus (Nr.104) was decorated on four occasions during a
long and distinguished military career, but odonly one of these four occasions
are the dona 1listed and only then, apparently, because they were something

16
out of the ordinary, equus et phalerae et armae.

There are two examples of decoration in the secunda militia; C.Iulius

Corinthianus (Nr.82) received one crown, one hasta and one vexillum when
tribune of milliaqycohort with, in addition, a vexillation of Dacians under
his command. This is one vexillum in excess of the probable award to
Cominius Clemens (Nr.74) as legionary tribu@n. Only the left half of the
text relating to Clemens is extant; the structure of the career itself can
be confidently restored from ancther inscription relating to the same man,
though this second inscription makes no mention of the dona.

L. Aurelius Nicomedes held, (Nr.64) as praefectus vehiculorum, an

extraordinary command, restored as being concerned with the provisioning of
troops, s responsibility normally shouldered by men in the second grade of
the equestrian militia. In this vost he received dona on a scale which would

be quite normal for a man in the militia secunda, indeed the same dona as

C. Iulius Corinthianus received as tribunus cohortis in the same campaign.

The decorations are not what might be expected for a man in a centenzrian
procuratorial post, the explanation being, perhaps, as Pflaum sugrests, that
thespecial appointment and the concomitant dona have been kept low to avoid
jealousies against a man who had never served in the equestrian militiae and
had risen to the procuratorship through personal contact with the imperial

household.

The dona of M. Macrinius Avitus Catonius Vindex (Nr.86) are discussed by
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17
T. Nagy , who contends that the awards which had hitherto been accepted as

having been won as praefectus alae are too high for a man of such a rank

and must have been won by Vindex as procurator of Dacia Malvensis. Here,
as in his discussion of Trajanic dona, Nagy bases his conclusions on a rigid
two-fold system, though one on a slightly lower scale, The weakest link in
his argument in his failure to take account of the fact thaéT%he Antonine

period there were four grades in the militia equestriZs and that Vindex, as

prefect of the ala Contariorum, was in the highest of them, the only attested

case of dona to the prefect of an ala milliaria. He received decorations

on the scale appropriate to a laticlave tribune, a rank which Nagy deems to

be considerably above the cavalry prefecture. Would Vindex, as prefect of a
miliary ala, be expected to receive so much less? Direct evidence is lacking:
comparison between one branch of the military service and another and relative
seniority of the ranks thereof, can be mislegding and is not wholly satisfactory,
but it is worthy of note that an equestrian adlected into the senate was normally

adlected inter praetorios. Vindex himself, after serving in only one

procuratorial post, and that immediately subsequent to his prefecture, was made a
senator and given,as his first senatorial military command, the governorship of
the imperial province of Moesia Superior.

The totsl evidence for the equestrian grades in the Antonine period is
slight:

Prima militia see

Secunda militia

P. Cominius Clemens. trib.mil. 1 cor. + 1 hast,

¢. Iulius Corinthianus.  trib.coh. + vexillatio 1 core + 1 hast. + 1 vex.

Tertia militia Xy}

Quarta militia

M. Macrinius Avitus. praef. alae. 2 cor. + 2 hast. + 2 ¥eX.


http://trib.mil
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VI Severan Period,

There are no examples of the decoration of equestrian officers in
the Severan period. The evidence for all branches of the service at this
period is very slight and it is clear that dona as a reward for military

service, were going out of fashion and perhaps in the case of equestrians

had already gone.

VII Conclusions,

No mention of undated texts has been made in this survey of equestrian
military decorations. Although these are of value in building up an over-
all picture of the scale of award to individual ranks they have no place
in?chronological survey and have been omitted in the presment section since
none is in any way inconsistent with the evidence of the dated texts. Each
is discussed in detail in the prosopographye.

It is apparent that apart from the pre~Flavian and Hadrianic periods
there was little radical variation in imperial policy as regards the awarding
of dona to equestrians, though the addition of a fourth militia under Hadrian
somewhat extended the scopee. Tsjan may have been prodigal with his awards, but
only in the number distributed and not to any creat degree in the scale of each.
Indeed, the preponderance of Trajanic examples may in part be explained by the
overall number of Trajanic inscriptions, which is, in general hich in proportion
to those of other periods.

Broad categories such as tihose rut forward by Steiner are evidently of
much greater validity than the attempts at creater precision made by Domaszewski
and Nagy; indeed, Steiner's first two categories continue to stand,

(a) 1 corona + 1 hasta to a man who hss not passed the second grade of the

militia,

(b) 1 corona + 1 hasta + 1 vexillum to an eguestrian of any grade up to and
including praefectus alae,
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These are minimum awards; a maximum is impossible to determine, if indeed
there was one (the example of C. Iulius Karus would suggest that there was
not). The two crowns, two g§§§£g and two vexilla of Vindex are the largest
single award recorded. A flexible system allowed considerations other than
those of rank to determine the award made; it permitted the emperor to reward
favourites, to exercise diplomacy and to acknowledge the particular prowess

of individuals in a way which would not otherwise have been possible.

VIII The Dona of Procurator-governors.

The subject of procuratorial dona has been dealt with very adequately
by Pflaum18, and since no fresh evidence has come to light since his survey
it will suffice here to summarise the conclusions which he set forth.

Pflaum concludes that a procurator governor was eligible to win military
decorations when participating within the limits of his own province as
commander of his own troops. In this context Pflaum cites the case of M.
Antonius Iulianus, procurator of Judea, who took part, along with the other

19

military commanders, in the council of war held by Titus before Jerusalems
Since he attended this council Iulianus must have been commanding the troops
within his province and must surely have been eligible to win decorations
even if he did not in fact receive any.

At present Pflaum's argument, though logical and convincing, remains
incapable of proof for there is no certain example, either literary or
epigraphic, of a procurator who received decorations; neither Carcopino's
attribution of dona to P. Besius Betuinianus as procurator of Mauretania

20

Tingitana (Nr.65) nor Nagy's case for M. Macrinius Avitus Catonius Vindex's

1
dona having been won as procurator of Dacia Malwensis (Nr.86) is acceptables
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Table 2, Decorations of equestrian officers.
mil.eq, CORONA HASTA VEX,
pre 54 P. Anicius Maximus, 1 1
-+ Cornelius N .. 1
C. Fabricius Tuscus. 1 1
C. Iulius Camillus. 1 1
L. Laetilius Rufus. 1 1
C. Stertinius Xenophon, 1 1
M. Stlaccius Coranus (%). 1 1
54-69 Sex.Caesius Propertianus. 1/2 1 1
69-96 C. Minicius Italus. 1 1 1
Cn. Octavius Titinius Capito. 1/2 1 1
Q. Attius Priscus. 2 1 1 1
Pompeius Faventinus. 2 1 1 (1]
96-117 M. Vettius Latro. 1 1 1 1
Aemilius Iuncus, 1/2 1 1
T, Pontius Sabinus. 2 4 g 1
L. Aburnius Tuscianus. 2 1/2 1 1
A. Pomponius Augurinus. 2 1 1 1
P. Prifernius Paetus. > 1 4 1
117-138 M, Statius Priscus. 2 1
Sex. Cornelius Dexter. 3 1 1
138-194 P. Cominius Clemens. 2 1 ’
C. Iulius Cornthianus, 2 1
M. Macrinius Avitus. 4 2 2 2

(P. Besius Betuinianus has been ommitted as being contentious as has C. Iulius
Kart:s).
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THE DONA OF MILITIA BEQUESTRIS.,
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CHAPTER 5,

THE DONA OF THE CENTURION AND PRIMIPILARIS.

A, CENTURIO AND DECURIO.

(1) The legions & praetoriaf guard.

It is generally accepted that the standard decoration of the centurion

consisted of torques, armillae and phalerae plus a crown which might be an

aurea, muralis or vallaris but never a corona classica. The majority of

cases of centurial dona are on this scale, but not all; there was a certain
amount of variety within the system,

Direct evidence regarding the dona of the centurion in the Julio-
Claudian period is entirely lacking. There are certainly inscriptions of
this date relating to centurions, but either the award is not specified or
it is given as a total for the whole career, no career details are given or
else the dona are shown in relief with no indication as to what rank was
held by the recipient at the time the award was made. It is possible that
Gavius Silvanus (Nr.160) was a centurion when he was awarded torgues,

armillae, phalerae and a corona aurea by Claudius, but in view of the evidence

regarding the dona of the evocati it seems preferable to include him in this

1
catagory. M. Caelius (Nr.141) had reached the rank of centurion by the time he
was killed in the Varus disaster, but there is no indication as to what rank

he held when decorated. The relief of the tombstone (Fig.10) shows him

wearing torques, armillae, phalerae and a crown, but the crown is the corona

civia which could have been won at any stage of his career. He may well have

had another crown but since he could hardly be shown wearing both at once he

would presumably wear the more honourable. The same is true of J.Sertorius

Festus (Nr.194% and Fig.11) who is depicted wearing torques, phalerae, though

no armillae, and a_corona, The crown im this case also is probably the

corona civica, though this is not immediately clear from the sculpture, the

execution of which is inferior in quality to that of the Caelius stone.
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Part, at least of the collection of dona recorded by T. Statius Marrax
(Nr.197) must have been won as centurion, By the time he had reached the

primipilate he had amassed torques, armillae, phalerae, two hastae and five

coronae., Allowing for one award as primus pilus and one in the ranks, it

would appear that three or four of the crowns belong to decorations received
during the centurionate. One of the hastae also perhaps belongs to the
centurionate. The combination of a corona and a hasta as an award to a
centurion is well attested fiom the Domitianic period onwards, but although
the practice probably began before this time there is no sure evidence for it.
One each of the hastae and coronae awarded to C. Purtisius Atinas (Nr.97 and
supra Pe 54=5 ) may have been won as senior centurion but, equally, they may
belong to the primipilate. The number of crowns included among the decorations
of this period suggest that in the early Empire, as in the Republic, a corona
could be awarded on its own, in contrast with later practice when it appears
invariably in combination with other types of award. Some of the crowns of
Rufellius Severus perhaps belong to his time in the centurionate.

It is clear that by the time of Claudius the dona of the evocatus had
already tsken on the form which it was to retain (infra ps 088f. ) and it is
probable that the basic decoration of the centurion was likewise assuming by
this period the form in which it is well attested from the time of Vespasian
onwardse.

There are four inscriptions from the Vespasianic period which list, in
detail, the dona of a centurionj in each case the scale oi award is torques,

armillae, phalerae and a crown. In two cases the crown is a corona aurea

i .
(Blossius Pudens Nr.140 and the unknown of III 143 77 Nr.221) and in the other

two a corona vallaris (Lepidius Froculus Nr.169 and Velius Rufus Nr.207).

The picture is less consistent under Domitian. There are two cases of

torques, arnillae, phalerae and corona vallaris. (Aconius Statura Nre.120

and Cominus Severus Nr.151).  However, presuming that it is correct to divide

the dona of Cn. Pompeius Homullus (Nr.186) into two seperate awards, the first
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of these consisted of only torques, armillae and phalerae, Since Homullus

was most probably ex.eqeR. the lowest rank at which these awards could have
been won is that of centurion; even this is in excess of the torques and
armillae awarded on three occasions to Q. Vilanius Nepos (Nr.212) serving as

centurion in cohors XIII urbana. At the other end of the scale, Pompeius

Homullus' second award, also received from Domitian, comprised a hasta plus
a corona. A similar award was made to the unknown of XI 1602 (Nr.226),
though it is not certain in this case that the man was still in the centurionate,
for he may already have advanced to the primipilate prior to being decorated.
Of the seven Trajanic centurions who specify the dona they were awarded,

five received torques, armillae, phalerae and a corona vallaris. One of these,

Aemilius Paternus (Nr,122), received this same decoration on three occasions,
another, Claudius Vitalis (Nr.149), on two. One centurion received, in lieu

of the corona vallaris, a corona muralis (Geminius Sabinus Nr.162) and thélast’

Valerius Proc lus (Nr.205) received no crown at all,
Hadrian, reputedly parsimonicus in his awarding of military decorations,
was no less generous than his nredecessors with his dona to centurions. of

the four relevant examples none falls below the norm of torques, armillae,

phalerae and a crown. Two of the awards are on this standard scale, one,

Octavius Secundus (Nr.130), receiving a corona aurea, the other, cabidius Maximus

(Nr.192), a corona muralis. The other two awards both comprise corona aurea

) . . in N . - .
and a hasta pura, being given in one .stance to a trecenarius, L. Arrius
————————— '

Clemens (Nr.131) and in the other to a legionary centurion, w. Albius Felix

(Nro 124)q

The Antonine period seems to have witnessed a trend towards more generous

awards to centurions. Fetronius Sabinus (Nr.184) twice received from MHarcus two

crowns and a hastae Another centurion,who certainly belongs to this period,

P. Aelius Romanus (Nr.121) does not specify what decorations he received, It is

most probable that M. Petronius Fortunatus (Nr.183) received his dona from
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Marcus, for he, like Sabinus, received two crowns, a scale of award
attested in no other period than the Antonine. If not Antonine, Fortunatus'
dona must he Severan, but this is unlikely, for the scale of award at this
time appears to have been considerably more moderate. The evidence is
slight, for there is no case of the decoration of a legionary centurion

by Severus, but on the basis of the hasta pura and corona aurea awarded

to Didius Saturninus, probably as primus pilus and the similar award

received by Tillius Rufus as princeps castrorum, the dona of the centurion

should be back on precisely that scale which is attested from Vespasian

through to Hadrian. The 'traditional! scale of award appears to have been
retained in the case of the ignotus of V 546 (Nr.222). Though not specifically
dated this inscription best fits the Antonine period; it records dona comprising

torques, armillae, phalerae and a crown of unknown typee.

As Domaszewski pointed out3 the same scale of award was received by all

centurions from the decimi to the secundi ordines; indeed this is no more than

one would expect if one accepts the conclusions of Wegelebenl+ that all centurions
in cohorts II to X were equal in rank, though different in seniority. The move
into the first cohort did involve promotion and it is therefore among the

primi ordines that a higher scale of dona might be expected. It cannot be

proved that Albius Felix was in cohors I when he was decorated, but such an
hypothesis would be the most satisfactory explanation for his generous dona,

which comprised a corona aurea and a hasta. The position is clearer in the case

of Petronius Sabinus; he was decorated by Marcus c. 175 in the German War, and

had risen to primus pilus and then to two procurstorial posts before the death

of the emperor five years later. He must have been a senior centurion at the
time of his mward of two crowns and a hasta. Certainly, those praetorian
centurions who received the higher scale of award held senior posts: Arrius

Clemens was trecenarius, Tillius Rufus, princeps castrorum. It cannot

be proved in all cases that the reczipient of the higher scale of award was

a senior centurion, but, conversely, neither can it be proved that any of the
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centurions who did not receive the higher scale were in the primi ordines.

The major part of the material concerning the centurionate relates to

legionary centurions, there being few attested cases of the decoration

of praetorian centurions. The few cases there are, however, serve to
indicate that the praetorian received no preferential treatment; his dona
were on precisely the same scale as those of the legionary. The case of
Aemilius Paternus is instructive (Nr.122). He was decorated twice by
Trajan as a legionary centurion, transferred into the praetorian guard and
was again decorated; the scale of award on each of these three occasions is

identical. The more senior praetorian centurions, the trecenarius and princeps

castrorum, received dona on a par with that awarded to the primi ordines of

the legions.
The dona of the decurion are completely unattested.

(ii) The auxilia.

There is no example of the decoration of an auxiliary centurion, but
one certain and two possible cases of decurions having received dona. The
certain case is that of Ti. Claudius HMaximus (Nr.143), decorated by Trajan in the
Parthian war; the two possibilities are T. Flavius Capito (Nr.155) and =-.
Rufinus (Nr.216), both dating to the Flavian period, both decorated at some
stage in a career which ended as decurion of an auxiliary unit. In no case
is the scale of award clear, the Maximus stone depictingz just two armillae
and two torgques (although Maximus was decorated on three occasions), the

extant portion of the Rufinus stone, three phalerae 2nd one torgues,

By far the greatest number of auxiliary centurions and decurions were
recruited from the ranks of auxilia, that is from non-citizens, and it is
doubtless this fact which accounts for the dearth of decorations, for there
is no single proven example of dona being awarded to a non-citizeh. A strong

case can be made out for all three of the soldiers concerned here being

citizens. Ti. Claudius Maximus certainly originated in the ranks of the legions,
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and so perhaps also did -. Rufinus, whose tombstone was erected by his
friend and heir, who#as a legionary centurion. T. Flavius Capito may
well have been made a citizen prior to his being decorated, for he belongs
to a period when citizenship was awarded to serving soldiers rather than

to discharged ones?

B, PRIMUS PILUS.

The evidence regarding the dona of the primus pilus is slight, there

being only one case in which both rank and scale of award are certain,
Doubts have even been raised about this one case. The inscription in

question relates to M. Vettius Valens (Nr.209) who, as primus pilus of

VI Vickrix, was awarded torques, armillae and phalerae following a campaign

against the Astures. It is clear that this award, falling below that of
the evocatus of the same period, is atypical. The paltry nature of the
award led Domaszewski6 to suggest that a crown had been omitted in error

by the stone-mason; even if this were so the decorations are still on a
lower scale than that which Domaszewski himself attributed to the primus
pilus. But such an hypothesis is unnecessary, presupposing as it does a
completely rigid system of award. Clearly, the system was not rigid;
witness the absence of a crown from among the dona of the centurions

Cn. Pompeius Homullus and L. Valerius Proclus, and the lack of either crown
or phalerae by <. Vilanius Nepose. For whatever reason, perhaps the minor

nature of the encounter in which  he distinguished himself, Valens award

fell below what mi ht be expected for the primus pilus and as such is of
little value in attempting to establish the more normal scale of decoration.
Tt is suggested above (p. 54=5) that M, Versilius Gallus Lusius and

C. Purtisius Atinas may each have been awarded corona aurea et hasta pura

as primus pilusS. Similar awards were received by two other soldiers, of

a somewhat later period, who may well have held,atthe time, the rank of

primus_pilus.  The unknown of XI 1602 (Nr.226) was decorated by either
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Domitian or Titus when he held the rank of either centurion or above,
Didius Saturninus was very likely primus pilus by the time he received
the crown and hasta from Severus and Caracalla; again, one cannot be
certain, though the timing of his career would better fit if these final
awards were received in the primipilate, The fragmentary inscription
XI 2112 (Nr.227) probably relates to the decorations of a primus pilus
but the text is broken away and the scale of decoration uncertain; it
included a hasta. Likewise, the two crowns and (at least) one hasta

recorded in X 5712 (Nr. 241) may constitute the dona of a primus pilus

but the text is too fragmentary for any certainty.
In all other relevant cases where the dona are listed they form part
of awards given as totals earned over a whole career (infra p. 79f.); yet

in these cames, although decoration as primus pilus may be suspected, it

cannot be proven. Domaszewski believed that Statius Marrax was decorated

twice and Vibius Gallus three times, as primus pilus - each time with a

corona and a hasta. Granted that the primipilate was held for one year
only? multiple decoration on this scale is not possible. 1t would be

unusual for any one man to be decorated more than once as primus pilus.

In none of the inscriptions which either possibly or certainly relate

to the dona of primipilares is any mention ever made of a vexillum, Much

of this evidence relates to the pre-Claudian period before the development
of separate equestrian and centurion career structuresj at this period
there is little doubt that the dona of the primuspilus was the same as

that of the praefectus castrorum and of the equestrian officer, one corona

and one hasta. What is not so clear is whether or not it subsequently
changed; there is certainly no evidence that it did. This being so the dona

of the primus pilus was the same as the dona of the senior centurions, of

whom indeed he was one, albeit the most senior.
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C. PRAEFECTUS CASTRORUM,

There is only one inscription attesting the dona of the praefectus
castrorum, that relating to P, Anicius Maximus (Nr.126) decorated by

Claudius with corona muralis and hasta pura. There is no evidence as

to whether or not this scale of award remained constant, but it seems
likely that, with the development of the primipilaris career, the dona
of the prefect would be augmented to bring it above the level of that

awarded td the primus pilus, and on to a scale more suited to the third

in command of a legion, inferior to the tribunus laticlavius but superior

to the angusticlavii. One can only guess in what way it might have

been augmented, perhaps by the addition of a vexillum and a hasta, for
the scale had risen to include two vexilla and two hastae by the rank

of trib.coh.urb. (Velius Rufus). The two vexilla won by Vibius Gallus

should belong to a rank higher than primus pilus, and he never rose beyond

praefectus castrorum.

D. TRIBUNUS COHORTIS XIIT URBANAE,
The urban tribunes in Rome would have had little or no opportunity
to distinguish themselves in battle, except perhaps in the battles of civil

war, However, the position of the tribune of the cohors XIII urbana,

8
stationed at Carthage, was somewhat different. There is one example of the

dona of an urban tribune, C. Velius Rufus (Nr.207), who was twice decorated

by Domitian with one corona, two hastae and two vexilla.

E. TRIBUNUS COHORTIS PRAETORIAE.

The one example of the decorations of a praetorian tribune, those of
L. Antonius Naso (Nr.128), probably by Nero, is on a scale which, predictably,
is just marginally above the award of the urban tribune: two crowns, two hastae
and two vexillae This is the same scale of award as that received by the

laticlave tribune once the senatorial scale became stabilized.



-79 -

F, PRIMUS PILUS BIS,

There is, unfortunately, no attested example of the dona of the

primus pilus bis: it is interesting to speculate whether he would have

received the same award as the praefectus castrorum, which, in practical

9 .
terms, he wasj or whether hisenhanced status would have given him enhanced

rewards,

G. PRAEFECTUS PRAKTORIO,

There are two cases of decorations being received by praetorian
prefects: in one the record of the dona is fragmentary, but what remains
is consistent with the scale attested in the other. Both cases date to the
Antonine period. M. Bassae&%ﬁﬁﬁu137z a primipilaris, received from Marcus
and Commodus, three coronae, four hastae and four vexilla. The number of
hastae and vexilla awarded to Furius Victorinus (lir.&0 & supra piﬁilan
equestrian, is lacking, but is best restored as four in each case. In both

of these inscriptions the vexilla are described as obsidionalia,a term not

attested elsewhere in this context. The more normal use of the term is in

the corona obsidionalis, a type of crown not attested at all in the epigraphy

or literature of the principatee. Domaszewskl's explanation of the epithet is

a
that the vexillum obsidionale is different and more exalted type of vexillum,

recalling that in the Republic the corona obsidionalis was the most

prestigious type of crown that could be won?o There is, however, no other
indication whatever of there having been different prades of vexilla, and
the term obsidionale used in these two cases would serve to emphasize the
enhanced status of the recipient rather than of the award itself. The
scale of dona is only one crown less than that of a consular governor,

a fact which underlines the importance of the post of praetorian prefect,

the highest ranking and most influential of all equestrian officials.

He. COLLECTIONS OF DUNA.
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The problem of defining the dona of the centurion and primipilaris,

particularly of the latter, is aggravated by the practice of recording

decorations en bloc at the end of a military career, giving no indication
how many times awards were made, what rank was held at the time, or

precisely how much was given on each occasion.

It is a practice which

also appears, though to a much lesser extent, in equestrian careers.

There are seven relevant examples:-

C. Allius Oriens.

Cn. Pomp. Homullus.
L. Rufellius Severus.
T. Statius Marrax.
Sex., Vibius Gallus.
C. Vibius Macer.

E.E. VIII 478.

Rufellius Severus's awards are specified as being a total for two campaigns;
in all other cases an indeterminate number are involved.

three crowns must represent multiple decoration in the centurionate, for he

never rose any higher.

highest

military post

7
tr. pr.
Pep.II
DePe
pf. cast.

?

tr. pr.

cor. 3:
cor. 1:
cor. k4:
cor. 5:
cor. 6
cor. 1:

cor 3

total dona.

hast 1:
hast 1
hast 2:
hast 5:

hast 2:

l SO0 G020 O0CSEOIENOSTPIYS

toaopa

t.a.p.

t.a.p.
toaopo

t.aep.

Allius Oriens’

vex 2.

)

Although Pompeius Homullus' military career took him

to the rank of praetorian tribune, it is probable that the dona belong to two

seperate awards won as centurion (supra p.72-3 ).

Statius Marrax and Rufellius

Severus belong, as does Allius Oriens, to the pre~Claudian period, and it is

notable that in each of these three cases a large number of coronae is

included in the dona.

was used as a self-standing award in a way which bears greater similarities

to the practice of the Republic than to that of the later Empire.

It would appear that in the early Empire the crown

Marraxt!s

five crowns point to multiple decoration in the centurionate, the two hastae

to awards won as senior centurion and/or primus pilus.

The one further early
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example, that of Vibius Macer, must remain something of a mystery, for

no detail whatever is given of any military posts held, The total absence

of vexilla from these early careers indicates that this award as yet

played no part in the dona of the primipilaris, just as it was not till

the Flavian period that it came to be included in the dona of the militia
equestris. The earliest inscription to mention vexilla in connection with
the dona of a _primipilaris. is that of Velius Rufus (Nr.207), whose two
decorations as urban tribune date to the reign of Domitian; it would appear
that any major changes that there were in the system date to the Vespasianic
pPeriad, as was also probably the case with equestrian dona. What is not

80 clear is at what level the vexillum came to be interpolated into the scheme
of things. The lowest ranking officer to include the vexillum among his dona

is Vibius Gallus (Nr.210) who never passed the rank of praefectus castrorum.

There is, to date, no evidence of a vexillum ever having been awarded to a

primus pilus. Vibius Gallus received, in addition to six coronae, five hastae,

torques, armillae and phalerae, two vexilla. It is just conceivable that one

of these may date to a period spent in the militia equestris prior to receiving

his centurions commission but equestrian origin cannot be proven. Both
vexilla mjla well belong to the prefecture of XIII Gemina in which Gallus could
have been serving at the time of its participation in the Dacian wars of

Trajan. It is, of course, impossible to tie down the dona of Gallus with

any certainty; there are too many possible combinations. The torques, armillae

phalerae must belong to a centurionate or below; awards as praefectus castrorum
would account for the vexilla and some of the crowns and hastae, while the
remaining awards could be satisfactorily assigned to the period spent as

trecenarius, senior legionary centurion and primus pilus. Granted that

Vibius Gallus could have amassed a total of six crowns by the time he reached
the proefecture of the camp, the unknown of E.E. VIII 478 should have had no

trouble at all in collecting theee by the time he had been promoted to a
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as well as of the primipilate and equestrian militae. There is, in addition,

one example of the award of the hasta to a miles gregarius; this is the case

of Helvius Rufus, recorded by Tacitus (Annals, III,21). It could be argued
that Tacitus's record of this sort of detailed information,on an event which
occured years before he wrote it, is unlikely to be accurate. However,
we know that part at least of Tacitus's information regarding Rufus was

accurate; he tells how Rufus was awarded the corona civica, a fact which

seems to be borne out by an inscription, doubtless referring to the same
man at a later stage in his career, which calls him M. Helvius Rufus Civica
(XIV 3472), If part of the information is accurate there is no apparent
reason why all of it should not be. Further, it is unlikely that Tacitus

would attribute a hasté pura to a miles gremarius if it was an accepted

truth that a hasta was never awarded to a soldier of lesser status than

primipilaris.

Steiner, too,discussed the problem whether or not a centurion could
receive a hasta:]2 He concluded that it was possible if the centurion in
question had originated in the ranks of the praetorian guard. This
hypothesis too falls on the strength of the case of Helvius Rufus, which

he did not quote, and who was certainly from the rarnks of the legion.

J. TYPES OF CORONA,
It is noted belo;]v3 that the characteristic decna of the evocatus are

torques, armillae, phalerae and a corona aurea; no other crown but the avrea

was ever given to the evocatus thouch this crown was not reserved exclusively
—2
for him, there being four cases of a similer combinstion of awards to

1 . .
legionary centuvrions. Domaszewski sou_ht to explain the zsranting of the

aurea to the evocatus on the grounds that it was originally the lowest in
value of the crowns1? while Steiner sugcested that in the post-Augustan period

the corona muralis was the most valuable award, it being bestowed very rarely




and only on those who had brilliant careers (though in most cases the
brilliant career followed rather than precezded the award, being a
16

result of rather than the reason for the award of the muralis). Indeed,

the significance of the various crowns as awarded during the Principate

remains obscure. In the Republic when dona were awarded with little

regard to the rank of the recipient each decoration had a specific meaning.
With the standardisation of dona much of this original meaning was lost, but

it is worth considering whether all meaning was lost, for it seems inconceivable
that the various types of crown were awarded in a haphazard fashion.

Certainly the type of crown awarded to a centurion had nothing to do with

the types of centurionate he held, Rome or legionary. The one praetorian
centurion who received a crown from Trajan got a vallaris, in common with

five legionary centurions; the one man to whom Trajan gave a corona muralis

was a legionary while all other legionary centurions received vallares.
Nor did origin have any bearing on the matter; the directly commissioned
man did not receive a different type of crown from the man who had risen
from the ranks of the praetorian guard or the legions. Length of service
prior to decoration was, likewise, immaterial. The only possible
explanation is that the crowns, while not of equal value and significance,
sere awarded with due comsideration to the merit and not the rank of the

recipient., As Steiner suggested, the rarity with which the corona muralis

was awarded suggests that it was far the most difficult to win.. Certainly

the practice of awarding military decorations during the Principate was

a very depersonalised one when compared with the same practice during

the Republic. Rank played a major part in determining the type and quantity
of awards received, but within the broad general outlines laid down by

the book, merit does not appear to have gone unnoticed and unrewarded,

being reflectedy at least as far as the centurionate is concerned, in the type

of crown awarded, or, on occasions, the complete absence of any crown.



TABLE 3,

A. Centuriones.

69-96

96-117

117'138 Qo

138-192 L.

193+

M. Blossius Pudens,

L. Lepidius Proculus.

C. Velius Rufus.

IIT 14387%

L. Aconius Statura.

T, Cominius Severus.,

Cn. Pompeius Homullus.,
-t

Qe Vilanius Nepos.

L. Aconius Statura.

L, Aemilius Paternus.
(4]

"

Ti, Claudius Vitalis.
-t

Qe Geminus Sabinus.

Ne Marcius Celer,

L. Valerius Proc lus,

Epigraph. XXII, 29.

Albius Felix.
C. Arrius Clemens.
-. Octavius Secunflus.

M. Sabidius Maximuse.

Petronius Sabinus.

f,
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M. Petronius Fortunatus.

V. Shé,.
M., Tillius Rufus.

Date uncertainj

T, Cassius Secundus.
C. Gavius Celer.

M., Pompeius Asper.

Centurions and Primipilares.

7 leg.
7 lege
7 lege ?
7 lege ?
7 lege
7 lege.
?
?
7 urb.

7 leg.
7 leg.
7 leg.
7 Pre

7 lego
7 lege
7 lege
7 lege
7 lege
7 lege

7 leg.
ccc

7 lege.
7 lege

7 lege
7 lego
7 leg.

princ.cast.

7 lega
7 lege
7 leg.

toaopb, COor, aure

t.a.pe.y cor,
vale

aurs.

t.a.p., cor,

t.a.p-, COre
vale

vale

t.a.p., COTr»

t.aep., cor.
t'aopt
cor, aur., hpe.

t.a.

vale
vale.

vale

t.a.p., cor.

teaepey cor,
t.a.p.y cor.
te.aepey COT.
val.

val,.

Te@ePey COTre

t.a.ps, cor.
teaspey cCOT,

t.a.p., COre. mur.
tuaopo

t.aopo L) COI‘.Valo

COr.aur., hp.
core. aur,,hpe.
cOT,

t.a.p., aure

t.a.p., COr. Bur,

COr. mur., val., hpe.
core mur,, val., hp.
tepey cOr. mur,., val,
teaspe, coOre.

cor.aur., hpe

t.a.p., COYo MUlr,

teae 4 cOr. aur.

t.a.Po
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