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INTRODUCT ION

The function of the'lntroduction to a work of this nature
would seem to be a definition of the subject and an explanation
of the reasons for its selection, a review of the present state
of the material and the work done on it, and an explanation of
the iform that the the§is has taken.

The term primipilaris is of couurse derived from the word

primuspilus, the chief centurion of the Roman iegion, commander
of the first century of the first cohort. After holding this

post men were known as primipilares and under the Empire they

were empluyed in a wide variety of further posts, notably as
prefects of the camp to the leglons, tribunes of the cohorts
‘at Rome, commanders of the Egyptian legions and later of others,
and as procurators. These facts are of course generally known,

but the last full study of the primipilares was by J. Karbe in

1880 (1). This was a useful study, but by no means exhaustive.
It was overshadowed by A. von Domaszewski's great book on the
Roman Army (<), which appeared 1n-IQO$. This has profoundly
influenced all subsequent thought on the primipllares, with the
result that certain of his conclusions, though false, have been
unchallenged. It ﬁas the work of M. Durry on the praetorian
cohorts whicn provided the immediate stimulus for a re-examin-
ation of the Erimipilares. He put forward there (3) a view of
the Erimigilares wnich seemed to Mr. Birley mistaken, and he

made an initial investigation of the Durry thesis in a paper




reprinted in his omnibus volume (4). Clearly however what
was necessary to prove or disprove the views ot M. Durry was

a full examination ot the primipilares, and so he introduced

me to the subjeciu at the end of my rirst degree course, The
results of what examination appear in this thesis. I have not

sought to examine every aspect of the primipiiares, but have

conventrated on their geograpnical origins, the corps from
which they were recruited, and the pattern of theilr careers.
The review of the present state of our knowledge about

the primipilares follows in the next chapter, so I need not

touch on it here. As far as the construction of my own work
is concerned, i1t falls into two broad divisions, the general

discussion of the primipilares, and the prosopography of

primipilares. The rirst begins with a survey of the historical

development of the primipilate. It 1s seen as a military post

‘without a ruture in the Republic, and then it 1s shown how
Augustus shaped this institution into one ot the valuable
contributions he made to the administrative machinery of the
Principate. There follows the evolution of the career, and a

glance at the primipilaris of the fouth and fifth centuries.

The chapter on the geographical origins of the primipilares

foiwows, and then the equally important chapters on the

corps from which the primipilares were recruited, and in which

they served. This leads us naturally to the consideration of

what the primipilate isself inyolved. The next group 1is of

posts the primipiiaris almost exclusively supplied, the




prefectures of the camp, the Rome tribunates, and the posts of

primipili iterum. Under the first are considered the prefects

of the camp in Egypt. The contribution of the Bg;migilares to

the procurators is then assessed, and finally their importance
in Imperial and municipal society. The conclusion seeks to
summarise all this, and in particular to give a final estimate

of the importance of the primipilares.

The second part owes its inspirdation to H.G. Pflaum's

thdse comylémentaire, {5). It gives a complete list of all

primipllares of the first three centuries of the Empire. It
R ——————
also gives the few cases of men holding Rome tribunates and

prerectures of the camp or ducenarian commands of legions who

were not primipilares. Inscriptions and literary references are
glven wheq@éver i; has seemed desirable, particularly to facllit-
ate discussion. Much that is dismissed briefiy in volume I will
be found at length in the prosopography, and the book is planned
on the assumption that the reuder will treat the two as dependent
the one on the other. Appendices are given on a few topics that
cannot be ignored, but are not sufficiently important to find a

place in the maln body of discussion.




HISTORICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY

Before giving a historical survey of the work on the

primipilares a word should be said on the material, This takes

the form mainly of inscriptions on stone, a type of evidence
which is far greater in bulk than that from literature, The
literary references have their own importance, however, for
whereas the inscriptions give us the origin and career of the

primipilaris, literature tells us what he 4id, Of the other

types of evidénce, that from inscriptions is the most likely to
increase, and much has been learned from quite recent finds,

e, g, the very important new inscription relating to Marcius Turbo
which is given under him in the prosopography., As explained in
the Introduction, however, it is not the discovery of new
material so much as the in some respects inadequate treatment of
the subject so far which has led me to make a new study of this
subject,

I may be forgiven perhaps if I begin my survey with the
work of J, Karbe in 1880, (The books mentioned are all fully
detailed in the select bibliography, so the titles are only
mentioned in the notes to this chapter when a specific reference
to a page is made), This iB‘most modern study of which I am
aware that attempts to deal with the primipilate comprelensively.

A. Von Domaszewske dealt with the subject in the Rangordnung, .

but only as part of a far greater scheme, KXarbe recognised

clearly the distinction between primuspilus and primipilaris,
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while noting that often the terms are used interchangeably (1).

He demonstrated clearly the existence of an ordo primipilarium(2)

and that there was both a numerus of primipilares at Rome and

primipilares attached to commanders in the field, Rightly he

concluded that the primipilsris was an Augustan creation, and he

made the fundamental distinction between those who retired after
the primipilate, and those who went on to further service, He
saw clearly that the tenure of the primipilate was short, and
that the commoda so leuded in verse and prose alike included as
their most important item the sum of 600,000 sesterces received

by the primuspilus on his retirement (3). He noted also the

special claims of the emperors on the primipilares, He took

the view that the primipilares were not automatically equestrians

on the basis of the inscriptions of primipili ex equite Romano

and similar. arguments (4), His views on this subject brought
him into grave difficulties (5). .

In discussing the primipilares in the municipalities Karbe

noted the high posts held and the extreme rarity of magistracies

lower than the rank of duovir in primipilaris careers (6).

Further he noted how the retired primipilaris was often the

prefect or the curator of the emperor in the municipalities, He

covered competently the extraordinary posts given to primipilares

(7). In discussing Wilmanns on the prefect of the camp he
disputed the former's argument that tne prefect of the camp was

of equestrian rank, because it conflicted with his own internret-

ation of the primipilaris as piebeian (8). Karbe's treatment of
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the tenure of posts by primipilares which were held by equest-

rian officers almost exclusively after the réign of Claudius

was unsatisfactory, precisely because he did not realise the
different situations before and after that emperor's reign (9).
This fault also affected his treatment of the Rome tribunates,
Here should be quoted Karbe's famous explanation of the grant of

Rome tribunates to primipilares (10).

cuius rei nullam aliam invenio causam, nisi-ut militibus
illis diu et optime meritis, quos plerosque etiam eguestri loco
ortos esse verisimile est, post longam castroﬁ:um solitudinem
Urbis gaudia et delicias tandem revisendi occasio daretur,
As appears from my chapter on the Rome tribunates, for some
a2t least of the tribunes this was the main value of their
tribunates, but hardly the prime motive € the emperors in giving

primipilates these tribunates, Karbe saw clearly moreover,

that few primipilares reached the greast prefectures (11), He

gave the reign of Hadrian as the period before which primiﬁilares

came rarely or never to the procuratorships (12), which is to
some extent borne out by my fuller study, Further he noted that

primipilabes rarely received urban procuratorships, and drew the

correct conclusion that they were more suited for provinecial

posts (13).

Karbe's treatment of the primuspilus iterum was fair rather

than good (1u). He realised that pp,bis could have two possible
meanings, but he regarded the second primipilate as indistinguish-

able from the first, and again he was in difficudties because of

his assertion that the primipilaris was a plebeian, Again he

failed to realise the differance between the pre-Claudian and



post-Claudian career, Nevertheless, he realised clearly that

this post of primuspilus iterum was the pathway to the pro-

curatorships, Finally, his cbnelusion is well-worth quoting (15),

Sed ut extremum habeat aliquid disputatio mea, primum atque
proprium primipilarium institutionis illud fuit, quod imperatores
hac ratione ordinem virorum fidelissimorum ac peritissimorum sibi
creaverunt, quorum fidei unum quodque officium locis vel
disiunctissimis maximeque diversis concredere liceat; nam quibus
omnia dederant, ab iis omnia repetere poterant,

Karbe's second part is also of interest to us, for he treated
of the centurion by direct commission, the importance of whom is
stressed in this thesis, As far as reaching the primipilate was
concerned, he asserted that they received no particular prefer-
ence (16). On the other hand, he asserted that they comprised
the vast majority of the men who, having reached the primipilate,
were promoted beyénd it, His arguments were sound as far as the
superior qualifications of such men were concerned, but in
arguing that they formed the wvast majority he fails to realise

that silence about their origin was not the mark of a particular

class of primipilares, but a characteristic of most of those

who reached the procuratorships and prefectures, He became even
more muddled in discussing the third-century ducenarisn legionary

prefects and the centurionate as a militia equestris (17).

I have given the conslusions of Karbe in considerable detail,
as he was the last to survey all the aspects of the primipilate
in a work devoted primarily to it, Apart from the errors I have
allready noted, and the general need to bring his work up to date,

he has failed to comprehend the pre-Claudian situation, and the

special nature of the primuspilus iterum, Further, he did not
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discuss the question of recruiting of the primipilares in terms

of provinces or corps, and generally his study needs to be
expanded and elaborated, It is fair to say that he probably did
as much as was péssible with his material, and his whole study
isstill well worth reading and is constantly stimulating.

We come now to the work of Wilmanns, It was earlier than
Karhe in date, being published in 1872, but as it treats of a

part of the primipilaris career, and not of the whole, I place

i:t in the second position, Hc laid down that ilhe prefecture of
the camp existed only in the first two centuries of our era (18).

The post was held by primipilares, who ®arely advanced further,

and never obtained procuratorships (19)., Their decorations
included hastae and vexilla, He recognised that the prefect of
the camp in Egypt was commander of the Bgions there (22), and
recognised Liternius Fronto as such, In his opinion in the first
century the prefects were appointed to camps, not to legions,
till Domitian forbade the quartering together of legions (21).

He did not think that in the first period referred to the prefect
was subject to legionary legates, Wrongly he thought that the
prefect was the legionary legate's deputy, forgetting about the

tribumus laticlawius, He identified the prefect of the camp with

the prefect of the legion, but stated that Severus officially
changed the name (22)., He admitted that the former title appeared
on a number of examples from the second century, He did not

understand the post of L, Cirpinius, He saw that the prefects

began commanding the legions from the time of Gallienus onwards,



but he failed to distinguish the prefects of the Egyptian legions
from the rest, The fact that if the prefect of the camp in

Egypt was ducenarian, the prefect-commander of the Egyptian

legion II Traiana must be glso, escapedfm.

One further work must be mentioned before we come to
Domaszewsk®, which like Karbe has tended to be forgotten, that of
W, Baehr in 1900, Though his dissertation was not mainly con-

cerned with the primipilares it contributed a number of useful

points, He ccecllected the cvidence for promotion of primipilares

beyond the primipilate as far as it was available at that time(23),
From the first he took more notice of chronology than Karbe, and
was thus able to observe that the reign of Vespasian seemed to be

the dividing-line after which the primipilares rarely or never

recCeived equestrian appointments, apart from the Rome tribunates
(24), He concluded that from the beginning the Rome tribunates

were reserved for the primipilares, He noted further, in connec-

tion with the withdrawal of the primipilares from the equestrian
militiae, the fact that Vdgasian appeared to have broug_ht to an
end the practice of foreign princes commanding their own auxiliar-
ies, He rejected firmly, against the opinion of his time, the

idea that the primipilate was the guarta militia, and Karbe's

opinion, shared by others, that in the third century the cent-
urionate was an equestrian militia (25). He noted cases of non-

Italian primipilares before Severus, The rest of the thesis is

devoted to a study that is not uninteresting for us, for it

demonstrated thet the pattern of centurions' rectuitment followed
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that of the legions,
We come now to the greatest single work on the Roman army,

Domaszewski's Rangordnung, This great work was influenced

throughout by what I may term the "Barbarisation" concept, that
Fhe entry of provincials into the cadres of the army and administ-
ration was fatal, that the policy of Severus in this matter was
a deliberate exclusion of Italians in favour of provincials, and
that in this respect that emperor was deliberately reversing the
policy of his predecessors, This influenced his conclusions on
the recruiting of c@nturions (26). He laid down as far as the
primipilate was concerned the following maxims, With exceptions
made in the case of éertain praetorian centurionates, the prim-
ivilate was always ppé%ded by the centurionate of a legion (27).
There were two primipili ih each legion, of whom one did not

command a century, and was the primuspilus iterum (28). The

primipili were almost all Italians, recrmited from the guard (29).

Even the men ex eguite Romano rarely obtained the primipilate,

and that is why they were so careful to mention their drigin,
Hadrian made Italian nationality a rule, in order tn keep for
Italians the posts to which primipilares were promoted, One
observes how A, von Domaszewski sees all this as an elaborate
system of protection against "Barbarisation'", He suggested that

the eohorts and alae to which primipilaites were appointed before

the reign of Claudius were milliary (30). In this connection

there is a beautiful example of a Domaszewski proof by restorat-

ion, He spoke of the equestrian service before Claudius as



built on the primipilate (31). He suggested that the Eglﬁis
strictly was attached to the emperor's headguarters, and his
attachment to a legion was regarded as a temporary posting,
He stated further without explanation that under the Republic

auxiliary posts were entrusted to primipilares, He regarded

the pp, iterum as the instrument of unifying the discipline
of the guard and of the legions (33), He thought that the age
of entering on the primipilate under Vespasian was about forty-
nine, and thet as 2 consequence of Domitian's raising of the pay
the age went up, thoughtithis could be often lowered in special
cases, particular’ly for the men from the guard (3L).

On the prefect of the camp he stated that till Claudius
this officer was the head of the equestrian militia (35).
Further he asserted that such prefects commanded auxiliary
camps also, But from Claudius they were commanders of fixed
camps, and the appointment marked the end of the career of the

inferior primuspilus who had not been called to Rome, (36) He

accepted Wilmanns on the prefects of the legions, but added
inevitably thaﬁ these offécers were the instruments of Imperial
distrust of the legates, and therefore they were brought into
the procuratorial career, He realised that the prefect of the
camp in Egypt was ducenarian but made him the commander of the
auxiliary camp (37). He mentioned further the fact that the
Parthian legions were recruited by prefects.

Of course this survey is not meant to be exhaustive, A

list of those conclusions arrived at by Domaszewski that
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affect directly or indirectly the primipilares would be longer

than this chapter., The conclusions given above are the main
ones, all of which have influenced those that have come after
him, Though I have had to join issue with him on a large

number of his conclusions, the worth of the book is immeasurable.

If one had to put his contribution to the study of primipilares

into a few words, on would say that he touched on every possible
aspect, and said something worth thinking about on each,

Five years after the Rangordnung appeared the thesis of
Wegeleben, The most important feature of this thesis for us
was its simple and convineing explanation of promotion within
the centurionate, He also dismissed Domaszewski's theory of
two primipili in a legion (38). His reasons for rejecting
Domaszewski's statement that the post of princeps must precede

that of primuspilus were less convincing (39), and he seems at

times to fall into a mechanical rigidity regarding his own
system, Regrettably he repeated Mommsen's remarks to V 867,
where the latter made the second primipilate a device to ensure
that primipilares who had taken other posts lost no privileges
i,e. they were made pp, II so they could claim to have been
discharged from the primipilate (40), In other words, in

Mommsen's view a man who had been primuspilus and became

praetorian tribune couldn't claim his 600,000 sesterces unless

by a legal fiction he became primuspilus again, Karbe had

seen long before that it was nonsense to suppose that the men

who were promoted beyond the primipilate lost their privileges
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thereby (L41).
The next important work was that of Keyes, published in

1915, entitled The Rise of the Equites. He rlepeated Domaszewskils

belief 1in the command of auxiliary camps by prefects of the
camp (42). He asserted that the prefect of the camp declined

in rank after the reign of Claudius, though Domaszewski had seem
that he must rank above the equestrian tribunes still, Keyes

saw clearly and demonstrated that the title praefectus legionis

came graduslly into uee in the seccend century (L3), and that
there was no warrant to attribute the change to any official
action by Septimius Severus, The difference in rank between

the prefect of the camp and the primuspilus was slight, in his

opinion (44), He presumed two declines in power by the prefect,
first when the prefecture ceased to be held after prefecture

of cohorts and the like, and the sevpond when the prefect became
attached to a particular legion (L45), His treatment of Egypt
was based on the hypothesis that the Egyptian prefect of the
camp was in charge of an auxiliary camp (L46). He argued that
the prefect never acted as the legate's deputy, in his efforts
to prove that the ducenarian prefect-commanders of legidns were
distinct from the prefefts of the camp, Bwt not the latter
up-graded (47). He then proceeded to demonstrate that the

ducenarian prefect wa almost certainly the primuspilus iterum(Li8).

The point that he failed to note and act upon was that the

" Domaszewski explanation of the latter post was unsatisfactory,

The next important work was Der Rumische Ritterstand, by
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A, Stein, In the thirty or so pages that. he devoted to the
equestn:ians of military origin (49) he gave lists of the cases
known to him, Of most interest to us in the discussion is the

fact that he did not regard the primipilaris as automatically

an equestrian (50), and he believed that equestrians who
acce_pted commissions as centurions lost their status, though
they did not do so if they had already held a militis, Other-
wise he simply referred to Domaszewski. His most valuable
feature is his naming of examnles, so charecteristic of his
method of presenting his arguments,

Next to be noted is a "jeu d'esprit" of the year 1937,
which has been taken seriously by a number of people (51).
This paper by G. Ch, Picard and H, Le Bonniec made the follow-
ing assertions, It took the Domaszewski thesis bﬁ'two primipili,

the superior being the primuspilus iterum, putting aside the

arguments of Wegeleben, some of them admittedly not being strong,;
Accepting the latter's point that the pp. iterum should have

some distinguishing name, and_yet maintaining the two primipili,
they arrive at the conclusion that that name was princeps
practorii, and try and demonstrate it from two other inscriptions

I deal with this in an appendix on the princeps praetorii.

In 1938 come two works of great value as far as the
primipilate is concerned, but one of them is spoilt by the
acceptance of the ideas of Domaszewski and improving on them,

“The first I wish to consider is the work of Lopuszanski, the

lsst word at the moment on the prefect of the camp, He undertook
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to examine the development of a vprofessional officer corps,
He differed from Keyes in that he took the prefect of the camp
in Egypt to have been the ducenarian legionary prefect (52),
He also denied the Deomaszewskl theory that prefects of the
camp sometimes commanded auxiliary camps (53). Further he saw
that it was wrong to call the prefecture of the camp the summit

of the militia equestris before the reign of Claudius, as in

fact the order b‘ tenure of posts was fixed, He believed that
the primipili and the prefects of the camp did not belong to

the equestrian order (54), Like others he devoted much space

to the problem of Liternius Fronto, and referred to the supposed
inscription of Pliny and Elder. He repeaied the Durry conclus-
ions relating to the "praetorian" career and recruitment (55).

On the vital question of who the ducenarian prefects of Gallienus
were, he decided for the pp. Il rather than the prefect of the
camp (56), He did not believe that the prefect of the camp
survived this change long.

We turn back sligﬁiy in time to the work of Durry, which
appeared early enough in the same year to be referred to by
Lopuszanski, Like others he based himself largely on the work
of Domaszewski, Thus he described the primipili as "prétoriens
d' originefl" without a justifying footnéte (5?). He took the
career of M, Vettius Valens as a particularly brilliant example
of a typical career, contrasting it with the career of legionar-

ies who reached the centurionate, He stated that the praetorian

centurion in the first two centuries was always an old praetoriaz
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soldier (59)., He claimed that the three higher grades of the
legionary centurionate were mostly reared for praetorian
centurions, On the pre-Claudian system he repeated that the
primipilate was the foundation of the whole equestrian career

at that time (61). He distinguished clearly the primipilaris

procuratorial career from the equestrian, but asserted concern-
ing the latter that equestrians rarely reach the top (62), He
therefore interpreted the career of T, Pontius Sabinus as a

transfer aimed at reaching this better primipilaris career, Tu

this point he added the fact that the primipilares served at

Rome as offficers and commanded citizen troops. He noted that

the primipili bis were always ex=praetorian tribunes, (63) In

his treatment of the prefecture of the camp he remarked that

from Domitian onwards this post was held by primipilares who

had been Rome centurions (65), In the third century these men
could proceed to the Rome tribunates,
M, Durry's work, with its clear delineation of the career

of the primipilaris-procurator, is of considerable importance,

Where it fails in my opinion, and in a sense was bound to fail,
is in the fact that it is based on too slight a foundation of
evidence, Clearly M, Durry had not the time to study all the

material on the primipilares, so he has tended to concentrate

on notable careers, which has tended to over-simplify his

picture, and exaggerate the proportion of primipilares rising

to the heights, In a number of matters, as will be clear to

the reader, he has simply followed Domaszewski, Nothing can
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detract from the merit of his treatment of the subject of his
book, the praetorian cohorts,

The picture given by M, Durry was not modified by Passerini,
in his work on the Rome cohorts which appeared in the following
year, Also in 1939 appeared the paper of A,N, Sherwin-White on
"Procurator Augusti', which made clear the relationship to the
development of the Imperial Civil Service of the posts held by

primipilares up to 69,

In 1941 E, Birley challenged the conclusicns of M, Durry
on a number of points, the paper tending to be overlooked by
those who wrote on the subject later (66), In that paper, after
first examining the evidence for the legionary centurionate,
and reaching conclusions similar to those of Baehr, he turned

to the primipilares, He noted that in the majority of cases

men promoted beyond the primipilate give no information con-
cerning the posts held before it, He examined the conclusions
of M, Durry on a statistical basis, from various approaches,
adnd concluded that his and Domaszewski's assertions were based
on too slight a foundation of fact, There are a number of
interesting pointers in this paper, and it showed the need for

a full examination of the primipilares.

In 494, H, Zwicky wrote a doctoral dissertation ofi the use
of the soldier in administration, It was used in a review of
the evidence for the particular subject in which he was

interested, Here however we are concerned with the question,

what was his new contribution to the subject of the primipilares
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The answer is that in the main he followed Domaszewski and

M, Durry. Notaq;iy he repeated the claim that the prefect

of the camp commanded auxiliary camps also (66)., His attempt
to straighten out the pre-Claudian career is interesting (67)
The statement that the procuratorships were awarded to

primipilares in recognition of distinguished service, and were

not thought of as the natural goal of the career, is much nearer
the truth than the picture given by M., Durry (68). One can
hardly see the point, however, in saying that the legiocnary

tribunate ceuld still be held by primipilares after Claudius

on the basis of two inscriptions nearly two centuries apart !(69)

His statement that the primipilaris career is proved to be con-

fined to ex-praetoriafn soldiers because all the cases known

to us of primipilares are men from the guard or the army-staff

is inaccurate (70). He repeated M, Durry's conclusions as to

the general superiority of the primipilaris procuratorial career

over the equestrian, though he added the important point that

the primipilares could never compete numerically, so there was

never a serious overall threat to the equestrian order (71).
The best thing in the whole thesis is his discussion of the

men ex equite Romano, where he set the expression in its con-

text, among several similar expressions, and showed that there
is no neeéd to suﬁpose that these men lost their social status,
Finally, we come to the work of H,G, Pflaum on the

procurators, of supreme importance in its chosen field, He

has accepted unreservedly Domaszewski and M, Durry. On the
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other hand, his treatment of the primipilaris procurators is

of great importance, He saw that the promotion to the
centenarian procuratorships from the first primipilate did not
begin till the time of Hadrian (73)., He noted that in the

period Vespasian to Trajan primipilaris procurators rarely went

beyond their first post, and drew the conclusionf that the
post was a reward, not a prelude to a further career (74)., The

role of the castra peregrina was noted by him also (75).

Finally, his thréefold divisiodn of procuratorial careers and
remarks on promotion clarify the picturé enormously (76). He

noted the apparent speed of promotion in primipilaris eareers,

and drew the conslusion that this was because of their already
advanced age (77). All this is of course in addition to the
fact that without his book there would have been no possibility

of the type of analysis of the primipilaris procuratorial

career I have attempted, The assistance rendered to me perseon=—
ally, and soon to the world at large, by his book, originally

~
intended as a companion for the first, Les carrieres procurator-

iennes, is incalculalble, though some reflection will be found
in the constant references to the proofs of it in my prosopo-
graphy.

More than these books I do not need to méntion, for I am
only concerned with books that in one way or another make

fundamental contributions to the study of the primipilares.

There are a number of other works, but they cover so small

portions of the field that I have thought it better to refer
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The time has now come to try and assess the results achieved
by these writers, and to indicate where I have particularly
sought to improve on them, The basic study is that of the

Rangordnung, and there has been little serious attempt to modify

certain of the views expressed there, Karbe's work, on the
whole, is seldom guoted, though he gives a good cover of the
subject, Since the work of Domaszewski the tendency has been to
concentrate on particular aspects, ''hus the prefecture of the
camp has been explained to a large extent, with the exception

of its reladtionship to the post primuspilus iterum. It will be

seen that in the studies referred to this difficulty has been
passed ovér to a large extent, The career through the Rome
tribunates to the procuratorships has also on the whole been
adequately dealt with, What has not been dome is to examine

more closely the claims of Domaszewski regarding the primipilares

being mostly Italians and mostly from the guard, Refutations
of these claims have been produced, but these have been largely

1gnoreg, and 1u11 scalenﬁﬁi::nau on j1is alled or, Fugther

the/required examln ion, and- prdhablllty of prlml ildres
the,

recéiving procuratorships, Most of all, there is the need for
all these lines of investigation concerning the primipilate to
be presented in a single study, so that a view of the value and

importance of the primipilares may be fairly made, To such a

study an examination of the careers of individual primipilares

is necessary concomitant, I believe the results have justified
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THE REPUBLICAN PRIMIPILATE

The centurio primi pili was among the primi ordines, who

are frequently cited with the tribuni miiitum as being present

at councils of wa# (1l). The primi ordines also appear as the

spokesmen of the legions (4). A very interesting passage bearing

on the priml ordines and the primipilate In particular is Livy

XLIXI 52. Thirty-two centurions, quli primos ordines duxerant,

complained that not only had they been recalled to service, but
that they had been given lower ranks. P, Licinius 1in reply d ted

senatus consultgwhich fixea fifty as the age above which exemption

wus granted. Clearly therefore these men had not yet reached
that age, Spurius Ligustinus, a tribune of the plebs, received
permission to speak, and recounted his military career. AaAfter

two years as miles he had become decimus hastatus. Hls next

commander made him primus hastatus. In the next campaign he

begame primus princeps, and then he served as primus pilus four

times in a few years. He had been awarded six civic crowns, and
had been decorated thirty-four times. He had done twenty-two
years' service, and was now over fifty. Nevertheless he was
willing to re-enter service and take the rank allocated to him _

by the tribuni militum. Amid acclaim he was made primuspilus,

and the cgnturions- resistance collspsed. The date was 171 B.C..
The system cléarly emerges from this passage. Rank was allocated

for one campaign, by the commander. The rank of primus piius

could thus be held for one campaign without the holder having the
/
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right to claim the same rank for the next. Hence Spurius is

justifiably proud of the fact that he had been primuspilus

four times in a few years. A campaign normally was regarded as
lusting one year, as is implied by the phrasing of Spurius, with

its reference to paucis annis, and by the case of P, Salonlus,

who had held the primipllate and the military tribunate alternis

prope ammis.(oj. This was in 342 B.C., and in 359-8 B.C. there

was the case of F. Tullius -~ septimum primum pilum lam Tullius

ducebat (4). He acted as a representative of the soldiers, who

wanted battle.

The position of the primuspilus in the leglon in battle-array

is given by Livy (5) as in the third line, the triarii. Presum-
-ably his position would be on the right ot the line, fhe place of
honour. Some ideas of the quality necessary for this'post can
be gained fEﬂm Livy's description of the two primipili ot the

opposing forces, the Roman strenuus vir peritusque militiae, the

Latin viribi{s ingens bellatorque primus. While personal fighting

abliity 1s required the value of the experience of these men is
also recognlised. In the panic of Hannibal's invasion in 212 B.C..

we even rind a retired primuspilus given the command. He 1s

desgribgd aﬁ_éps;gpig_inter;primipili centuriones et magnitudine

corporis et animi. (6.

Our next main body of information is from the Commentaries of
Caesab, and we should remember that in his day the army was tend-

ing to become more and more proressional. The tribuni militum

and centuriones primorum ordinum still act together as represent-

atives of the legions (7), and appear at the legate:

9 Oquncil (8)
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The qualifications are courge, emperience, and virtus (9). That

the post of primus pilus was stiil an appointment for one year is

suggested by the reference to Titus Balventius gqui superiore anno

primum pilum d@xerat, viro forti et magnae auctoritatis (10).

A clue to the age of one primus pilus is given by the fact that

he was killed bringing help to his son, which suggests an age
above forty at least (11l). Of special interest are the cases of

men re-enlisting as evocatl during the civil wars: Erat Crastinus

evocatus in exercitu Caesaris, qul superiore anno apud eum primum

pilum in legione X duxerat, vir singulari virtute. (12). It is

also noted in the case of L. Pupius that he hud held the prim-
ipilate at least twice (13). |

On the question of promotion ot the primuspllus we have

alreadynnoted the case of P. Salonius, and there the demand was

that the tribune should not afterwards be primuspilus. The
interesting question of whether Salonius was Ariginally a
centurion or originally a bribune is not answered. More positive
evidence for promotion is the case of L. Septimius, one of
Pompey's murderers. He had been at least a centurion, for Caesar

says of him that bello praedonum apud eum (Pompeium) ordinem

duxerat,(14) and Lucan waxed eloguent.on his treachery, referring —

to the posite..piio (15. It 1s possible therefore that he had

been a primus pilus. What is not certain is what his military

triounate was, whether a rank attained in the Roman army before

hiis adhesion to Ptolemy or a rank attained iﬁ.the latter's army.

However, what we expect in this period is not so much regnlar
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appointment, but appointments made through expediency. In this
category presumably comes the clear case of L. Firmius, who was

primus pilus and tribunus militum in a Triumviral legion. (16)

That is sufricient to justify us in sugggsting that when Augustus

appointed primipilares as well as equestr.ans to legionary

tribunates he may have been emploging an expedient which had
emerged as a temporary practice 1n the civil wars.
The only other clear connection between Augustan promotion

of primipllares and Republican practice is that a cavalry ala is

q
knwon as the ala Scaez!ae. (17) The comma@ﬂer from whom this

regiment has taken its nmme has been identitied with the Cassius
Scaevay whose prémotion to the primipllate is mentioned in the
civil wars (18). The inscription appears to be early, and it is
of a cayalry regiment at a time when mas beginning to put
these units on a more permanent basis (19). Here.again it is
clearly possible that Augustus had some precedent for his use of

primipilares.

Under the heading of civil activities of primipili we may

was awarded the dedication

note that M. Laetorius,a p;imuspilus,

of a templie by the people. in 495 B.,C., the purpose belng to slight

the consuls (20). Orosius refers to a primipilaris as concerned ___

in the drawing-up of Sulla's proscription 1list (21). The use of
the term primipiluaris is not attested under the Republic, and 1t
may weel be that this is the word of Orosius rather than his
source. Whether this activity of a serving or retired

primuspiius had any parallels is unknown to us.
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The primus pilus,or centurio primi pill as he was more

generally known at this time, wus under the Republic a centurion,
appointed to the highest centurlionate in the leglion for a set
period of time, prohably one year. The post could be held more

than once, He in conjunction with the other primi ordines_took

part in councils of war and spoke for the legions. His age could
be below fitrty, and quite probably was above forty. kxperience,
and fighting abidity were his characteristics. As far as promot-
ion wes concerned, whilc there arc isolatocd examples of promoticns
that under Augustus became the regular thing, it seems that the
absence of a permanent army structure and social barriers stood

in the way ot the centurio primi pili; Most significant of all

for us are the things unattested under the Repﬁblic, despite the
wealth of militury intormation that we have. The prefect of the

camp and the very word primipilaris are absent from records. The

guxilia were not as yet lurgely offlcered by regular commanders
(22). The Rome tribunates, like the Rome €ohorts,did not yet

exist. The special donative ot the primuspilus, which placed

him in so advantageous a position socially, may not yet have
existed. Thus, while in a number of ways expedients of the civil
wars period may nge suggested to Augustus methods of employing‘ﬁ{

men who had been centuriones primi pili, it was his work in set-

ting up a permanent structure, wihthin which they were given an

important part, that gave the primipilares their peculiar

importance. In the next chapter we shall study that part.
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THE AUGUSTAN PRIMIPILATE

There is a general point thgt applies to all the work of

Augustus, and in particular to his use of the primipilares;

that he was experimenting. In the previous chapter I have

given the picture of the centurilo primi plli as he existed under

the Republic. aAugustus as far as we can gather changed little
as far as the position of this man in the legion was concerned.
His innovation was to use these men, after thelr tenure of the
primipilate, in a wide variety of duties, some of which were

to become permanently connected with the primipilares, others

of which were to lapse or bemme the property of other corps.
To attempt to apply rigid rules concerning order of promotion,
etc., to this period, 1s to obscure the picture, not to clarify
it. There is a sense in which all the posts held by primipil-
ares in this period,except the tribunates of the guard, were
temporary positions rather than poilnts in a regular career.

The first creation of augustus was the primipilaris.

While, as we have noted, men who had held the primipilate in
Republican times continued to serve as centurions, or in the

civil wars re-enllsted as evocati, the regu;gr title of rank,

primipilaris, andkhe regular use of these men in superior postg
date from Augustus. He also created the numerus at Home, the
poox trom which vacancies could be supplied and from which

men for special tasks could be drawn. Almost certainly it was

he who instituted the speclally large gratuity on completion
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of office that made the primipilaris proverbial for his wealth.

From the pool at Rome he supplied certain offices in the
army. The careers including these posts appear in their bare
bones in the tables of this chapter, and in their entirety in
the Prosopography. Let us examine first the constituent posts.

The man who had been primuspilus could become primugpilus

again. Clearly this 1is the meaning of the phrase pp.bls
which occurs so frequently in these careers. It 1s to be

compared rather with the cases of trib. mil. bis, etc., than

with the use of pp.bls to indicate that a man had been both
primuspilus and primuspilus iterum, which we shall see coming

in later, when the, pragtice of lteration of the ordinary prim-
had ceasec].” Thast are m.f@a/] Prim
ipilatq/ﬂeld three times, those df w. Cri&ttius and the unknown

of IX 1630. From what we have seen of practlice under the
Republic, when lteration was common also, it seems most likely
that the tenure of each primlpilate was for one year. Whether
the two primipilates followed directly upon one another or were
separated by other posts 1s uncertain, as most of the careers
are drawn up as summaries rather than as lists of posts in
chrono;ogical order,

The primuspllus could also be praechtug_cggtmorum. I

have a full chapter on thls post, and here we are only concerned

with its development as part of the primipilaris.career., There-

fore it 1s enough to say that this was the man responsible for
the camp, be it of one legion or more. The post at this time

was not attached to any particular legion, as far us we can
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Judge, and it seems best to think of it as one &6 which

primipllares were appointed as and when needed, but not yet

as a permanent establishment post in a legion, forming part of
a regular career. The article by R. Syme in Germania, 19s2,
vol. XVI pp. 109-11, though brief, is a very good appreciation

of' the podsltion of the praefectus castrorum at this time. The

fact that it had not yet been restricted to primipilabes is

shown by the fact that Arrius Salanus held it after a normal
cyuestrian career. Sometimes in this period the expressioh

praef, cast. Imp. appears. It 1s attested for Sex. Aulienus

and the unknown of XI 711. I can only think that it memns that
the men 1in question had held the post when the emperor himself
was on campaign.,

The legionary tribunates at this period, apart from those

reserved for laticlavii, were occupled by equestrians or

primipilares. Here too, as a glance through the tables will

show, lteration was possible.qﬁﬁhe auxiliary commgnds the

prefectures of cohorts and alae are both attestethrimipilares,

but 1t must be remembered that the alse could also be commanded
equestriens, and both types of units by their own notables.

Thus Domaszewskl was wrong to descilbe the primipilate as the

basis ot the militia equestris of the period,(lz: The
mMos

primipilares seem to have had the fullest amdxvaried careers,

but the evidence does not show that they staffed the majority
of the auxiliary commands or of the legionary tribunates,

Rather they were used freely whenever the Hlgh Command thought
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it necessary to put a unit under the command of a regular
officer of considerable experience.

The Rome tribunates will be discussed in relation to the
proﬁlem of order of posts. Here it need only be noted that,

with the exception of L. Ovinius Rufus, the primipilares who

are attested as holding such tribunates in this period only
commanded praetorian cohorts, not necessarily at Rome. Of

other posts that ot praefectus classis appears in primipilaris

careers,presumably because it is £ill essentially a purely
miiitary post.
Three posts seem to call for special consideration., They

¢
are those of praefectus cohortium, praefectus civitatum and

praefectus februm. The first was made equivalent to praefectus
castrorum by Domaszewskil (z), under the impression thaﬁ the
latter post could be held over a purely auxiliary camp. The
fullest definition of the post is given in the cuse of P.
Cornelius Ciciatricula, where the force is defined as consisting
of four cohorts. Cn. Manlius appears to have held a simlilar
‘eommand. It seems from the scanty evidence to have been a
temporary brigading of a number of units under one experienced

commander. The praefectus civitatium was a military governor,

generally in an area where conditions did not favour the settin,
-up of a province (3). Again, it is a temporary position, to

which a primipilaris or a native chief (V 7231 - M. Iulilus

Cottius) coudd be appointed, not an establighment post reserved

for men of a particular type of career. The praefectus fabrum
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was an officer on a governor's stuff, or sometimes on the
emperor'!s. A post with the same name was often held by young

equestriuns (4), and continued to be after the reign of Claudius,

but Mr. Birley has seen the essential difference, namely that

the primipileres served on the staft's of governors of Imperial
provinces, where thelr experience was of great value, and the
equestrians, holding this post as a starting-point to their
career, served on the staffs of governors of senatorial provinces
or wlith consuls or praetors at Rome (5). This distinction is
fundamental. It seems probable that Claudius abolished the

post in Imperial provinces, as the primipilares who held the

post seem all to belong to the period up to and including the
reign of Cluaudius. There is one more post to mention, that of

praefectus levis armaturae, which appears to be annappointment

in a frontier district to the command of local levies.
In examingng these various posts it should have become clear
to the reader thuat each of them was a command which could be

held by a primipilarls but in all cases, not even excluding

the prefecture of the camp nor the Rome tribunates (Cn. Manlius),

men of other antecedents could hold them also. The careers of

the primipilares tend to show a greater varilety than those of
the equestrlian oft'icers, but they are not careers as we know
them later, c:omprising posts the majority of which were restrict-

ed to primipilares, held in a more or less rigid order of

importance. They are rather a colliection of mliscellaneous posts

to which the primipilarlis has been appointed, the order depending
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on the particular needs of the time. Let us examine the careers
themselves for evidence on this last point.
The basic order has been stated by Keyes (6) to be

primuspilus, tribunus militum, praefectus equitum, praefectus

castrorum, praefectus fabrum. The other posts that we have

mentioned above do not appear regularly enough for any
generalisation. Here are the tables of careers, drawn up as
far as possible according to their idiosyncracies.

(a) "Peepfect®

AE 1954.104 [primo]pilo_bis, [Eribujno milit-
um bis, [pr]aefectoe]quitum bis
[pr] aefecto castrdrum, hjraefem
navium...
XI 711 p.,tr] mil. IIII,Eraef. eq.]
II, praef. cast. p. Caes.,
pruaef. classls...
(b) Careers where praefectus fabrum occurs early.
Cn. Baebiug Celsus prim. pil., praef. fabr..
M. Cestius primo pilo, praef. fabrum,
trib., mil..
C. Purtisius Atinas prim. pil. leg. -, pr. fab.,
pr. equi..
(c) Careers where praerectus equitum is omitted.
Sex. Aulienus primo pilo II, tr. mil., praef,

levis armat.,_  praef.-castr. Imp
Caesaris Aug. et Ti. Caesaris
Augusti, praef. classis, pruef,
fabr..

L. Curiatius prim., pil., trib. mil. II,
praef. castr., praef, fabr..

C. Musanus primo pilo bis, tr. mil.,
praefecto stratopedarci.




(a)

(e)

(£)

(g)

C. Norbunus wuadratus

C. Servilius

IX 367z
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prim., pil., trib., mllit.,
praef. castr..

pp., tr. mil,.,, praef. castr..

Pp., tr. mil., prasef. cast..

Careers where prasfectus castrorum is omittéd.

P. Cornelius Cilcatricula

Curtilius

C. Pompullius

XI 712 (a)

prim. pil. bis, praefect,
eqult,, praef. clas., praef,
cohortium @vium Romanorum
quattuor in Hispania, trib.
mil,.

prim. pil. leg. ¥YI, praef,.
chortis, tr. mil., praef.
equit., praef. fabr..

prim. pil., trib. mil., praef.
eq' *

ol iz e v B 9,

Careers where praefectus egquitum precedes tribunus militun.

-]
L. Apgnius

P, Cornelius Cicatricula

Pp., pruefecto equitu.,
tribuno militum leg., VII et
leg. XXII, praefect. castrorum

prim. pil. bis, praefect.
equit., praef. clas., praef.
cohortium civium Romanorum
quattuor 1n Hispania, trib.
mil..

Carpers where pruefectus cohortis precedes primuspllus.

L., Attius Iumcanus

M. Tarquitius saturninus

signifero, centurioni, tribuno
cphort.v.lngenuorum,ﬁpp, {]

praef., coh. scut., primo pilo
leg. XXII, trib. milit. leg.
ITI, leg. XXII.

Careers where praefectus equitum precedes primuspillus.

L., Vibrius Punicus

praef. equitum, primopilo,
trib(und) mi1( 1tum) praef.
Corsicae.
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(h) Careers where praetectus cochortis follows primuspilus.

Curtilius

-
»
~—

prim., pil. leg. VI, praef.
chortis, tr. mil., praef. equit.
praef. fabr..

Careers where praetectus castrorum follows primuspilus.

L. Octavius Balbus

‘ Q. Paesldius Macedo

L. Praecilius Clemens

prim. pil., praef. castror.,
praef., fabr..

prim., pil. leg. IX Hispanila.,
praef. castror. leg. IV Scythic.
trib, miliit. leg. eiusdem.

primipiluri leg. V Macedonicae,
praefecto castrorum leg. eiusdem

(j) Careers of eguestriuns hokding primipilaris posts.

Arrius salanus

Vespasius Pollio

trib. mil. legion III August.,
leg. X Geminae, pruef. eyuit.,
pruef. castr., praef., fab..

ter tribunum militumqgue praef-
ectum castrorum.

P. Fannius

Glitius Barbarus

C. Muclus sScaeva

M. Oppius

_ _ : Al TXe (a)

XITI 4371

(k) Careers where there 1s insufficient evidence to classify then

pp. leg. VI., praef, equit..
primipilaris, p[raef. -], tr.

mil., praef. fabr. Ti. C fLaudi
Caes aris Aug. Germ.].

praef, chort., primopilo leg. VI
Ferrat..

centur. leg. VI,pp... trib. leg.
II, praef....castr..

prim. pil., praef. eq..

pralef. -}, primipilus, tribunufs
militu@].

It will be seen that there are only two perfect cases, both

subject to thelr restoration being correct, Even in these cases
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there is the complicating factor of iteration or posts, there
being no way of telling if the unknown of AE 1954. 104, for
instance, meant that his two military tribunates and two
cavalry commands were both held at the same point of time in
his career, or whether he was conveniently summarising his
career, Thus a most complicated series of changes of post,
invoiving perhaps the tenure of a military tribunate, then a
prefecture of cavalry, then a second legionary tribunate, may
lie behind even the inscriptions that appear to confirm the
order of appointment suggested above. The exceptions to that
order ure arranged in a rough classification above. Not all
the anomalies appear in these heudings, as a careful study
will show. It should be clear from the careers that any attem-
pt to rationalise these examples into a career which inWolves
a regular ladder of promotion 1s doomed to failure. Consider
for a moment the idea that the prefecture of the camp was the
top rung of that ladder. I append a list of cases wherecother

posts are held arter that prefecture.

Arrius Salanus (j) praefectus fabrum.
Sex., Aulienus (c) praefectus classis, praef-
ectus fabrum.
L., Curiatius (c) praefectus fabrum.
L. Octavius Balbus (1, praefectus fabrum.
wes Paesidius Macedo(l) tribunus militunm. - -
XI 711 (a) praefectus classis.
AE 1954, 104 praefectus fabrum, praef-

ectus navium.,

' The answer clearly here 1s that praefectus castrorum,

praetectus classis, praefectus fabrum, tend to be the three

senlor posts, yet even in saylng that, you must take into



a

36

account section (b, as far as the post of praefectus fabrum is

concerned, and the career of pr, Cornelius Cicatricula (e) as

far as the post of pruefectus classis is concerned. To attempt

to say more, particularly about the auxilliary posts and the
leglonary tribunates, 1s pointless. Clearly the Romans them-
selves had not given these caresrs a logical structure. That
had to await the retorms of Claudius, The latter, as £dr as we
can judge, mude the following changes. He decided the order of

tenure of the posts of praefectus cohortis, tribunus mililtum,

and prael'ectus eguitum, curtailed the practice of appointing

primipllares to these posts, and made the prefecture of the

camp an establishment post in each legion., It 1s convenient
to attach the nume of Claudius to these last two changes, as
he is other-wilse known as a military reformer, and the changes
seem to take place about his time, but of course the details
are unknown to us.

A word is necessary on dating. The title of this chapter
1s perhaps slightly misleading. While the system we have been
discussing was primarily the work of sugustus, it continued
after hls death. oSome time in the reign of Claudius it was
superseded to a large extent, due to the reforms referred to

above., The practige of occasionally appointing primipilares

to posts held normally atter the reign of Claudius by equest-
rians continued till 69. The cases of this will be referred to
in our next chapter, on the developing &f primipilate; a number

of tne cases given in this chapter are undated, and in such
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cases there is always the possibility that they belong to as

late as the reign of Nero.

Further promotion, beyond the posts already mentioned, is
only attested for P, Anicius Maximus, P. Palpellius Clodius
Quiringlis, and Catonius Iustus. The first really beldngs to
the next chapter, as he has none of the irregularities associat-
ed with the Augustan primipilate. The promotion from prefect
of the camp of a British legion to prefect of the camp in Egypt
forms our justification for mentioning him here. Ncvortheless
the problems of hls career are intimately bound up with those
of the prefecture of the camp in Egypt, and cannot be explored
in a general chapter., P. Palpellius Clodius Quirinalls has an
intermediary career, for though he held the prefecture of the
Ravenna fleet after the primipilate and the legionary tribunate,
that prefecture is described as a procuratorship. This is
notable both as evidence for the beginning of change in the
status of the Italian fleet prefectures, and for the introduc-
tion of a procuratorship into a career which did not contain a
praetorian tribunate. Finally Catonius Iustus, a centurio

primli ordinis, rose to be praetorian prefect to Claudius.

Unfortunately his route 'is not known.

The Rome tribunates follow.

¥. Aemilius primopilo bis, praefecto
equit., tribuno chort. IIII
praetor..

C. Baebius Atticus primopll. leg. V Macedonic.,

praef. civitatium Moesiae
et Treballiae, praef. clvit-
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atium in Alpibus Maritumis,
tr. mil. eoh. VIII pr., prim-
opil, iter., procurator Ti.
Claudi Caesaris Aug. Germanici
in Norico.

L. Ovinius Rufus prim. ordo cohortium praet.
Divi Augusti, prim. pil. leg.
XIIII Gem., trib., mil. coh.
XI urb., trib. mil. cch. III
praet., praef. fab..

T. Pontinius primopil. leg. V Macedonlicae,
praef.[gqa » trib. chor. V
P Eaet.ﬂ.

M. Vergiiius Galius Lusius prim. pil. leg. XI, praef.
' cohort. Ubiorum peditum et
equitum,praef. fab. III, trib.
mil. cohort. primae, idiologo
ad Aegyyﬂum.

X 1711 frlieg. VII Macedonic.,
pr [imipilo] leg. IIII Scyth-
icae, trib. coh...praet.,
primo pilo iter., leg. XVI
Ga[11], proc. Ti. Claudi
Cagsafls Aufg...

Cn. Manlius : trib. cohortis praet., praef-
ect. cohortium,

+ Maxumus [Elriv. feJch. II praetoriafe}
pri [m] o[pilo bis, proc[ujr[.
T [L]Clandi Caesaris Augusti
Germanici, prae[f.;]s bis lam

They differ from the posts which we have'beenkoﬂéidering
in that, as far as we know, they were fram the first reserved

for primipilares. On. Manlius seems to have been an exception

to this rule, as Arrius Salanus and Vespasius Polllo were as

far as the post of praefectus castrorum 1s concerned., Apart




)

from the case of L. Ovinius Rufus, only the praetorian tribun-
ate is attested for primipilaris careers of this period. There

is nof regular approach to this post, till the time of Claudius,
when as is shown by the cases of C. Baebius Atticus, X 1711,

and of Maxumus, a pattern of primuspilus, tribunus cohortis

praetoriae, primuspilus iterum:procurator, began to emerge.

The same 1ls true ot the posts following the praetorian tribunate

Before the above pattern appeared we find one man becoming

praefectus fabrum, another idiologus in Egypt, having been

praefectus fabrum before his tribunate., This latter 1s a case

of a pruetorian tribune being appointed to a post which was
later integrated into a procuratorial career. It is not to be
interpreted as evidence of a possible civil career open to

primipilares, but as an appointment of an individual to a post

that needed to be filled, there being no regular practice as
regarding the filling of such vacanclies. More is said about

this in the chapter on the primipilaris procurators.

There is one further type of post to which reference shoulc
be made, the ducenarian commands of the legions in kEgypt. The
veto on the entry of senators into Egypt meant that from the
start the legions there must be commanded by dyceggrigqﬂ.prefedg
Theré i;_nothiég to suggest that these were ever recruited

otherwise than from primipilares. The first case known to us

is that of L. Cirpinius, pri. pil. iter., praef. leg. XXII,

whom we are inclined to date before the reign of Claudlus.

This is impobtant, because on the inscription, preceding the
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prefecture, is the post of primuspilus iterum. The other

examples of this post from early times come from inscriptions
of men who served under Claudius as procurators, and fraom
that of L. Rufellius Severus, who is dealt with in the next

chapter. Therefore we must reckon with the possibility that{je

post of primuspilus iterum had appeared before the reign of
Claudius, though not necessarily much before. It may be, as
Mr, Birley has suggested to me, that the 1dea of the post came

from the need for special training for the primipllaris destined

for the command of an Egyptian legion.

The evidence for the corps from which primipllares were

being recrulted at this period is not great., L. Ovinius mufus
and the unknown of IX 2983 were praetorlian centurions. Aufidien-
us Rufus and Helvlus Rufus started in the ranks, most probably
of the legions. C. Norbanus Quadratus, as a colonist from the
East, probably began in the ranks of the legions. P. Anicius
Maximus, also a colonist, probably obtained a direct commission
as centurion. Ti. Iulius Italicus, Sabidius, Casslus Chaerea,
and Catonius Tustus, were legionary centurions. L. Aurelius

Rufus may have been centurio stratorum. Cn. Manlius and Arrius

Salanus, and probably Vespasius Pollio, were equestriuns who -

held posts otherwise associated with the primipilares.

The Augustan primipilate differed from the Republlcan

chiefly in the use of the ex-primuspllus, who had now the new

title primipilaris. These primipilares were used in a wide

range of posts, as they were needed, without those posts
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constituting a formal career. Significant for the later

development of the primipilarils career was the appearance of

the prefecture of the camp, not yet attached to a legion, of

the Rome tribunates, (like the prefecture almost a primipilaris

preserve, and the ducenarian legionary prefectures in Egypt

(reserved also for the primipilares.) Wwe have noted the possib-

ility that the post of primuspilus iterum had made 1ts

appearance before the reign of Claudius. Thus white the creat-

ion of a stereotyped primipilaris career seems to have been

largely the work of Claudius, it was augustus who took the
declsive step of using these men freely in new posts for which
thelr training and experience fitted them. sSome of hls measures
may have been suggested by Republican expedients, particularly
by developments during the civil wars, but it was his work to

exploit fully the potentialities of the primipilures. His

system, bullding on the inepublican centurio primi pili, and

already in part anticipating the distinct primipilaris careers

as they appeasr f'rom the reign of Claudius onwards, ls typilcal
of the genius which took o0ld institutions and turned them to
new uses, without rigid definitions of posts tenabire and thelr

order of tenure.,
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THE DEVELOPING PRIMIPILATE

CLAUDIUS AND NERO,

In the previous chapter we have seen how Augustus

embarked on an extensive employment of primipilares in a

large number of posts, all military in nature, without
attempting as far as we can see to create a special

primipilaris career in which the order of posts would be

carefully laid down, Under Tiberius and Caligula this
system seems to have continued, though the possibility cannot
be excluded that experiements anticipating later developments
were being made, Thus we have already seen that the post

of primuspilus iterum may have appeared before the reign of

Claudius, Under the next two emperors, Claudius and Nero,

two distinct careers appear, both restricted to primipilares,

The first is the tenure of the prefecture of the camp immedi-
ately after the primipilate, this normally marking thenof the
career, The second is the tenure of the three Rome tribunates,

followed in some cases by primuspilus iterum, held at Rome or

in a legion, and a procuratorship, Nevertheless, up to 69

we do find cases where posts as commgnders of auxiliaries or
as legionary tribunes are_held within what we would otherwise
describe as an ordinary career, These posts are in the case

of the auxiliaries as praefecti, not as praepositi, i,e, they

are not regarded as extraordinary commands,

It will be convenient to begin by mentioning these

cases, C., Valerius Clemens commanded an ala in the Jewish
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war of Vespasian, L., Antonius Naso held the prefecture of

a civitas before his primipilate, and a legionary tribunate
directly after it. This latter appointment cannot have been
before the years 66-67, C. Nymphidius Sabinus held the pre-
fecture of an gla before his Rome tribunate, which latter
post he held at an age which argues extraordinary favour,

The appointment of Pompeius Longinus to a praetorian tribunate
by Galba, without his having fulfilled thc normal conditions

(e Galbae amicis, non ordine militiae), is explicable by the

peculiar circumstances of 69, when clearly Galba did not feel
able to rely on normal channels of promotion.

All these are examples drawn from the reign of Nero or
slightly later, There are in addition the cases I referred
to in my previous chapter, but reserved to this place, where
part of the career belongs to the reign of Claudius, and
features of the regular career are already present,

C. Baebius Atticus primopil., leg, V, Macedonic, praef,
civitatium Moesiase et Treballiae,
praef, eivitatium in Alpibus
Maritumis, tr., mil, coh, VIIJpr.,
primopil, iter,, procurator Ti,
Claudi Caesaris Aug, Germanici in
Norico.,

X 1711 7] leg. VII Macedonic,, pr[imipilo/
eg. IITI Scythicae, trib, coh, .
praet,, primépilo iter, leg, XVI
94@_,proc. Ti, Claudi Caesaris Au g..

Maxumus rib, Jc'Joh, II praetoriale
];’)31131 m]o[pglo bis, proc ]n ]7![1:.]
Claudi Caesaris Augusti Germanici,
prae [f...]s bis iam ...

Clearly already it was normal for a procuratorship to be



preceded by a praetorian tribunate and the post of

primuspilus iterum. They do not show the two other Rome

tribunates preceding the praetorian one, promotion to the
latter post being direct from the primipilate, or in one case

after the tenure of two posts as praefectus civitatium,

On this question of the tenure of all three Rome
tribunates, apart from the inscription of L, Ovinius Rufus
referred to in the previous chapter, the first inscription
recording the tenure of two Rome tribunates, the praetorian
and the urban, is that of Iulius Pollio, who was praetorian
tribune in A,D, 55, Cases where all three were held are as
follows, with their dates, C, Gavius Silvanus, praetorian
tribune in A,D, 65, M, Vettius Valens, procurator in A,D, 66,
and L, Antonius Naso, who passed through the Rome cohorts in
the period 67-68. The tenure of all three tribunates was
never universally enforced, as far as we can judge, but as
this is a question of the individual career, in which the
date has no special significance, the discussion of cases
after 69 where not all three tribunates were held is confined
to the chapter on the Rome tribunates, with one exception.

For the development of the post of praefectus castrorum

we must revert to some texts given in the notes to the previous
chapter, The chief change brought sbout by Claudius seems to

have been the attaching of the prefects of the camp to the

establishments of legions, one in each, Thus we find
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L. Praecilius Clemens described as praefectus castrorum leg,

eiusdem in an inscription set up by veterans who had completed
their service some time in the period 36-43 A.D,. P, Anicius

Maximus was prefect of the camp of the legion II Augusta in

A,D, L3, Taking the two together one must conclude that the
change came into effect in the early years of Claudius, and
may have been at least prepared for in the preceding reign,
The attempt of Keyes to demonstrate a loss of importance by
the prefecture due to its ceasing to be the top rung of the
equestrian military ladder (1) is based on the mistaken belief
of Domaszewski that is was the top rung, and the inscription he
uses, that of Q, Paesidius Macedo, does not prove his case,
That inscription shows a military tribunate held after the
prefecture of the camp, The fact that a legion is given for
the prefecture suggests a date under or after Claudius, We
know that the prefecture ranked above the equestrian legionary
tribunate in the second century, and the most likely explana-
tion of this inscription is that it comes from a transitional
period under Claudius, If there is a difference in rank it
may be due to the desire of Claudiusto make the legionary
tribunate éhe top of the tree, cf, his original policy with
regard to the equestrian militiae (2). In that case the
former policy was probably as short-lived as the latter,

Procuratorships become rather more common in this period,

I give a complete survey of them from the chronological aspect
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in the éhqpter on that subject, so here I will only point
out development. The approach was via the Rome tribunates and
pp_iterum. The one perfect example of this is the career
of M. Vettius Valens. For Te Iulius Ustus the praetorian
tribunate and the procuratorship of Thrace are recorded, and
for Valerius Paulinus the praetorian tribunate and the
proéuratorship of Galllae Narbonensis. Iulius Pollio, already
referred to, reached the procuratorship of Sardinias.

On the question of the corps from which primipilares
were recruited at this time, the facts are these. M. Vettius
Valens and Sex. Cetrius Severus were both from the rankes o;-
the praetorian guard. Le Rufelliue Severus and Alfenus
Varus had been centurions at Rome, which means, as demon~-
strated in our chepter on the primipilaris and the Rome
cohorts, that they were either ex-praetorians or men gx
equite Romano. On the other hand there is a group of ﬁen
who must have been from the legions. L. Lepidius Proculus
stated the fact. L. Gerellanus Fronto and his probable
brother Gerellanus, L. Antonius Naso, C. Velius Rufus, and
the unknown of III 143871, all coming from Helipolis, must
have come up through the_legions._  To them may be added as. . _
a probability Antonius Taurus, and probably from the Eastern
legions also was A. Instuleius Tenax. All of this group
had at least begun thelr careers under Nero. Thus thére wag

a continuing uee of men from Eastern colonies. It 18 to be

noted that on comparison these colonists did not come off
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badly as far as further promotion is conecerned.

The reign of Claudius thus marked a turning=-point in
the history of the primipilaris. Instead of a succession
of posts governed by th; cirecumstances of the moment he now
had a regular career, including a monopoly of the Rome
tribunates:and the prefectures of the camp, now permanent
posts on the staff of the legions. That career still ended
for most purposes in a Rome tribunate or the prefecture of
the camp. While procuratorshipe were sometimes héld, there
was no reguler outlet that way, and the lack of any true
hierarchy of posts made patronage all-important. Recruiting
is attested from the praetorian guard and the legions,
particularly those of the East. There 1s no apparent
difference in promotion between these two groups. A
centurion by direct commiséion might reach the primipilate,
e.ge P. Anicius Mageimus, Irregularities still occurred, in
posts held and in posts omitted. The main structure of
the primipilaris career as we know it had been brought into
exiatence, bub 1t had not yet become a rigid system.
Claudius and Nero clearly owed much to the work of Augustus
and_his successors, but their own contribution was by no
means negligiblee.

THE EVENTS OF 69
While it ie doubtful whether any permanent contridbution

to the_griminilarie career was made by the events of the
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civil wars, there were a number of promotions and set-backs
in careers which were influenced by those events. L. Antonius
Naso, whose career had been progressing steadily, lost his
praetorian tribunate. Unlike Antonius Taurus, who appears
never to have re~entered the service, he made a partial re-
covery, and received a procuratorship. This was too late
after his tribunate to hold out much promise of further
promotion, T. Suedius Clemens also seems to have suffered
neglect as not one of Vespaeian's own choice. On the
other hand, only in the circumstances of civil wapr could
the unknown of XI 574l have been promoted from the pref-
ecture of the coast in Mauretania to primuspilus iterum.
More outstanding were the prefects of the period.
Nymphidius Sabinue received his earlier, in 65, but is
included here as an example like the others of an emergency
appointment. He must have been one of the youngest
praetorian prefects evere. Alfenus Varus had only been
prefect of the camp at the time of his elevation to the
prefecture. This brings out a useful point, that from
the purely military point of view a man who had been
primuspilus was equipped to take charge of the praetorian
troops. Hence there are examples throughout the period
with which we are mainly concerned of men, partiecularly

primipilares, promoted to the prefecture with little ex-

Perience other than military. Arrius Varus clearly owed
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his praetorian prefecture to his association with Antonius
Primus, as he did his preflecture of the annona. The case
of Plotius Firms is more difficult. When he was elected
as praetorian prefect by the soldiers after Otho's seizure
of power he was prefect of the vigiles. We do not know if
he had obtained this latter prefecture by services auring the
civil war, or attained it under Nero of Galba by normal
selection. In any case these prefects, as Catonius Iustus,
are not to be taken as evidence for a regular supply of
primipilares to the great prefectures. This was a second-
century development.
THE FLAVIANS

The evidence for this period is scanty, but nevertheless
of extreme interest. The first point to be noted is the
evidence that the urban tribunates outside Rome were on a
different plane from the other tribunates inside Rome. In
the career of C. Velius Rufus and of Pompelus Proculus the
absence of tribunates in the other two Rome corps and of
the post of primuspilus iterum is notable. As this
peculiarity was a8 far as we can Judge, eontinuous throughout
the period it is reserved for discussion in the chapter on
the Rome tribunates. On career development we note in the
cursus of Cn. Pompeius Homullus, and to a lesser extent in

that of C. Velius Rufus the development of a hierarchy.

Ce Velius Rufus was in fact the first primipilarisﬁsg whom
\



50

we know to hold two procuratorships. Cn, Pompeius Homullus
did even better, rising to a secretariat. He was
apparently decorated by Domitian, so that the procuratorial
part of his career may belong to the time of Trajan. An
equally notable career was that of the unknown oisz 57u4ls.
This man was prefect of an gla presumably in 69::from that
post, after a primipilate, he proceeded, after a career
conforming to a rigld paitern,to the fourtﬁ Qucenarian
procuratorial echelon. Clearly he may antedate C. Velius
Rufus, but his exact dating is a matter for conjecture.
We thus have evidence for primipilares bveing admitted into
the developing procuratorial sysfem, and a career of sorts
emerging as distinct from the single posts previously attested.
" On the question of recruiting it will be recalled that
Ce Velius Rufus was one of the Heliopolis group. There is
abundent evidence for equestrians. Marcius Titianus, from
Balbura, in I.yg?,after the prefecture of é cohoi-t entered
the centurionate and reached the post of primuspilus iterum.
Le Decrius Longinus after being pragfgctus'fébruh was

comissioned as centirion and died as prefect -of the camp.

least to the one following. Ch. Pompeius Homullus, whom
for reasons given in the procuratorial chepter I suspect

to have been a Spanish equestrian, began his career under

the Flavians. Sex. Vibius Gallus also must have begun his
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career under the Bavians. The fact that he came from the
East and yet was trecenarius suggests that he too was a
centurion ex equite Romano. Q. Raecius Rufus, also a
trecenariug, could have been either an gvocatus or ex
equite Romano. The Italian origin of Q. Petronius Modestus
suggests the same two alternatives for him. He reached

the first ducenarian procuratorial echelon.

The mogt important point about the Flavien period then
was the growth of a hierarchy within the procuratorships,
into which the primipilares were introduced to some extent.
In this context the inscription XI 574l is very important,
for it shows a fully-developed primipilaris procuratorial
career which is probably earlier than the time of Domitian.
Among other points to be noticed is the growth of evidence
for the men ex equite Romano, and the even balance of
posasibilitiess Some finished as prasfecti castrorum, some
reached procuratorships.

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN

The notable changes of this period again concern
procuratorhsips. Whether there were more procuratorships
‘going to primipilares at this period is an open question.
Elsewhere I have made piain that there are fundamental
considerations militating against the arrival at the

procuratorships of a large number of primipilares. What

is evident, and to some degree foreshadowed in the Flavian



52,

period, is the accession of primipilares to more and more
important postss Two of the most notable men of the
period, both praetorian prefects, Marcius Turdbo and
ilares, a third Ti. Claudius

Sulpiciue Similis were primiy

Secundinus went to a secretariat, and thence to the post of
praefectus annonag. We have already suggested that the
procuratorial career of Cn. Pompeius Homullus fell under
Trajane
The question of corps of recruitment now becomes acute.
Some of the evidence falls naturally into groups. There is
one of ex-praetorians, who have served under one or hoth
enmperors. They include four primipilares, a praefectus
castrorum, and a man whose inscription is broken at the
post of primigpilus. Two points emerge here. To be an
evocatus in itself did not ensure further promotion. The
man most likely to wax eloquent about his career prior to
the primipilate was the man who had not advanced beyond ite.
Of the men ex equite Romano the fortunes were mixed.
Of the three from Spain, (including M. Calpurnius Seneca but
excluding Cn. Pompeius Homullus), only Seneca entered the

procuratorial career, and he reached the fourth-echelon
post of prefect of the Misenum fleet. T. Pontius Sabinus,
who transferred to the centurionate after two equestrian

militise, 4id not pass the first edhelon procuratorship of

Narbonensis. L. Gavius Fronto, from Attaleia in Pamphylia,
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almost certainly a man ex equite Romano, became prefect of
the camp. N. Maycius Plaetorius Celer, who probably had
a direct commission as centurion, became a tribune of vigiles.
Finelly the career of Ti. Claudius Secundinuss suggests
the distinct possibility that he was from the equestrian
order rather than from the ranks of the praetorian guard.

The corps of origin is unknown in the case of
L. Fumerius Albanus, prefect of the Ravenna fleet, though
his Italian origo virtually rules out initial service in
the legions. T. Flavius Priamus became iuridicus in
Egypts in the first procuratorial ducenarian echelon. -
Most important of the unknowns are the two praetorian
prefects. Of Similis we know nothing. Turbo came from
Dalmatia, a8 we now know, which leaves the question wide
open. From him we get the incidental information that
the tribunates of the equites singulares at Rome were also
held by primipilares.

Among the men who were definitely not from the praetorian
guard we number Q. Geminius Sabinus and Gargilius Venator,
both from Africa. Statilius Solon also was certainly

non-Italian. S
One person we have not mentioned so far marks a new

opening for the primipilarig. Cammius Secundinus, an

Italian, held a centenarian procuratorship after being

primispilus and prefect of the camp. A second chance was
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thus offered to primipilares who had failed to secure sel-
ection fyp the numerus at Rome.

On a guestion of nomenclature rather then of actual
change in the nature of the post we may not that the firat
cases of praefectus legionis as opposed to praefectus cas~
trorum legionis (in inscriptions ralating to the prefects of
the camp outside ﬁgypt) belong to thieperiod. Further,
we may note that the garrisoning of Egypt by the legilon
II Traisna (3) mede the prefect of thie legion henceforth
ducenarian, and that inside Egypt he continued to be known
by the o0ld title of praefectus castrorum.

Clearly in this period we have a bolder approach to
the question of the possible employment of primipilares.
Important posts were bestowed upon them. Nevertheless
the men who obtained these appointments were the cream, &
small proportion of the whole. We have noted particularly
cases where praetorians and equestriens, men who could count
on heavier backing than the legionary, did not advance be-
yond the primipilate or the prefecture of the camp. It
ghould be remembered, of course, that the procuratorships
The primipilate was enough, and the boaet'of L. Gavius Fronto
that he was the first prefect of the camp from his town
reminds us that this post, the highest non-senatorial post

in a legion, was no mean prigze.
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As far as the various corps were concerned, no
particular preference eéherges, except for a tendency to
favour men from Spain and perhaps equestrians generally.

The talent of the individusl and the strength of his
backing probebly played the greatest part in determining the
career. If the fact that no legionary 1is positively ident-
ified among the procurators seems at first to support the
views put forward by Domaszewski and Durry, it should be
remembered that the man from the legions was the least
likely to state his corps of origin, for there was nothing
distinctive about it. This comes out clearly in the study
of the recruiting for the centurionate. Domaszewski con-
cluded that it was mainly from Italy in the first two
centuries, which of course meant it could not be mainly from
the legions. Yet Baehr and Birley (L) were able to
demonstrate statistically that the majority of centurions

at all times were recruited from the ranks of the legions.
This 1s not discernible from the recorded careers, cf.
Forni's lists; (BL'because the centurion from the legions
did not normally mention his previous career. This applies
a fortiofé—fo iﬁe primipilaéé- The only way therefore to
demonstrate the presence of this element in the primipilate
is by checking the province of origin where the province

of origin of praetorien and legionary mainly differ, that

is between approximately 69 and 193. Hence in this space
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of time in particular great attention should be pald to
the lists of known origins in the chapter on geographical
origins.

Let us repeat the statement made before the digression
above. Under the emperors Trajan and Hadrlian there 18 no
discernible difference in their treatment of grimipilares
which can be related to their corps of origin, apart from
some slight indication of speeial favour for equestrians.

PIUS TO COMMODUS

There is a considerable contrast between this period
and the preceding one. Whereas in the previous period
the provinces were more than adequately represented, in this
period Italy came back into prominence. In fact apart from
two Africans, whose dating depends on a turn of phrase and
is not secure, we have only two men from Dalmatia, one
from Noricum and. one from Heraclea, in Carisa. The contrast
is striking. It 1is tempting to see in it a reflection of
the fact that the last three Anonines came to the throne
without military experience, and so must have been more
inclined to value . the opinions of their praetorian prefects,
who would naturally favour men who were their own protégés-
In this respect it is interesting to note that M. Pflaum
has suggested (6) that Gavius Maximus was a primipilaris,

chiefly because of his career. If he were right one can



readily appreciate that his influence for his twenty years'
tenure of the prefecture would favour the men from the guard.
In fact we know that his successor, Tattlus Maximus, was a
primipilaris (158- c. 160), and M Bassaeus Rufus was
praetorian prefect 169~ c. 172f- In sddition there is the
unknown of EE VIII 478, whom (as M. Pflaum suggests) was in
Syria 175-6. Clearly even without Gavius, we have here a
number of influential men, able to push their fellows. In
fact if Gavius Maximus was a primipilaris there would have
been a primipilarig as praetorian prefect from Similis in
cs 142 to c. 179, the only long gap being between c,4160 and
169, Short of the discovery of another inscription there
is no means of demonstrating this, howevere.

A difficulty arised when we begin to examine the
Italien primipilares. Clearly, from the point of view of
georgraphical origin, they could equally well be evocatl
or men ex equite Romano. Of the praetorians who tell us
wvhat they were, three have primuspilus as their last re-
corded post, C. Didius Saturninus, Sextilius Marcianus,auul
M. Til;iuq_Rufpa- L. _Petronius Sabinus and L. -Cominius
Maximus reached the first ducenarian procuratorial echelon,
the latter dying without further advancement. Finally,

M. Bassaeus Rufus became prasetorian prefect. It is a

salutary reminder of the imperfection of our knowledge, that
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he is the only praetorian prefect who definitely started in
the ranks of the praetorian guard. Among equestrians
Satrius Crescens was a primuspilus and Cn. Marcius Rustius
Rufinus became praetorian prefect. G. Sulpicius Ursulus
beceme prefect of the camp. (His dating to this period
is conjectural).

Of the other Italians L. Oranius Iustus became a
prefect of the camp, C. Valerius Pansa became procurator

L. r1
Severus procurator of Belgilca, dnd=hhe Egypt, and

of Britain (first echelon) and died as such Destic
s
Maximis praetorian prefect.

L. 8empronius Ingenuus, whose anteced@nts are unknown
became procurator of Dacia Porolissensis (third ducenarian
echelon). T Flavius Genialis became praetorian prefect
to Didius Iulianus, the shortness of the time after his
praetorian tribunate making one suspect that the appointment
was not according to seniority. Of centenarian procurators
apart from T. Desticius Sevemsﬂ who began his career thus,
and carried it to such a triumphant conclusion, there 1s

the unknown of VI 34871, ;

rocurator XL Gelliarum, & praetorian,
and L. Artorius Castus, already mentioned, who was procurator
of Liburnia iure gladi.

A comparison with the gppropriate list in the chapter
on geogrephical origins will serve to strengthen the im-

pression gained here, of Italians receiving considerable



preference at this period. But it should be pointed out
that it can only be demonstrated for these reigns, and
that in the last resort it is difficult to say whether the
preference was for men from the praetorian guard or for
Italian equestrians. Figures must not be too closely
pressed. Clearly the last thre,?hAnt nines ave c )}
to make free use of the primigilag! o, 88 he existed bef
the changes in his position that made him responsible for
the collection of the gnnonae.

Some inscriptions of which the dating is not exact
may be considered here. C. Rufius Featus, an Ifalian,
held a procuratorship in the first ducenarian echelon
before his death. He belongs to the second half of the
second century. Truttedius Clemens is dated to the
period Hadr.- Commodus by M. Pflaum. (7) He 1s also
Italian, and reached the first ducenarian echelon of the
procuratorships. Velerius and the unknown of XIV 4191 both
reached the fourth ducenarian echelon, and the unknown of

BB VIII 478 the prastorian prefecture. M. Pflaum has

classed _all three as Italian, (8) but I am unaedble to._accept

his reasoning. There are other cases where there is even
less dating evidence, but there are most profitably
discussed in the chapters which treat of the constituent

parts of the gfimipilaris careere.

99
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THE THIRD CENTURY
While for the first half of the third century there

seems t0 be much continuity, in fact significant changes
are taking place under the surface. The most important
I have left over to the next chapter, for the change in
the character of the post of primipilaris is mirrored in
the legal sources long before any hint of it appears on
inscriptions. As far as the prefectures of the legions
are concerned, three new ducenarian prefectures appear
with the creation of the Parthian legions, and mid-way
through the century the prefects of the other legions
become commanders also, on the disappearance of the senator-
ial officers who previously ranked above them. Before that
occurs there is one interesting development, the tenure of
two leglonary prefectures in succession, by P. Aelius Marcellus,
P. Aurelius Cassianus, and probably by the unknown of X 3342s.
Also new posts enter the career. Apart from the new corps
of recrultment, to which we shall come in a minute, there
18 the re-asppearance of the legionary tribunate, in the
case of Ulpius Filinus, and»latar_o:_thg tribunate of a.
mobile deféchment drawn from two legions, in the case of
L. Petronius Taurus Voluslanus.

Before turning to the new sources of recruits already
mentioned it will be convenient to dispose of the old.

It must be remembered that we are once more in a period
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when the praetorian guard and the legions were being
recruited from very much the same provinces. Thus
evidence of geographical origin cannot help out our other
evidence here. Of known legionaries Aelius Triccianus
after being prefect of the legion II Parthica was made a
senator and sent by Macrinus to govern Pannonia. Such
promotion for a primipilaris was unprecedented, &nd
presumably called forth by the unusual circumstances of
the time. P. Valerius Comazon started either as an
auxiliary soldier or as a legionary. Distinctions of this
sort were becoming less important in any case.

Of the praetorian soldiers the unknown of VI 32887, one
of the transfers of Severus to the guard from the legions,
died as a primipilaris. L. Arbustius Valentinus did the
same thinge The unknown of VI 4645 reached at least the
post of praefectus vehiculorum. Its precise rating 1s a
matter of doubt in this case. (9) Of equegtrians
Le Petronius Taurus Volusianus received a direct commission,
and ended up as presetorian prefect, and P. Aelius Primianus
after a peculiar career ended up as tribune of !15519_.

A new source of recruits that loomed very large in
this period was the castra peregrinorum. Source is perhaps
the wrong word, as men from other corps of regrultment

P)J’

came to it, and perhaps only three of thoegiconnected with
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onées.
it could be classed as permanent staff, Nevertheless

the passage through this camp seems to have played its

part in the careers of the people named below. In itself,
like other posts, it did not guarantee udvancement.
Trebonius Sossianus reached the primipilate from centurio
frumentariuse C. Sulgyfls Caecilianue and P. Aelius
Marcellus became prefects of legions from the posts of
optio peregrinérum and centurio frumentarius respectively.
Tibe Cl. Demetrius became procurator of the Maritime Alps,
a centenarian post, having been miles and centurio frument-
ariue. Ce Titius Similis, whose early career is lost to
us, after a leglionary qenturionate became centurio frument-
arius and then princeps peregrinorum, and after a centenarian
procuratorship he reached the first rung of the ducenary
ladders P. Vibius Marianus rose to the second ducenarian

echelon from centurio frumentarius, via the Rome centurionates.

M« Aquilius Felix found a peculiar road to successe. Sent
to assassinate Severusik he changed sides to such effect
that before the end of thet emperor's reign he had reached
the fourth ducenarian echelon via the centenarian procurator-
ships;— — -

There are three praetorian prefects. Me Oclatinius
Adventus, by origin either a legionary or a praetorian, was

centurio frumentariug and princeps peregrinorum. The
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further route by which he reached the praetorian prefecture

is unknown, though it included a ducenarian procuratorship,

in Britain. Ulpius Iulienus and iulianus Nestor were
"commenders of the messengers" under Caracalla, which is clearl
connected with the castra peregina. They were made
praetorian prefects under Macrinus, and as Iulisnus hed

been a censibug at the time of Caracalla's death the
appointments need not have been inappropriate to their

standing and ability.

Among the centuriones deputati, also attached to the
castra, we note Aur. Flavonius Rufinus, who died as an
urban tribune, and L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus. The
latter was ex egquite Romano, and was commissioned as centurio
deputatus. He mentions no other service before his
primipilate.

Of the three men who held positions in the fleet
Te Flavius Antonius died as a primipilaris, having been
navarchus princeps classis, i1.e. senior staff officer of a
fleet. Sulgius Caecilianus had also been a navarchus,
bgt he had had previous service in the castra peregrina.
Finally, though his inscription presents some difficulties
of interpretation, the unknown of X 3342a had been
trierarchus, i.e. commander of a ship, some time before

his primipilate. He became prefect of a legion.




It will be observed that there was a number of posts
which could be held by people of different corps of
recruitment. This had always been true e.g. the Rome
centurionates could be held either by men ex eguite Romano
or ex-praetorians; and the lsgionary centurionates by men
from all three of the main sources of recruiting. The
castra peregring itself was mainly, as far as we are
concerned, a depot to which centurions temporarily at
'Rome might be posted. In particular it acted as a centre
for the information brought in by the Intelligence Corps,
the frumentgrii. Some of these centurions were from the
ranks of the frumentaril, some were transferred from
ordinary legionary centurionates, some were equestrians,
centurions by direct commission. That it was an advantage
however for a man to have served as centurio frumentarius
or centurio deputatus, or as commander of the camp, as
princeps peregrinorum, cannot be doubted; and it is
presumably a reflection of the importance of the Intelligence
service controlled there and of the camp's proximity to
Romees The old corps continued t6 provide recruits. There
is a general scarcity of evidence for thils period, so too
mach emphasis must not be laid on the fact there are

relatively few cases of praetorians. Asfar as the men

ex equite Romano are concermned, i1t is to be noted that the
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otherwise undated inmriptions of C. Iulius Carianus and
M. Aelius Caesonisnus which have that phrase may well date
from this period. .

If we compare the career changeg and the changes in
recruiting I think we shall get the impression of increasing
flexibility in a system which, gapart from the procurator-
ships, had varied little since the time of Nero. New key
posts, those in the castra peregrina, and the prefecture
of the legion II Parthica, replace the olad; e-g; the

tribunate of the egquites singulares seems to decline in
importance in this period. Behind this 1lncreasing flexi-
bility even more important changes were taking place,
which resulted in the primipilaris becoming more or less a
civilian in uniform, charged with the conveying of the
annona to the troops, while the prefect of the legion
became its commander, and ceased to be & primipilaris.

In a survey of the period as a whole, the three
important points from the stand-point of the development of
the career seem to be, (a) the creation and wide employment
by Augustus of the primipilarig- and of the-prefect of the -
camp, (b) the military re-organisation of Claudius which
furthered the development of a distinctly primipilaris
career, and (¢) the final phase of increasing flexibility
within the system in the first half of the third century
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which le(l,to the development referred to abovee. There are
points with regard to the development of the institutions
connected with the primipilarig, but these are amplified

in the chapters devoted to those institutions. As far as
the corps of recrulting are concerned it is significant
that the only clear case of preferential treatment of a
particular corps occurs under the militarily inexperienced
last three Antonines. It is to be noted that the
preference there is apparently a general one, i.e. the men
from Italy are given more primipilates; they are not
merely given the Rome tribunates, while the men from the
legions f£ill the p;efectures of the camp after their first
primipilate. Thus the conclusion that praetorians receiveq/
t11ll the end of the second century, the greater share of
the primipilates, and all the Rome tribunates, is wrong.
The fact is that under the last three Antonines alone there
geems to have been a clear preponderance of Italians,

drawn from the guard and Italian equestriasn families, receiv-
ing primipilates. At other times selection seems to have
been primarily based on merit and the indiv;?ua}'s backing.
Clearli_the equesfrian and the guardsman had the advantage
in the latter respect, and they would normally be better
educated. This was sufficient to assure them greater
representation than their numbers warranted as far as the

primipilate was concerned, but the evidence does not support

the view that the praetorians exercised a virtual monopoly.



The legionary of merit could in most periods reach the

tope The contribution of the centurions ex equite Romano
has also tended to be underestimated. A further point needs
to be made. Once a man had secured selection for the pri-
mipilate, his career depended on his merit. There is no
warrant to claim that the Rome tribunates were reserved

for a particular class of recruits or for men of a partic-
ular geographical origin. Finally, and this is a point
which will emerge clearly whatever class of recruit or
whatever institution of the career we study, the true goal
of the career is the primipilate. It was difficult to
obtain, and to obtain it was in itself an achievement.

While the career of which we have studlied the development
almed at producing men able to act as prefects of the camp,
Rome tribunes, ducenarian prefects of legions, and a select
few capable of holding procuratorships and even prefectures,
its primary aim was to draw men to the centurionate by
providing a route to the primipilate. The student of the
primipilaris career must see that for many, in fact the vast
majog;ty, the post of primuspilus or praefectus castrorum
was the end of thelr career, and see in the fact not a weak-
ness of the system but a mark of the genius of its creators.
That genius lay in the fact that this career could produce

equally a Marcius Turbo, whose career was so swift that
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he was available as a praetorian prefect for nearly twenty
years, and a Retonlus Lucius, primuspilus after fifty-eight
years' service. This dual nature of the career, providing
opportunity for the brilliant centurion while offering to
the plodder a final blaze of riches and glory, characterised
the primipilaris career throughtut its history. One last
word = though space makes it necessary to restrict this
study to the primipilaris career,that career can only be
evaluated against the background of the centurion's career.
The primipilares in fact represent the cream of the
centurionate. For that very reason I deplore the tendency
to over-emphasise the brillisnt careers. Any career that
reaches the primipilaté is brilliant from the stand-point
of the centurion, and it is from that stand-point that the

career weé have been discussing must be regarded.
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THE LATE PRIMIPILATE

Some reference clearly ought to be made to the later
development of the post of primipilarig as it is mirromed
in the legal sources, and to a lesser extent in papyri
and inscriptions. It will be convenient first to remind
ourselves of the latest evidence for the conventional
primipilaris career. There is a wealth of evidence up to
the end of the reign of Severus Alexander for the continuation
of the recruitment of the prefects of the legions, the Rome
tribunes, and some procurators, from the primipili of the
legions. There 1s no fundamental change in the character
of the post of primugpilus discernible from the epigraphic
evidence. That evidence continues in sufficient dulk to
demonstrate continuity into the reign of Valerian and

Gallienus. A list of the cases is given dbelow.

243 T. Pontius Marcianus primuspilus

2Lh4~9 VI 1645 A relatively normal career
corn. pr. pr. to praef.
vehic..

238-4ly Oclatius Sacerdos primuspilus ex trec..

ohlhy VII 103 primaspilus.

238-149 L. Trebonius Sossianus 7 frum., pp..

253-68 Numisius Natulus primspilus.

253. . Sattonius Iucundus primispilus.

255 P. Aelius Primlianus Ppes tride vigee.

253-68 L. Petronius Taurus V. A full career.

Gallienus ? Traisnus Mucianus A normal approach to the
primipilate

Gallienus ? Aurelius Sabiniasnus trib.prot., praet.

Gallienus ? III 3126 trib. urb., trid. praet.
et prot.

Gaellienus ? AE 1954. 135 dec. alae., 7 prot.,

PpPe prot..
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The important careers are those of VI 416L5, P. Aelius
Primianus, and L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus, for they are
firmly dated careers which show the baslc career still the
samee. The four careers that I have marked with a query as
of the reign of Gallienus, all have his reign or the years
immediately preceding 253 as their terminus post guem as
they mention the term protector. Aurelius Sabinianus had
a son who was a tribunus laticlaviusg, which on present
evidende ought to make the reign of Gallienus his latest
probable dating. The unknown of III 34126 refers to three
Augusti, who could be Valerian, Gallienus, and the younger
Valerian. On the careers of the other two 1t is difficult to
say a lotk except to point out that these careers are still
basically.the same as those of the preceding two and half centu-
ries. The main difference 1s the term protector, and I have
pointed out in an appendix that this is in an embryonic stage
ag 1t is not attached to the same posts in each career.

What happened after Gallienus? The prefects of the
legions were now all ducenarian. We have a career
inscription of the period of Diocletian relating to one of
them,

D(is) M(anibus)s Val(erius) Thiumpo qui militavit in
leg(ione) XI Cl(audia), lectus in sacro comit(io), lanci-
arius, deinde protexit annis V, missus pref(ectus)
leg(ionis) II Hercul(ianae) (eSgit ann(os) II semise et

recgssit, vixit ann(is) XXXXV, m(ensibus) III d(iebus)
XI, Aurel(ius)....
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Here clearly is a career completely unrelated to the
one we have knowne. While we cannot say definitely that the
0ld career had disappeared after Gallienmis as far as these
prefectures were concerned, there is a strong probability
that that is true. As far as the Rome tribunates were
concerned, the praetorian guard disappeared in 312, and the
urban cohorts were under one tribune by the period 317-37
(Plaviuse Ursacius, ILS 722). The old prefectures of the
camp disappeared in my opinion under Gallienus, with their
conversion into ducenarian legionary prefectures. Thus
every element of the old career had disappeared by the end
of the century, and is unrecorded after Gallienus, except

the post of primipilaris. But that post itself was under-
'going change, as we shall see.

It ie evident from the legal references appended to this
chapter that two things happened in the course of the third
century. First, a tax called the PRIMIPILUM emerged as part
of the annona. From reference no. 2 it appears 1t may have
begun under Caracalla, snd it was certainly functioning in
270-5 from reference noe 11. (The legal references_are given
in an appendlx to this chapter, most of them being arranged
in chronological order. They are all numbered, and will
be referred to by their numbers in this chapter.) It had
therefore definitely begun shortly after Gallienus, and may
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well have been in operation throughout the third century.

The second thing we note is that the PRIMIPILARIS
becomes assoclated with the annona, and specifically with
this tax. The decisive text for this is dated to A.D. 358,
noe 16, but I think it is falr to say that the genersal
impression from the earlier references is that this relation-
ship dated from earlier times. This is suggested by the
mention of the stationarii primipilarium in reference no. 12,
dates to A.De 315, 1f they are to be identified with the
stationarii of the mansiones. This identification was
suggested by De. Van Berchem, L' annone militaire, p. 72
and he of course is of the opinion that these mansiones were
receiving centres for the annona.

Before we go on to note the various pleces of inform-
ation gbout the primipilum and primipilaris afforded by the
legal references, it may be well to pause and ask ourselves
how this change in the functions of the primipilaris had
taken place. Clearly we cannot be dogmatic. When the
primipilaris last appears in the reign of Gallienus he still
has a conventional career, and we can only say-definitely
that he could not have such a career after Diocletian, as
by then ell the constituent posts had diéappeared- What

we can suggest is with the tendency of the legions, accent-

uated after Hadrlan, to stay in the same place for decades,
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even centuries, and with the growing tendency for
vexillations rather than leglons to move from province to
province, and do any fighting in the field, the headquarters
staff of the legions, including the primipili, must have
become more and more sedentarye. In this connection we
may remind ourselves how 0ld some of these primipili were.
It seems possible then that with the institution of the
annona by Septimius Severus a new use might have been made
of these men, making them responsible for the collection
and distributiog of the annong in the province. Nevertheless
to the time of Gallienus at least they were still attached
to legions. When the primipilaris was divorced from the
legionary organisation altogether must remain a matter for
speculation, but clearly the sole reign of Gallienus might
well be the decisive period. That.ie as much as I dare
say on a subject which really belongs to the Late Empire.
The summary I am now going to give does not pretend
to be complete. It is only intended to single out points
of interest. I have not attempted to made a systematic
study of the late primipilaris. = The following points seem
however to emerge from the references. The post of primi-
pilaris was hereditary, reference noe. 27, and compulsory,
i.e. the son must take the post, reference nos. 5 (286), 25,

28. Failure to serve entailed financial loss, ref. no. 29.
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References 39, 4O, and 41 forbid them to seek other posts,
and in the last they are specificelly stated to be llsble

to recall to thelr duties, even if they had entered the church.
Ohe gathers from all this, and the way the future professions
of thelr children are decreed, the the post was an un-
popular one. From the passages which concern more
particularly their duty, refs. 16, 21, 30, 32, 37, we learn
that they conveyed the gnnona to the troops, sometimes in
money and sometimes in kind. They had a lot of trouble

with the duces, who insisted on a gportula, and clearly a
whole series of regulations had to be passed to deal with
this abuse, legalising and regulating it. Primipilares

of thlis type are Aurelius Antinous, in the Prosopography,

and those recorded in Pap. Oxy. VIII 41433, Griechische
Urkunden d. Pap.-Sammlung, Leipzig, I ed. Mitteis, (4906)

no. Y44, line 41, Pap. Greco-Eg., publ. D. Comparetti &
G. Vitelli, I, Pap. Fiore, Milan 1906, 1. 74, lines 60, 697,
713, 515, 554, 612, 622, 625, and 707. On the epigraphic
side we note Flavius Zosimus, AE 1927.45, who paid a vow,
apparently in connection with the pastus. militum. - '

The primipilum was clearly an unpopular tax, and one
to which the emperors attached great importance. Goods
could be seized if people were in arrears on it, reference

2, the wife's dowry was liable to it, reference L, and if 1t
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appeared that people had exhausted their resources steps
could be taken by the praeses. even though the tax was not
yet due for payment, reference 7. Its peculiar importance
emerges in the fact that if it had been paid other debts,
private and public, might be temporarily waived, references
10 and 11. In reference 31 it will be noted that release
from duties cannot be obtained on any pretext till the
claims of the primipilum are fully met. The primipilum
is also referred to in Pap. Oxy. XVI, 41905, 2001, Griech.
urk.etc., no. 87,2. and in AE 1919. 30 there is a reference
to 1it.

In conclusion let me repeat the main point of this
chapter. In the course of the third century a profound
change took place in the functions of the primipilaris.

He became a quasi-civil official, concerned with the
collection and distribution of the annona. He i1s attested
as still having a career of the o0ld type up to the sole
reign of Gallienus. It is impossible for him to have

such a career after the end of the third century at latest.
On the other hand, from the end of the. third éentury at
latest he was concerned with the primipilug if we accept
Van Berchem's identification, noted above. My own feeling
is that the declsive change in the functions of the

primipilaris when he was completely divorced from the old
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primaspilusg, probably took place in the sole reign of
Gallienus, but until some scholar really tackles the
question of the primipilares and the annona, working
backwards from the Late Empire to discover how the change

took place, I think we can go no further.
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APPENDIX __ LEGAL REFERENCES

In chronological order

Frag. Vat. 1.4 (1) De donationibus. Primipilaribus,
ob id ipsum quod primipilares sunt,
vacatio a tutelis a Divo Hadriano
darl coepit.

Code Tuste 7¢73.1 (2) Bona mariti tui si ob reliqua
administrationis primipili a fisco
occupata sunt - (the wife can re-
cover what is her own) (Caracalla)

Code Iuste 12:63+1. (3) Commoda primipilatus post admini-
’ strationem incipiunt deberi, et si
is, qui ea percipere debuit, prius
rebus humanis eximiatur, heredibus
petitio salva sit (Valerien and
Gallienus)

Cod. Tust. 8.14.4 (4) Satis notum est et idem constitutum,
bona eorum in dotem data, gquae nup-
tae sunt his qui primipili sarcinam
subeunt, obnoxia necessitati ei
teneri (A.D. 283)

Frag. Vat. 278 (5) Idem Aurelio Zoilo. E}um] adfirmes
patrem tuum donationes perfectas in
te contulisse et supre[mis] iudiciis
eas non revocasse, poteris iure
constituto, praesertim cum honorji
ﬁ]rimipilari sis adstrictus, securo
animo ea quae donata sunt possidere

Cod. Tuste 5.16.45 (6) Si non verum contractum pater
- T/ ' vester gessit, sed sub specie—
: venditionis donationem possessionis

in matrem vestram contulit, nec ex
bonis quae in persona patris vestri
permansisse videbantur, ob
primumpilum indemnitati fiscali
satisfieri potuit. (A.D. 299)

Code Tust. Le9.1. (7) Licet ante tempus debita exigi non
possunt, tamen si te ex primipilo
debitorem fiscl constitutum ac
patrimonium tuum exhaustum praeses



Cod. Iuste. L|.031-11

(8)

Dod. Tust. 12. 62. 2 (9)

Code Iuste 12 6203

Cod. Iust. 12.62.4

Cod-Theod. 8. LI-. 2
(ad Afros)

Code Theode. 8elie 3.

(10)

(11)

18.

provincise compererit - (measures
to be taken) (A.D. 294)

Si tutores pupillis officio
magistratus urguente nominastis ac
Pro his propter onus primipili
pecuniam solvistis - (You are at
fault) (Diocletian and Max)

Oventu nominis primipili civiles
actiones ad allos iudices trans-
ferendae non sunt (Dioc. et Max.)

Utilitas publica praeferenda est
privatorum contractibus: et ideo
8l constiterit fisco satisfactum
esse ob causam primipili, poteris
obligatam tibl possessionem dotis
titulo petere, ut satis doti fleri
possit (Dioc. and Max.)

Cum ex sola primipili causa liberos
etiam si patribus heredes non
existant teneri Divus Aurelianus
(270-75) sanxerit, si neque succ-
essistis patri vestro nec quicquam

[e ex bonis eius tenetis, conghuens

(12)

est a paternis creditoribus vos non
conveniri (Dioc. and Max.)

Stationariis primipilarium, quorum
manifesta sunt loca coram mandatum
est, ut si extra modum aliquid ex-
torserint, sciant se capite punien-
dos. Praeterea ne carcerem hebeant.
Neve quis personam pro manifesto
crimine apud se habeat in custodia.
Neve quis amplius quam duos agasones

- ex provinclia aecum habeat, vel de

(13)

Numidia sibi adiungat. Neve ex
aliis provinciis agasonem habeat,
vel, qul alicul iam stationarii
minister fuit. (A.D«.315)

Primipilaribus post emeritam mili-
tiam perfectissimatus vel ducenae
vel centenae veliegregiatus dari
dignitas potest ' (A.De. 317)



Cod. Theod. 12.1+11

Code Theod. 807-6-

Code Theode 8eliebe
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(14) Quoniam relictis curiis nonnulli

ad militiae praesidia confuglunt,
omnes, qui nondum primipile
inveniuntur obnoxii, solutos mili-
tia ad eandem curiam reverti
pPraecipimus: his solis in militia
permansuris, quli pro loco utque
ordine cum pars tui Epastuig?
adtinentur (A.D. 325)

Jibus
(15) De largition/gUhitatensibue et

dfficialibus rationales rerum
privatarum custo@dirl prascepims
ut post viginti et quinque annos
ad Curiam minime revocenture. Hoc
ldem de officialibus praefectorum
vicariorum observari sanximuse.

De primipilaribus vero quia cursum
exhibent, anni decem observandi
sunt. Officlales enim p.v.,
propterea quod non exhibent
primipili pastionem, post viginti
quinque annos minime persequanture.
Quod sane ad Logografos pertinet,
prius promulgatum legem et firmam
esse volumue (A.De 354)

(16) Primipilaribus qui ad pascendos

milites solemiter ‘ad limitem
destinantur gravia sustinentibus
detrimenta hoc modo credidimus
consulendum, ut duces qui multa
elus extorquere firmantur, nomine
munerum vel sportulae, nihil
amplius percipiunt quam percipie-
bant a Patre nostrae perennis
memoriae regente rempublicam, ita
praestetur, nec in nummum surum-
que dirigatur, ne super immen-
sitas pretiorum necessitas
conquerendi exsurgat. Hac igitur
remota iniuriae, idonei mittantur,
qui ex more susceptis omnibus
alimoniis militaribus easdem per-
vehere contendant actis apud
rectorem provinclae conficiendis,
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per quae designabitur guantus
specierum modus in usum alimoniae
militaris a primipilaribus praecbea-
tur, et quid ob munera ducibus
mittenda vel sportulam cuius habet
notitiam officium praesidiale.

Dat epistula praefecto cul haec
sacra fuerit antelata. (A.D. 358)

Cods Theod. 8elie7+2. (47) Beneficiarii vel officiales rat-
ionales, 81 exhibitione cursus
seu primipilil necessitate negliecta,
interversa etiam ratione fiscall,
ad ecclesias putaverint transeundum,
curialium retrahantur exemplo
- (ADe 361)
(= Just.1.3.4. - Officiales ration-
ales, si... fiscali ad clericatus
honorem putaverit transeundum, ad
priorem condicionem retrahanture.
(A.D. 361

Cod Theod. 8.4.8.2. (418) Qui in proconsulum, consularium,
correctorum, vel praesidum officils
ita stipendia merentur ut reipub-
licae partes pro virili captu
spernul laborum procurent, si
cursul veredorum obnoxii vel pastuil
primipill militiam clariorem aditu
obstricti itineris occupaverint,
ita infulas adfectati honoris
admittent, ut necessitatem vetustae
procurationis sgnoscant.. Liberi
vero eorum, si ab ineunte aevo

/o alterius gndus sacrimenta meruerint
paternae necessitatis condicione
.non_allas fatigentur, quam _si adhuc.
eos, locl quamguam altioris, tamen
eiusmodi docebitur retinere mensur-
am ut parva contumebia dignitatis
paterni muneris subdantur inpensis.
Et§ Quoad huiusmodli homines in his
provinciis militabunt, quos aut
primipili pastus, aut necessitas
veredariae non adlgat functionis,
XXV eos stipendia a nexu curialis
nominationis absolvant. (A.D. 36l4)




Cod. Theode 8.4.10.3 (19)

Code Theode 8elie11.4. (20)

Cod. Theode 8.4.9 (21)

Code Theod. 13.5.1hl.(22)
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Principes seu cornicularios
stationes quae personis suis mer-
ito deferuntur non aliis vendere
sed ipsos potissimum his admini-
stratiunculis perfruiiubemus.
Quod si post pastum primipili de
his putaverint nundinandum, non
alteri quam adiutoribus suis, et
tamen his ipsls quil nunquam
elusmodi stationes egisse doceant-
ur, habeant libertatem licentiam-
que vendendi. (A.D.365)

Solita cohortalibus Syris privil-
egla quae a Divo Diocletiano por-
recta sunt adque concessa nos
quoque porreximus, ac iubemus,
eos non ad sollicltudinem vastagae;
non ad functionem navicularium
devocandos; non invitos curialibus
coetibus adferibendos, verum
peracto labore militiae, pastus
primipili conpetenti sedulitate
functione transacta, praerogati-
vun his recusationis offerimus
(A.D. 365)
(= Iust. 12.57.3... recusationis
offeribus?)

Secundum Divl Iuliani statuta
sportula duci in gquinquaginta
libras argenti non ab uno
primipilare sed ab unis pariter
inferatur; nihilque amplius
duces sportulase sollemnie
praetexto conentur exculpere.
(A.D. 365)

Et& sunt corpora, dé quibus nav-
icdlarii ex indictione quinta
decima constituendi sunt iuxta
sacram iussionem. Ita: ex
administratoribus ceeterisque
honorarilis viris (praeter eos qui
intra palatium sacrum versati
sunt) de coetibus curialibus et
de veteribus 1doneis naviculariis
et de ordine primipilario et de
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senatoria dignitate ut si qui
volusrint, freti facultatibus,
consortio naviculariorum
congregentur. (A.D. 371)

(23)Nullum militem a quolibet numero

ad stationes agendas per consulares
Byzacenam et Tripolitanam provin-
cias destinari iubemus; sed pro-
bati in obsequiis praesidalibus
eius officii in quo parent vocabulo
censeantur; nec quicquem his fit
cum armatae militiae nuncupatione
commune. Sed et sl quis forte ex
his qui in legionibus vel in numeri
deputentur gestandis armis idoneus
fit qui tamen pastui primipili
neutiquam obnoxium detegatur, el
cul adscriptus est militiae
indubitanter iungatur. (A.D. 371)

(24)Nunquem officiales iudicum in

quolibet militum numero deputentur:
probatos enim, eius officii in
quo parent appelatione congruit
nominari. 8i quis sane in quoli-
bet numero ex apparitoribus
praesidentium nunc repperientur
adscripti, neque pastul primipili
deteguntur obnoxii, hique armis
gestandis pro statura ac robore
corporis idonel sunt, revocentur
ad numeros quibus de more hactenus
deputati sunt. (A.D. 372)

(25)Quicumgue per Osdroenam primipil-

arium maiore laetatur numero fili-

1orum,—unum- loco—suo-veluti--- —-

hereditario iure substituat, alter-
um pro amore patriase Edessenae
curiae tradat obsequiis.

A.D. 375)

(26)Quicumques.s obsequiis, ceterisque

quam voluerit militiam profuturus:
sin autem duos tantum procreaverit,
eundem ordini patriae restituat,



Code Juste 12.47.2. (27)

Cod. Theod. 7.22.41 (28)

[

Cods Theod. B8.4.13  (29)
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nullo contra hanc formam beneficio/
valituro. Damus sane licentiam,
tam patribus eorum quam ipsis qui-
huius legis auctoritate civitatium
obsequio adgregantur, ut si quos
curiales patrocinio prinecipalium
invenerint excusari in medium
proferant, ut et ipsi similibus
officiis deputati pareant
impetratis. (AoDo 375)

Filios primipilarium paternam
sequi condlcionem oportet.
(A.D. 3807?)

51 £1il1i primipilarium reperti
fuerint qui ingressi legitimos
annos nullis stipendiis fulciuntur,
sed anno promimo quo ad Curiam
fuerint lacessitl semet militariis
manciparint, ad Curiam teneantur,
ita ut ne officii quidem cum
transacto anno esse ceperint,
curiaglis praepostera sudiatur

circa eius personam ac sera petitio.
Quod si in eadem domo duo filii
erunt, et latumkdeo felixque
patrimonium quod possit duplicem
necessitatem sutipere functiones,
unum oportebit militiae, unum
centuriae vindicari. Quod servand-
um parli norma erit si tres aut
gquattuor liberi, vel et iam plures
numero familiam eiusdem stirpis
ornaverint, ut etiam ex numerosis
fratribus unus ad Curiam devocetur.
(A.D. 380%?)

Primipilarium liberos sacramentis
atque militiae quae eorum maiori-
bus fuerat, @labsos ad ultima
quidem apparitionis et eandem
necessitatem minime devocamus,
auriis tamen quas tempus efflagltat
iuvare rempublicam statuimus
expensis. (A.D. 382)



Cods_Theods 8elLe17 (30) Cum ante placuilsset ut a
primipilaribus secundum disposi-
tionem Divi Greatiang species
horreis erogandae comitatensibus
militibus ex more deferrentur,
limitaneis vero pretia darentur,
nunc placuit, ut surum ad officium
inlustris per Illyricum praefec-
turae cum certe taxatione, 1d est,
pro octoginta libris laridae
carnis, pro octogenis etiam libris
olei, et pro duodenis modiis salis;
singuli solidi perferanture.

(A.D. 389)

Code Tuste 412¢57.7. (31) Ordinariorum iudicum epparitores,
qui vel speculatorum vel
ordinariorum attigerint gradum,
nullo annorum numero, nullo
spipendiorum contemplatione
laxentur priusquam primipili
pastum digesta ratione complever-
int...Non prius otio condenetur

/5 (for illnes) old age,etc) quam
ome quod primopilo debetur
expendent. (A.De 386)
(=CodsTheode N8¢ Le16eq =
Ordinariorum... laxentur)

Cod. Iust. 12.57-8 (32) Speciebus primipilaribus
adaerandis eadem pretiorum
taxatio servetur, quae in
venalibus publicis poterit
reperiri. (A.D. 396)

Code Theode 8.4¢19 (33) In speciebus..s.reperiri: is
enim quli excedere praecepta
nostra temptaverit, severa
iudicis sententia cohercebitur.
(A.D. 396)

Cod. Theod. 11:23.4 (%3g) Qui ex primipilaribus sunt,
protostasiae necessitatibus
obedire cogentur, nec aliqua se
obreptione subtrahere.

(A.De 396)

Code Theode 7¢20.12.17(34)(About people getting out of the
army when still fit and of age.)



Code Theod 8elie21 (35)

Code Theode 11+28.41 (36)
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Code Theod. 8-’-&-27 (37)

Code Theod. 16+5+.61 (38)
(De Haereticis)
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Illius quoque sanctionis oportet
admoneri, ut si quis decurionum,
primipilariorum; cecllegiatorum,
civilium apparitorum vel aliorum
necessitatibus inretitus militiae
sacramenta durasset, defendi
castrensium stipendiorum
excusatione non possit. (A.De 400)

Polychronio, qui ex primipilaribus
in memoralium scerinia inrepsit,
condicioni propriase restituto,
generall lege decernimus, omnes
gqul ex huius modi condicione
palatinis semet indecenter
inserverunt obsequiis, omissis
adsignari natalibus, adque ommes
quorum interest huius rei solli-
ciltudo observare ne quis desertis
adsuetis officiis ad palatina
unguam sacramenta adspiret.

(A.De 4410)

Primipili reliqua tanguam ad nuper
emissam generalem indulgentiam
minime pertineant, flagitari
cognovimus. Ideo sencimus,
primipili quoque reliqua eiusdem
temporis relaxarl, nec quemquam
debere pro eo tempore quod
indulgentia definuit, primipili vel
cuiuslibet tituli gratia conveniri;
preeter Docimeni, Proconensis, et
Troadensis metallorum debitores,
quos et dudum latae indulgentiae
series compghendit. (A.D. L4416)

Pro singulis libris argenti quas
primipillares viris spectabilibus
ducibus sportulae gratia praestant
quaterni sclidl praebeantur, si
non ipsi argentum offerre sua
sponte maluerint. (A.De 422)

Omis dubiae interpretationis
ambages hac sententia resolventes,
publicarl praecipimis, gquod lex
quae super Eunomianis militare
prohibitis, ceterisque €Xecrabilium



Cod Theod. 8.4.29.2
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(39)

(40)

(41)
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religionum et professionum

titibus promulgata cognoscitur,
nihil ad eos qui cohortalini sunt
pertinet. His enim sunt
apparitionibus obligati, in quibus,
emenslis militiae stipendiis,
véteranl primipili munus sustinere
coguntur (A.D. L423)

Hii quorum nomine excellentiae
tuae suggestio comprehendit,
ommesque qui ex primipilariis ex
quacunque provincia quamlibet
militiam contra licitum praesump-
serunt, etlamsi obtinuisse eam
speciall adnotatione nostrae
indulgentiae videantur, spoliati
cingulo ad priorem statum et
condicionem pristinam revocentur,
omni aditu cuiuslibet dignitatis,
ita huiusmodi condicioni praecluso,
ut non solum impetratis iam
beneficiis careant, verumetiam si
quid postmodum elicere temptaverint
id omme in inritum devoceture.
Praeceptis enim vestris et publicis
utilitatibus in perpetuum debent
esse sublectl, nec exeequendarum
necessitatum munia declinare

(A.Do L28)

Nullum ex primipilaribus, nullum

ex principe cohortalis officii

vel ad aliam posse militiam
adspirare vel ministeriis sibi
contra publicam utilitatem

blandiri vel ad quamlibet aliam
dignitatem -ad praeiudicium -
praeteriti status accedere con-
cedimus (AeD. 422%)

exceptis primipilaribus quos
praeceptis tul culminis et publicis
utilitatibus in perpetuum esse
sublectos sacratissimae constitu-
tionis statuta sanxerunt (They
could be recalled even 1f they



Cod Just. 12.57«14 (42)

1. Undated references

Cod. Iuste 12. (Ll.})

Cod. Iust. 12.%% (L'.h.)

Digest 27+1¢8¢12 (Ls)
ZThe cases quoted from
book 27 are—-in Greek-
I give the Latin of
the commentator)
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entered the church) (A.D. L466)

Quisquis cohortalibus adhuc ob-
sequiis obligatus vel regimen
provinciae vel cingulum

cuiuslibet militiae dignitatisve
quogquo modo meruit, ante omnia
contra licitum usurpatis
impetratisve careat; etiamsi
ultronea nostra liberalitate ius
gerendae provinciae vel militiae
seu dignitatis ouiuspiam sibi
iactaverit fulisse delatum.

Dehine universis solaciis condici-
onis quam spreverat, defraudatus,
ne quid eorum omnino per se vel
interpositam personam possit adqui-
rere, primipili tantum munus implere
cogatur; mox curialibus civitatis,
in qua natus est, in diem vitae
suae functionibus inhaesurus, ita
scilicet, ut etiam ii, qui post
impletam talem militiam quodlibet
militiae dignitatisve genus
adfectaverint, curiae patriae

suae, restituantur. ADe 474)

De cohortalibus, principidbus, et
gri?ipilaribus (title = Cod. Theod.

De primipilo (title).

Primipilares ex constitutionibus
imperialibus excusationem habent

a reliquis tutelis;—-primipileris -
vero filiorum tutores erunt.
Primipilares sutem hi existimantur
perfuncti primipilo; quod si non
perfunctus mortuus fuerit huius
primipilaris tutor non erit.
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Digest 27¢1¢10.1. (4L6) Non solum autem caligati
milites, et ceteri (primipilares)
gui militaverunt: sed et qui
gquocunque modo necessitatis
publicae populi Romeni gratia
absentes sunt, anni habent
vacationem post reditum

Digest 27:1+10.5 (47) Qui primipilum explevit si
tutela recepta unius pueri rursus
ad militaria negotia revocatus
erit, deponet officium tutelae.

Digest 50-L4.18.24 (48) Ab huius modi muneribus neque
primipilaris neque veteranus
aut miles aliusve, qul privilegio
aliquo subnixus nec pontifex
excusatur - (re patrimonial civil

duties)

Frag. Vate 143 (49) Iteme Neque autem primipilarium
£ilii neque veteranorum a tutelis
excusature.

Frag. Vat. 178 (50) Items. Sed primipil[pres a reliquis

tutelis universis excusantur,
tamen ipsi f£iliis suls pecte
tutorem pJrimipila [rem] dabunt...
legare quoque. Ipse qnepque in

locume ..

Frag. Vat. 180 (51) [}tem... ui] sunt in primipilari-
bus..s0x]emplo veteranorum
[excusantur.

Frage Vate 213 (52) Item. Licet autem patris

appelatio in oratione [sit, puto
de avo quoque] accipiendam,
_ i quamguagm circa primipilares hoc
ure u(timur, ut filio primi]-
pilaris dentur soli non etiam
nepoti.
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THE ORIGINES OF PRIMIPILARES

Before proceeding to survey the evidence for the origines

of primipilares it is necessary to state the types of evidence

admitted, and the reasons for the period-divisions. The

former are as follows, stated origines, correspondence of the
personal tribe with that of the find-spot or of an associated
place, context, and rare nomina and cognomina. The first needs
no elucidatlion, nor the second, except to note that sometimes,
though the exact origo is uncertain, the fact that the tribe 1s
not known to have been given outside Italy is helpful. Context
is not readily definable, and such evidence 1s best evaluated
by study of the inscriptions themselves. An obBvious example is

the phrase, amantissimus patrise. Finally, there are a number

of nomina and a very few cognomina, whose distribution in the
Corpus indicates that they were confined to small areas of the
Empire. As an Italian nomen may be cited KUFELLIUS, found ten
times in volume V, four times in volume XI, and three times in
volumes VI and X, i.e. never outside Italy. As a "manufactured*

nomen of a Celtic type may be cited LIBERALINIUS, found eleven

times in volume  XIIT; and twice in volume XII. Many cases are
made out from a combination of various types of evidence, and
these may be checked in the rrosopography, where the origo with
reasons is given where possible. A full discussion of methods

ot determining origo will be found in E. Birley, Roman Britaln
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and the Roman Army, pp. 154-71.

The first two centuries have been divided into four periods
of unequal length. The first is ti1ll 69, and I have further
roughly divided it at 41, about the time of the important
changes in militafy organisation brought about by Claudius,
which also corresponds to the division by G. Forni in Il
Reclutamento delle Legionl da Augusto a Diocleziano. Though we

L
no longer speak of Vespasian as "excuding’ Italians from the

iegions, the drop in proportion of Italians in the legions after
69 1s marked enough to warrant a division ab that date. More
controversial may seem the putting together of Trajan and

Hadrian, but it seems clear to me that as far as the primlpilare:s

are concerned their reigns are a unity. Again, the period
Pius-Commodus is clearly a division., I have made no divisions
within the third century material, the bulk of closely dated
material being small.

The evidence 1s giwven in the form of tables, in which are
included all cases where a prima facie case for origo can be
made out. Other cases where ggigg is suggested will be found
in Part II, but they are not included here. ‘The figures should
_be seem against_the background of legionary recrulting, for - -
which G, Forni's figures are the latest, and of praetorian
recruiting, for which M. Durry and A. Passerini are the

authorities. The primipilaris is placed in the period when his

primipilate was given, that being the decisive act which

indicates the emperor's policy.




AUGUSTUS 170 CALIGULA
ITALY
Regio I

Venafrum

Regio IV

Amiternum

Superaequum
Tibur
Nursia

Regio V
Ricina

Regio VII
Veli

Regio VIII

Bononla

Regio IX
Pollentia

Itallan

PROVINCES

Gallla Narbonensis

Baeterrae (colony)

L.
M .

c.
T.
M.

L.

M.

Qo

9.

Ovinius Rufus
Vergilius Gallus Lusius

Apidius Bassus
Statius Marrax
Helvius rnufus Civica
Vespasius rollio

Cirpinilus T.f.

Tarquitius Saturninus

XI 711

Carrinas

Paullus Aemiliuw D.F.

L.

Aesius
Crittius C.f.
Curtilius C.f.
Egglus
Pedius Luslianus Hirrutus
Sabidius C.f.
Sornatius C.f.
Staius
Olennius

2

Aponius
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Forum Iulii (colony) Sex. Aulienus Sex.f..

Arelate (colony) AE 1954, 104
Baetica

Astigi (colony) Cn. Manlius Cn.f.
Macedonia

Philippi (colony) C. Mucius Scaeva
Pisidia

Antioch (colony) P. Aniclus Maximus
Asia

Alexandria Troas (colony) C. Norbanus Quadratus 7

Helvius Rufus is the only certwan soldier, probably a
legionary. Vespasius Pollio and Cn, Manliuéyare probably

equestrians hoilding posts otherwise associated with primipilares.

P. Anicius Maximus I suspect to have been directly commissioned
as centurion after a municipal career. L. Ovinius Rufus had
been a praetorian centurion, which on present evidence rules
out the possibility of his having been a legionary. Notlce
that outside Italy the recruiting is from colonists, some of

whom probably were ex-legionaries.

CLAUDIUS TO NERO

- ITALY - T

Regio I
Ager Falernus Ti. Iulius Italicus

Regio IV

Cluviae Helvidius



Regio VII

Volaterra

Regio VIII

Ariminum

Reglo X

Tulium Carnicum
Regio XI

Fanum Fortunae
Taurini

Italian

PROVINCES

Gallia Narbonensis

Forum Iulii~ (c¢dlony )
Macedonia

Dyrrhachium (colony)
Syrie

Heliopolis (colony)

L.
M.

Qo

L.

Resius Maximus

Lepidius Proculus
Vettius Valens

Baebius Atticus

Rufellius Severus
Gavius Silvanus
Glitius Barbarus

Valerius Clemens
Palpellius Clodius

93

Quirinalis

Alledius Severus
Caetronius Pisanus
Casperius Niger
Sex, Cetrius Severus
Nymphidius Sabinus
Sex.Subrius Déxter
Subrius Flavus
Suedius Clemens
Turullius Cerialils
Veianius Niger
Poenius Fostumus %

Valerius Paulinus

Paesidius Macedo

Antonius Naso

22



%.

Ti. Antonius Taurus
Gerellanus - ?
Gerellanus Fronto 6
The figures differ very little form the previous ones.
G. Forni's figures, appendix B, Tables I and II, show a qgline
in Itelian and inereass in provincial recruiting for legionaries,
but dur figures are too small to be sensitive to this. L.
Lepidius Proculus was a legionary, as were probably most of the
men from the colonies, M. Vettius Valens and Sex. Cetrius
Severus were praetorians. L. Rufgllius Severus and C, Gavius
Silvanus were praetorlan centurions, which on present evidence
rules out any possibility of their having been legionaries.
C. Nymphidius Sabinus is in all probability another case of an

equestrian holding a post normally held by primipilares. Again,

the men from outside Italy were from colonles.

A further number of cases to be taken into consideration are
those whose careers show the characteristics of the career
introduced by augustus, the tenure of the tribunate of a legion,

of the prefecture of a cohort or ala,or of the post of praefectus

fabrum. They cannot be included en masse in the pre-Claudian

table, as 1solated exumples of these posts in primipilaris careers

- oecur up to -69. -

BEFORE 69

ITALY

Regio I

Formiae -urius Gallus (1)
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Regio IV
Merruvium Q. Lucilius Gallus
L. Octavius Balbus
Supinum Titecius -
‘ Regio VIII
Forum Livi C. Purtisius Atinas
Reglo X
- C. Meffius Saxo
Italian
P, Cornclius Cilcatricula
T. Pontinius ?
8
PROVINCES
Gallia Narbonenslis
Nemausus (colony) L. Attius-:Lucanus
L. Vibrius Punicus
2
L. Attius Lucanus may have been a legionary. As was to
be expected, these three tables cannot tell us a great deal, for
8o long as Italians are being recruited for the guard and for

the legions a table of origines can tell us little about the
corps from which the men listed in it came. We can draw the

negative conclusions that no generallisation can be made about

the proportion of primipilares from the guard to that fpog the
leglons before 69. We also note that it is Italy and the old

colonles outside Italy that are supplying primipilares, which

suggests it was the best type of man that was getting the

primipilate.




VESPASIAN TO NERVA
ITALY
Regio IV

Regio IX
Alba Pompela

Regio X

Tergeste

PROVINCES,

Spain

Pontus et Bithynila

Amastris

Lycia and Pamphylia

Balbura

Syria
Heliopolis (coliony

9e.

A. - Pudens
Q. Mantius =<

Q. Petronilus Modestus 3

Cn. Pompelus Homullus ?
Sex, Vibius Gallus
Marcius Titianus

C. Velius Rufus
III 143871 5

The numbers are very small, as was to be expected for so

short a period. They afford evidence not for proportion but

for repreésentation. The Italians ought to be either praetorians

or ex equite Romano, i.e. equestrians who have sought and

obtained direct commissions as centurions. Of the others I

suspect Cn. Pompeius Homullus and Sex. Vibius Gallus to have

been ex equite Romano, and Marcius Titlanus definitely was.
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1t should be noted that Titianus and Gallus may belong to the
period Trajan-Hadrian. The two colonists were probably

legionaries. Note that the people ex egqulite Romano don't

necessarily come from coloniles, as probably at this period a

legionary primipilarils would do.

Further to be taken into account are the following, who
are all dated to the first century.

FIRST CENTURY
ITALY
Regio III
Grumentum X 218

Regio X

Aguilela P. Bruttius Gratus
Varvaria L. Oppius Secundus

Italian
L. Aufellius Rufus 4

P. Bruttius Gratus had been a praetorian

centurion.
TRAJAN AND HADRIAN
ITALY
Regio I
Atella C. Nummius Constans
N. Marcius Plaetorius
Celer
Regio IV
Cures Octavius Secundus

Paeligni L. Decrius Longinus
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Regio V

Auximum C. Oppius Bassus

Regio VI

Attidium C
Matilica C

Caesius Silvester
Arrius Clemens

Regio IX

Alba Pompeia - Memor

Regio X

Aquileia M. Oscius Drusus

PROV INCES
Baetica
Hispalis (colony) M. Calpurnius Seneca

Tarraconensis

Aeso L. Aemilius Paternus
Bracura Augusta L. Terentius Rufus

Lycia and Pamphylia

Attaleia (semi-colony) L. Gavius Fronto
Dalmatia
Epidaurus (colony) Q. Marcius Turbo

Africa Procons..

Bulla Regia Gargilius Venator
Vicus annsaeus Q. Geminius »>abinus ? 7

This 1s a very important table, showing clearly the
provinces still well represented under Trajan and Hadrian.
L. Aemilius Faternus, L. Decrius Longinus and L. Aemliius

Faternus were ex_equite Komano. L suspect that L. Cammius

Secundinus, Ti. Claudius Secundinus, M., Calpurnius Seneca, and
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L. Gavius Fronto were also, and that N. Marcius rlaetorius Celer
obtained a direct commission as centurion after a municipal
career. Praetorians were C. Arrius Clemens, C. Caesius Silvester
C. Nummius Constans, Octavius Secundus, and C. Oppius Bassus.
The last-named may have only roeceived his primipilate under
Pius.

We may note in passing the case of T. Servaeus Sabinus,
whose probable origo was the colony of Iconium, in the province

of Galatia. Hls son served as a cenbturion in IX Hispana which

gives a terminus ante quem of c. 140 (1.

The next 1list embraces the last three Antonines, and affords

a strong contrast to the previous one.

PIUS TO COMMODUS

ITALY
Rome
C. Satrius Crescens
F. Timinius Tertullus
Regiol
Beneventum Cn. Marcius Rustius
Rufinus
Teianlum P, Prosius Celer
Regio IV
>>—dﬁfés_ ) ) Sex. Baius Pudens ’
Reate L. Oranius Iustus
Regio V
Falerio L. Calvisius Secundus
Firmum M. Gavius Firmus
Reglo VI

Urvinum Mataurense C. Cestius Sabinus



Regio VII

Colonia Saturnina

Regio VIII

Bononla

Regio X

Mantua

Regio XI

Concordia
Novaria
Vercellae

Jtalian

PROVINCES

Asturia and Galicia

Noricum

Solva (colony
Dalmatia

Salona (colony

Asla

Heraclea
Numidis

Themugadi (colony)

L.

T
C.

M.
L.

Q.

|
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Petronius Sabinus

Didius Saturninus

Maesius Geminus

Cominius Maximus

Degsticius Severus
Valerius Pansa
Sextillius Marcilanus

Bassaeus Rufus

Mantennius Sabinus ?
Gigenneaus Valens
Plotienus Sabinus
Pontienus Magnus
Tattius Maximus

Tuscenius Felix 23
Sulpicius Ursulus
Aelius Crispinus
Flavius Firmus

StatiltiusiSolen

Vibius Marinus 5
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While colonists are not completely swept from the field,

they are clearly well outnumbered; known corps are as follows.
Cn., Marcius Rustius Rufinus, G. Sulpicius Ursulus and T,

Statiiius Solon were ex equite Romano, and 1 suspect that C.

Satrius Crescens was too. C. Valerius Pansa I suspect to have
gained a direct commission after a municipal career. Praetor-
iéns were M. Gavius Flirmus, L. Petronius Sabinus, C. Didius
Saturninus, L. Cominius Maximus, Sextilius Marcianus, and

M. Bassaeus hufus, For this pericd, and this poriod slone,
there 1is evidence for preference of Italians to provincials out
of proportion to the respective numbers of each serving in the
guard and legions, and it should be noted that this is not in
itself evidence for unusual preference for praetorians.

Italians could be either praetorians or ex eqguite Romano. This

preference for Italians may be due to the fact that none of the
three emperoqj% had had prior military experience, which would
havs drawn thelr attention to the solid worth of many men from
the ranks of the legion.

Before passing to the third century, two groups may be
considered of less definite date. They are formed mainly of
inscriptions where filiation, tribe, and the phrasing of the
inscription indicéte a date earlier than the third century to
be probable. They are further subdivided into those which are

second-century, and those which eould also be first-century.



FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES
ITALY
Regio I
Ostia
Fanum Fortunae

Regio II

Beneventum
Compsa

Regio IV
Teate

Regio V
Asculum

Regio VI

Sassina
Tuficum
Carsulae
Ostra

Regio VII

Arretium
Clusium

Regio X

Concordia

Regio XI
- Medioldnum

Italian

Q.
C.
A.
C.

Fabius Longus (1)
Fabius Longus (1ii)

» Ancharius Proculus

Fullonius Severus
Paccius Marcellus

Seius Rufus

Saturius Pilcens

Disidenus Secundus
Sibidienus Maximus
Tifanus Cilo
Precius Proculus

Umbricius Clemens
Luc-

Minnius 3alvius

Iucilius Successor

Angtius Paulus
Asinius Severus

Numisienus Gallus
Quintilius Priscus

102,

19
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PROVINCES

Germ. Sup.
Cologne (colony) L. Mellonius Blandus

Syria

Berytus (colony) C. Tulius Tiberinus
Berytus or Heliopolis (colonies) Cn. Iulius Rufus

Maur. Caes.

Caesarea (colony) Sex. Iulius Severus 4
The figures are 1lrrelévant to the question of proportion
of legionaries to praetorians, as till 69 there were considerable
numbers of Itallans in the legions, and from 138-69 Italians,

which Includes men ex equite Romano as well as praetorians,

received preferential treatment. Of the colonists Sex. Iulius

severus was probably ex equite Romano, and the others probably

legionaries.

SECOND CENTURY
ITALY

Regio I

Fundi Ti. Veturius Mauretanus
Regio VI

Saena B - Q. Terentius Firmus-
Regio VII

VYolsinii C. Rufius Festus

Regio VIII

Ravenna M. Apicius Tiro
Ariminum L. Betutius PFurianus
LI 14360.1
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Regio X
Aquileia A. Caesilius Acastinus
Altinum C. Valerius Secundus
Verona F. Cleusius Froculus
Sagsina L. Appaeus rudens
Italian
Amblasius Secundus ¢
Truttedius Clemens 13
PROVINCES
Britain
Lincdzn (colony ) M. Minicius Marcellinus
Tarraconensis
- . Ce TIulius Lepidus 2

As Britain is not known to have suppliéd the guard

M. Minicius Marcellinus was almost certainly an ex-leglonary.

M. Apicius Tiro, P. Cleusius Proculus, and Amblasius Secundus,
were all praetorians. Before golng on to the third cencury
there are two ﬁen from the colony of Carthage to consider,

Sex. Atilius Rogatianus and r. Nonius Felix. The only clue to
their dating is the fact that they use e.v. instead of the
normal v.e. which is an earlier form, and suggests the late
_second century_ rather than the third. 1 did noet wilsh- o Ineclude—
them in the rilus-Commodus table on such sligljt evidence, as they
would tend to change the picture a little, but held it necessary
to mention them specifically so that the reader should have a

chance to consider that possibility and its implication.



THE THIRD CENTURY
ITALY

Rome

Regio I
Atlina

Regio V
Hadria
Regio VII

Volsinii

Regio VIII

Ravenna

Regio IX

Dertona

Reglo X..

Cremona

Itgaldan

PROVINCES

Germ, Inf..

Cologne (colony)

Gallia Belgica

Area of XITI

M.

105

Aquilius Felix

Tillius Rufus

Sallienus Thalamus

Laberius Gallus
Manilius O-

Publicius Proculeianus

Vibius Marianus

Arbustius Valentinus

Ansius Proculus
Petronius Taurus
Volusianus

Titius Similis

Sulccius La-

Acceptius Faustinus

10
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Liberalinius Probinus
M. Piavonius Victorinus
Sattonlius Iucundus

Fann. Sup.
Emona (colony) M. Aurelius Germanus
Septimia Siscia(colony,; C. Publilius Priscillianus
Carnuntum (colony) T. Pontius Marcianus

Pann. mf"

Aquincum (colony) Aelius Aelianus
Moes. Sup.

Horrcs Margl M. Aurelius Iustus (1)
Moes. Inf..

Oescus (colony) Aurelius Marcellinus

T. Aurelius Flavinus

Tralana Augusta Traianus Mucianus

Noricum
- Valerius Claudius Quintus

Dacia

Aptilum (colony) P. Aelius Marcellus

M. Ulpius Caius

Macedonia

Thessalonica Flavius Basllides
Asia

Cadi Aurelius Antiochus

Ephesus P. Marcius Sextianus _ -

- — = ~Pltani - - CT Flavius Herculanus

Aphrodisias P. Aelius Apollonianus
Bithynia

Apamea Aurel Flav, Rufinus ?

Nicomedia Tib. Cl. Demetrius

Prusias M. Aurelius Antoninus
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Cappadocia

Isauria Trocundus

Lycia and Pamphylia

Side Bryonianus Lollianus
Syria
Heliopolis (colony) L. Trebonius Sossianus

Syria Commagene

- M. Aurelius Alexander
Arabia
Philippopolis (colony) Cl. Tiberius Demetrius

Africa Procons.

Tuccabor C. Sulgius Caecilianus

Mawr. Caes.

Auzia (colony) P. Aelius Primianus
Numidia
Theveste (colony) C. Cornelius Egrilianus 32

We are now in the same position as before 69, in that there
is no clear geographical distinction between praetorian and
legionary recruits., FPerhaps the most remarkable feature of the
table is thut despite the apparent change from the policy of
the last-three Antonines the system is not complétély cast aside.
There are still a number of Italians, and many of the recruits
from the West come from colonies. For the first time there are
numerous representatives from the Danube provinces, but Africa

is not well represented, and Thrace, source of so many leglonar-
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ies in this period, 1s unrepresented. as far as corps are
concerned, L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and P. Aelius

Apollonianus were ex equite Romano, I suspect P. Aelius

Marcelius was too, and Y. Aelius Primlanus appears to have begun
his military career with a commission as decurion. Fraetorians
were M. Tillius Rufus and L. Arbustius Valentinus, while

M. Aurelius Tustus (i) was a trecenarius, so presumably either

from the guard or ex equite Romano. Centurions in the

frumentaril were M. Aquilius Felix, P. Vibius Marianus, C.
Titius Similis, P. Aelius Marcellus, Tib. Cl. Demetrius,
L. Trebonius Sossianus, and C. Sulgius Caecilianus.

Centurlones deputati were L. Petronilus Taurus Volusianus and

aur, Flav. Rufinus. People who perhaps should not be considered

as primipilares are C, Suiccius La~, whose career is baffling,

Aelius Aelianus and Frocundus, late ducenarian legionary
prefects, and Liberalinius Probinus and Plavonius Victorinus,
probably praetorlan tribunes of the Gallic emperors. Note the
group of men with Celtic or "manufactured" nomina, whose
origines are to be found somewhere in the region covered by the

thirteenth volume of the Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum.

There :remain three short tables of men whose dating 1is

_ver& approximate; which may serve to increase the quantity if
not the quality of the evidence available. The first are all

later than 150.



AFTER 150
ITALY
Regio VII

Capena

PROVINCES

Gallia Narbonensis

Arelate (colony)
Pannonia

Mauretenia Caesariensis

Tipasa (colony)

T.

M.

M.
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Gnorius Atilianus

Aurelius Priscus
Cornelius Saturninus

Cocceius Romanus

M. Aurelius Priscus was a praetorian, who became a

centurio frumentarius. I suspect that M. Cocceius Homanus was

ex eguite HKomano.

UNDATED
ITALY

Regio IT

Canusium
Regio V
~ Interamnia
Regio XI
Ticinum

1tallan

Ti.

Qe

Busidius

Claudius Vitalis

Mattius Quartus

Caetronius Cuspianus
Pegscennius Iustus
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A, Numisienus Gallus
P. Pacilius Zenon Laetus

rROVINCES
Spain
L. Septimius Sempronianus ?

Germ. Sup..

Dibilo Rebricus
Epirus
Byllis (colony) C. Marius Secundus
Asia
Philadelphia Heridophoros qui et
Eutoneios
Temenothyrae Arruntius -
Bithynia
Amastris M. Aelius Caesonianus
Dionysius
Galatia
Ancyra -gus
Africa
Carthage (colony) Flavius -

L. Sallustius Processus

M. Aelius Caesonianus Dionysius was ex eguite Romano.

The conclusions to be reached from these tables are as
- follows. Frrom the first the primipilate was not restricted to
Italians from 1ltaly, but men received it from colonies in the
older provinces of the rmpire. The fall in recruitment of Italiaﬁ

for the leglons after 69 is not reflected in the figures, admitt-

edly small, which we have for the period up to the end of Hadrian.




In this perioa, particularly in the Trajan~Hadrian pceriod, the

man ex equlite Romano becomes prominent. The next period shows a

virtual monopoly for Italians, though again I must emphasise the
fact that there 1s no way of demonstrating that all these, or
even a majority, were praetorians rather than men ex equite
Romano. In connection with this fawour for Italians, it should

be noted that H.G. Pfleum in his Procurators, p. 185, drew

attention to the disfavour shown by the lust three Antonines to
the Creek East. The third century did not see a complete

revolution as far as the West was concerned, primipilares there

being still largely drawn from Italy and the coloniess including
those on the Dahube. What is noticeable is the large number
from the East, particularly from aAsia Minor. I wish I knew what
it meant. <1he general picture then reriects the fact that the

primipilares were an elite body. They were drawn from the best,

and therefore ltalians and colonists were always prominent among
them, whether those Italians were legionaries, before 69,

praetorians, or men ex equite Romano, But, on the evidence

given, the only period when there is definite evidence that
Italians were favoured out of proportion to their numbers and
normal advantgges, i.e. superior education, better patronage,
etc., was the period 13u8-93, and that favour is not necessarily

the monopoly of the men from the guard.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AWD THE LEGIONS -.AS SOLDIER AND CENTURION

(a) As Soldier
The number of cases where it 1s definitely recordcd

that a primipilaris came from the ranks of the legions is not

great.

Aelius Triccianus consular governor of Pann., Inf.
L.Attius Iucanus - primipilaris (There is en elemcnt of
doubt)

Aufidienus Rufus
Ti.Claudlus Demetrius

prefect of the camp
centenarian procurator

M.Helvius Rufus - primipilaris

L.Lepidius Proculus - primusnilus
Plotius Firmus - praetorian prefect
VL 32887 - primusplilus

To these might be added M. Oclatinius Adventus, as it is

uncertain whether he served as speculator at Rome or on a

governor's stéff. The fact that the number of definite cases is
so small is not of decisive importauce in assessing the legion-
ary contributiion to the primipilate, for we may draw a parallel
with the position as regarding centurions from the ranks of the
legions. The cases where it can be shown that centurions came
—from the—ranks ars very small in number, as is apparent from
the list given by G. Forni (1), Nevertheless the studies of

V. Baehr and E. Birley (2) have shown clearly that the majority
of legionary centukions came from that source. The reason for
their failure to give their corps of origin in inscriptions is

understandable. Why state a fact common to the mgjority ?




"3

This applies with particular force where the man has risen to
the primipilate and beyond. The cases we have 8o not go into
considerable detail concerning their passage through the grades
below centurion. Putting on one side the caresr of Valerius
Thiumpo, who is part of a new system’we note only VI 32887,

who was tesserarius at the time of his transfer to the guard,

Aellus Triccianus, who became ostiarius to the governor of
Pannonia, and the strange career of L. Attius ILucanus, if
indeed the man who was signifer and then centurion was the

same as the primipilaris. Ti. Claudius Demetrius was a

frumentarius, and went to the castra peresrina at Rome to be

centurio frumentarius. The distribution in period of our

exam:les is most significant. L. Attius Lucanus, Aufidienus
Rufus, M. Helvius Rufus, L. Lepisius Proculus, and Plotius
Firmus, all belong to the first century. The rest are of the
third. This points to our conclusions as to the policy of the
second-century emperors being correct, though I would emphasise
these figures are not safe ground for sweeping conclusions.
Some attempt to give a more correct picture by using the
evidence for origo is made in the chapter on the developing
primipilate. )
Their achievements vary. Of the first century group only
Plotius Firmus achieved anything, and he probably owed much to
the circumstances of civil war. Of the third century group,

Aelius Triccianus had risen to the important prefecture of

II Parthica when Macrinus took the extraordinary step of
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making him a consular governor, Ti. Claudius Demetrius had the

assistance of experience in thc castra peregrina in rising to

a centenarian procuratorship, and VI 32887 died as a

primuspilus. These results reflect the general picture for

the primipilate as much as they do that for the men from the

ranks of the legions.

(n) As Centurion

\ie begin with an analysis of the men who held ti

e

legionary centurionate.

(a) Equestrians who held legicnary and Rome centurionates.

L. Aemilius raternus primuspilus

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus praetorian prefect
C. Satrius Crecens primaspilus

G. Sulpicius Ursulus prefect of a legion.

(b) Equestrians who held only legionary centurionates.

L. Decrius Longinus prefect of the camp

N. Marcius Plaetorius Celer tribune of the vigiles

T. Pontiusg Sabinus procurator, first ducenar-
ian echelon.

L. Terentius Rufus tribune of the vigiles.

(c) Prastorians who held Rome and legionary centurionates.

Amblasius Secundus primuspilus
L. Arbustius Valentinus — primuspilus-
C. Arrius Clemens primipllaris
M, Tillius Rufus primuspilus
M. Vettius Valens procurator, first

ducenarlian echelon.

(d) Praetorians who held only legionary centurionates.

M. Apicius Tiro prefect of a legion.
C. Caesius Silvester prefect of the - .camp.
C. Nummius Constans primuspilus
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Octavius Secundus primuspilus
€. Oppius Bassus primuspilus
L. Petronius Sabinus rrocurator, second ducenar-
ian echelon.
Sextilius Marcianus primuspilus

(e) Men who hela legionary centurionates and post in the castra

neregrina.
P. Aelius Marcellus prefect of a legion.
C. Sulgius Caecilianus prefect of a legion.
C. Titius-3imilis procurator, first ducenar-

jian echelon.

(f) Men of uncertain origin who held legionary and Rome
centurionates.

M. Pompeius Asper prefect of the camp.
Q. Raecius Rufus primipilaris

(g) Men, mainly of uncertain oripin, who held only legicnary
centurionates.

L. Antonius Naso srocurator, first ducenar-
ian echelon.

L. Artorius Castus centenarian procurator.

Q. Geminius Sabinus primuspilus

Ti, Iulius Italicus primispilus

C. Iulius Lepidus primaspillus

M. Oppius prefect of the camp
Sabidius C.f. primispilus

M, Septimius ~1lis primipilaris
III 14360. 1 prefect of the camp.
XI 1059 prefect of a legion.

(h) Men, mainly of uncertain origin, whose fragmentary careers
include legionary centurionates.

Atilius Verus primuspilus
M. Aurelius Crescens primuspilus
Catonius Iustus praetorian prefect
C. Cornelius Egrililanus prefect of a legion.
A, Instuleius Tenax primipilaris
D. Iunius Verecundus praetorian tribune
Q. Marcius Turbo etc.. prastorian prefect
Q. Mattius wuartus primuspilus
A. Reslus Maximus primispilus
Q. Statius Froxumus praetorian tribune
T. Suedius Clemens ducenarian prefect of a
legion.

C. Velius Rufus procurator of Raetia.
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C., Vibius Marinus primuspilus
X 1711 ducenarian procurator.

(i) Men who hold centurionates of an unknown corps.

A. Busidius primipilaris
P. Lucflyius Successor primispilus
M. Oclatinius adventus praetorian prefect
S. Sulpicius Similis praetorian prefect
VI 1645 procurator, second ducenarian
echelon.

Group (a) is composed of men of the sccond century.
Group (b) consists of men from the neriod Trajan-Hadrian,
though L. Decrius Longinus may have been a little earlier.
Grour {(c) are second century, with the exception of M. Vettius.
Valens, from the first, and L. Arbustius Valentinus, from the
third. It is noteworthy that the former 1s the only one to
make progress. Of (d), a second-century group, only L.
Petronius Sabinus, from the rius-Commodus period, is really
notable. All of (a) are third century. C. Titius Similis

went to the castra peregrina and stayed there till the

rrimipilate. In (g) note that L. Antonius Naso, the most
distinguished, was prooably from the ranks of the legions. I
hgve made no attempt in the last four sections to distinguish
them in date, as this does not help where the career is not
kniown.

Upon these groups I hase the following cohclusions.

First and foremost, the normal primipilaris career does not

Frogress beyond the primipilate or the prefecture of the camp.
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This lack of distinction in the careers whose highest point is
given above is not to be laid at the door of the men from the
ranks of the legions alone, for many practorians and men ex

equite Romano are included above. The second point is that

therc is no obvious difference in distinction between the

rraetorians and men ex equite Romano who held Rome and legionary

centurionates, and those who held legionary centurionates
alone. A further point arises from this, and the fact that T
have cnly onc cerfain casu of a man wio reached the primi;ilate
without holding a legionary centufrionste, L. Cominius Naximus,
though there may have becen others, Tt often has been said that
the primipili brought the methods and discipline of thé
praetorian.guard to the legions (3). It must be observed,

however, that while on the evidence the vast majority, if not

ally primipilares, held legionary centurionates, only a propor-

tion held centurionates at Rome. Thus those oi the men

ex equite Romano who did not go to Rome centurionates, and all

the men from the ranks of the legions, who as far as we can
tell never went tb6 them, could not act as instructors in the

discipline of Rome. The training-ground for the primuspilus

is the centurionate, and more especially the legionary _
centuri&nate.

There are several further questions to be considered in
connection with the legionary centurionate. The first is that
of the ladder of promotion. OUn this a great deal has been

written in the past. I have accepted the views of Wegeleben(4),
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according to which the steps are (a) a centurionate in cohorts
2-10, (b) one of the three junior centurionates of the first
cohort, and then (c) tenure of the three posts of hastatus,

princeps, and primuspilus in turn (cf. P. Aelius Marcellus).

An Important corollary of this is, as in a later chapter it is
laid down that the primipilate is held for one year, that the

posts of princeps and hastatus must have been held for a similar

period, or slightly longer, as when the pfimuspilus completed

his yeur of office the senior centurions of the first cohort
would tend all to move up one, unless e senior practorian
centurion was given one of the vacancics created. This would
also mean that when once a centurion had succeeded in reaching

the primi ordines he could expect in about rive years to become

primuspilus. Also here should be mentioned the views of G. -Ch.

n
Picard and H. Le Bonniec on the Erincegs and pr%geps praetorii(5)

I have felt gble to legve the refutation of these to an

Appendix.

The acceptance of the Wegeleben hypothesis clearly simpli-
fies the picture enormously, but how are we to account for the
variation in the number of centurionates held? According to
_Domaszewsgi movement from one legion to another denoted -
promotion (6)., In that case a definite relationship should
appear between the number of centurionates held and the spped.

of promotion. Let us consider a table drawvn up on these lines.




One centurionate

M, Apicius Tiro

M. Oppius

L. Terentius Rufus
I1I 14360.1
VI 32887

Two centurionates

‘L. Antonius Naso

Octavius Secundus
« Oppius Bassus

M. Pompeius Asper

T. Pontius Sabinus

Sabidius C.f.

Three centurionates

Ti. Tulius Italicus
C. Nummius Constans
G. Sulpicius Ursulus
C. Titius Similis

Four centurionates

L. Artorius Castus
L. Decrius Longinus
C. Iulius Lepidus
L. Lepidius rroculus

He.

gvocatus, rrefect of a legilon.

? prefect or the camg.
equestrian, tribune of vigiles.
7 prefect of the camp.

legionary, primuspilus.

1egionary2,procurator, first ducenar-
Tan echelen
evocatus, primuspilus,

evocatus, primuspilus.
? prefett of the caung.
equestrian procurator, first ducenar-
ian echelon.
? nrimuspilus.

? primispilus,
evocatus, primuspilus,
equestrian, prefect of a legion.
? ,procurator, first ducenarian

gchelon.
? centenarian procurator.
equestrian, prefect of the camp.

? rrimuspilus
legionary, primuspilus

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus equestrian, praetorian prefect.

Y., Aelius Marcellus

Five centurionates

Amblasius Secundus
L. Arbustius Valentinus
C. Caesius Silvester
C. Sulgius Caecilianus
M. T1llius Rufus

Six centurionates

C. Arriuvs Clemens
N. Marcius Plaetorius
Celer
Sextilius Marcianus
M. Vettius Valens

castra per., prefect of a .leglon.

? , evoctatus, primaspilus:.
evocatus, primuspilus
evocatus, prefect_ of the -camp. -
castmper., prefect of a legion.
evocatus, primuspllus.

evocatus, primipilaris.
equestrian, trlbune of vigiles.

evocatus, primuspilus.

evocatus, procurator, first ducenarier
- echelon.
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Seven centurionates

L. Aemilius Paternus equestrian, primuspilus
Q. Geminius Sabinus ? rrimuspilus

Nine centurionates

M. Septimwus ~lis ? s primuspllus |

The figures show that the distinguished career tends to
include two to four centurionatecs. They are not, however, to
Ve tuken merely at their fage~value. T. Pontius Sabinus spent
about fifteen years, it would aypear, over his two centurionates.
M. Vettius Valens and thepong-serving Sextilius Harcianus had
the same number of centurionates. What in fact is indicated
by the number of centurionates is the number of changes of
legion, in most cases. his may be accompanied by promotion,
but does not need to be, In many cases it is probable that
the transfer of the centurion is due to the movement of a
vexillation from one legion to another, The whoie subject o
multiple centurionates deserves an exhaustive study. Thefe is
thus no justification in equating length of service with the
number of centurionates mentioned. Therefore when I am

considering tne length of service in the centurionate I shall

not base any conclusions on the number of centurionates held.
From all this two corollaries may be drawn: (a) the length of
service 1n the majority of legionary centurionates was not
fixed; (b) normally it would not be worth-while to note a

change of century inside a legion, as it was in most cases a
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re-shuffle, not a promotion, but transfer to another legion was

worth mentioning, even if it did not involve promotion, as
somcthing out of the ordinary. The centurial sign, followcd
by a legion, could cover a long period. The expression

centurio et primuspilus, for example, could cover a very long

period, and not just mean that a man had been princeps and

primuspilus.,

The question of the length of service of a particular man
in tie primipilate can thus only be decided on a consideration
of fixed dates betwcen which his yéars in the centurionate fell,
or through the years of service being specified. There are a
number of such cases., The classic ones for long service
specifically in the centurionate are both praetorians, probably
because the praetorian is the more informative., Sextilius
Marcianus entered the guard in 140. He was evocatus in 157,
and in 192 he reached the primipilate. M. Tillius Rufus was
evocatus between 176 and 180, had not yet reached the
rimipilate in 208, and probably did so in 213. C. Arrius Clemens
was decorated for Trajan's Dacian war some time between 10l and
107 as an eques in a praetorian cohort. M. Durry gave five
years as the normal minimum time of service before the post was
reached. He was decorated by Hadrian, presumuably in his

Jewish war (about 133-34) as trecenarius, so that if he wuas

‘'only just an eques when first decorated, and had eleven years

as a soldier yet to run, at his second decoration he had been

r'ifteen years in the centurionate. After that he held a
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legionary centurionste and became primuspilus. The case of

T. Pontius Sabinus has been referqfed to already. This 1is not
the only evidence for long service as centurion and soldier,
but it is the only evidence where the length of service in the
centurionate will come under discussion when the age at which
the primipilate was held is discussed in the next chapter, for
differences in ages are largcly to be accounted for by length
of service as centurion rather than as soldier,

Fran our discussion we have learnt the following. Tae

primuspilus who comes from the ranks ot the legions is on the

wnole the leecst likely to give his coris of origin.  The result
is that the legicnary contribution is the most difficult to
estimate, for except in the period when the legionary
recruitment was other than the praetorian there is no sure way
of distinguishing them, and there is ulways the complicating

factor of the men ex eguite Romano, who' have many origins, The

centurionate of the legions is in its own way as important, 1if
not more so, than the Rome tribunates, for as we have seen
there are few who do not ho@ﬂ it a2t some time. It was the
natural training-ground for the primipilate, and even the man
who had learnt his trade as an equestrian officer before
transferring to the centurionate, or the evocatus who had been
a centurion at Rome, was rarely excused the tenure of it.

That the majority of men who had been legionary centurions did

not have distinguished careers only illustrates the general

truth that the distinguished career is rare, and the man who
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had such a career rarely bothered to detail his early career,
The speed of promotion through the centurionate, has no close
connection with the number of centurionates held, and can only
be calculated in the few cases where points in the career are
dated. It was most probably the most important part of the
training of the primipilate, particularly in its closiing stages,
and was long or short according to the ability and support by

patronage of the individual prospective primipilaris. Its

imporlance should never be under-estimated.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE ROME COHORTS AS SOLDIER AND
CENTURION

(a) As soldier

The question as to whether the vast majority of primipilares

were ex-members of the praetorian guard, as suggested by ki, Durry,
following Domaszewskizohas been dealt with in the chapter on

the develoning primipilate, The contribution of the present
chapter to the examination of the Durry thesis will be a survey

of the known contribution of the praetorian soldiers to the

primipilaris corps, In this I will e guided by the following

principles, which I have attempted to establish elsewhere in
~this work., I will omly accept as evidence of service in the
ranks of the guard a clear statement of the fact, It is not
enough that the man was a centurion in the Rome cohorts, for

these posts were also open to centurions ex equite Romano.

Italian primipilares, even in the period when there were few

Italians being recruited to the leglions, cannot be accepted

as ipg@% facto praetorians, for again the men ex equite Romano
came also on occasions from Italy. It is equally wrﬁhg to say
that a Rome tribune must be Italian and an ex-guardsman, for
qxcept}qps can be quoted in each_ case, It will be_seen that I
have been strict, but also it will be seen that these limitations
are fundamental,

The praetorian, entering the guard about the age of twenty,

would become an evocatus, with hopes of the centurionate, after

serving his se¢xteen years, He might receive the centurionate
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earlier if he was promoted directly to it from the post of

cornicularius praefectorun,

Though details vary, they would in

general all have held the three "taktische Chargen' of Domaszew-

ski, and have been on the praetorian prefects' staff,

(a) Detailed Careers

Amblasius Secundus

C., Arrius Clemens

Octaviuns Secundus

C. Oppius Bassus

Sextilius Marcianus

VI 32887

mil, coh, urb, bf]'tr mil, coh, I,
tesserari 1, opj tionis, sign, coh
eiusdem, [be ] nef. praef. praet.,

EVJ oc, Aug,;

militi coh, IX pr,, equiti coh,
eiusdem, denis donatc ab Imp,., Traiano,
torquibus, armillis, phaleris ob
bellum Dacicum, singulari praefector-
um ,t&sserario, optioni, fisci curat-
ori, comnicul, tribuni,, evocatq/
Aug,.

mil, coh, X urb,, translat. in coh,
VI pr., sing, trib,, benef, trib.,
sing, pr, preset,, optio in centyr,
sign,, [f]is [¢]o curat., cornicu[._')
trib,,ev. Aug, .

mil, coh, II »r, et coh, XIII urb, et
XIITIT urb,, omnibus officiis in
caliga functo, bf, pr, pr., evoc,
Aug., ab act., fori,

mil, coh, XIIII et XIII urbanarunm,
tesse,, option,, signif. coh, II pr.,
evoc, Aug,, ab actis fori,,.

[%ul est f] actus m[iles in cohorte ?—
I pri, D [Fobatus,,.factus principali]
s...[militavit exajetus, t[esserarius,
optio, sig]nif., bT, [or. pr., factus
in leg, XX_]II Pr, p, f evocatus
...VI alnno ? abv Ian rﬁlnlbufs
adscrip usJ

..qu1] caoe l'_:oit] mil [itar'e probatus in
1eg] . .. E‘ac tus tes[se) rarius in
eadem, cra]nslatus [in prae] to-
coli, praetorlae I_‘]ac us, .
mc us bflﬁar pr ....oleus evoLE__



X L. Arbustius Valentinus

C-
L.

M,

Sex,

VI
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(b) Careers mentioning evocatus, but with little debail

Aurelius Marcianus
~ - .
Laeslus d1llivester

Cominius Maximus

Nummins Constans

Tillius Rufus

Vettius Valens

2112

evoc, Aug, ex coh, IIII pr,,
pp. ex coh, III pret,.
benef, pr, pr., evoc, Aug,.

beneficiar. praef, praetori, evocat:«
Augustorum,

milit, coh, III praet, et X urb.,
evocato in foro ab actis..

evoc, Augg,.

mil, coh, VIIT pr,, benef, praef,
pr,, evoc, Aug,.

evoc, Aug..

(c) Careers mentioning the post a comm, cust..

Apicius Tiro

Cetrius Severus

31871

ab indicib, curat, salar, evoc,,
optioni, a comment, cust,, evoc, (§)

spec,, beneficiari Getae (the
praetorian prefect), ab comentaris
custodi aru[m] .

evoc.,[? commentar, cué]tod..

(d) Careers involving promotion to the centurionate direct

M.

Ti,
Po
L.

from corn, pr. pr,.

ACurelius Priscus

Claudius Firmus
Cleusius Proculus
Petronius Sabinus

VI 1645

primiscrinio castrorum praett,
ostiario praeff, praett.,, canal-
iculario,

Pp. €X cornicular, ipsius,
PP....E€X cornicularic pr, pr...

corn, pr, pr,.

corn, praef, pr..

The details of this career will not be gone into here,

They are given to afford an opportunity to the student to
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if he so wishes, The immediate

question that confronts us is what rank did these men reach,

Lists follow, drawn up in the periods we have distinguished in

the chapter on the geogravhical origins of the primipilares,

1.Claudius=Nero

Sex, Cetrius Severus
M, Vettius Valens

2.Flavians
No examples

3. Trajan-Hadrian

C. Arrius Clemens

C, Caesius Silvester
C, Nummius Constans
Octavius Secundus

C., Oppius Bassus

XI 2112

L, Pius-Commodus

M, Bassaeus Rufus
Ti, Claudius Firmus
L. Cominius Maximus

L, Petronius Sabinus

Sextilius Marcianus

VI 31871

pracetorian tribune
proc, Lusitaniae,

served thirty-nine years at
least, primuspilus,

retired prefect of the camp,

dead as primuspilus,

primuspilus, probably retired,

primuspilus, may have gone
further,

served thirty years at least,
primusgpilus,

praetorian prefect,

m
primuspilus , Alrgve gone further,

procurator Aug.i(patrimonii ?)

procurator stationis hered,.

served fifty-two years,
primuspilus,

procurator XL Galliarum,

5.8econd-century, not closely datable,

Amblasius Secundus

M, Apicius Tiro

dead as primuspilus,

prefect of the camp,

-
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P. Cleusius Proculus dead as primuspilus.

6.Third Century

L. Arbustius Valentinus dead as primuspilus
M. Aurelius ¥priscus primuspilus, probably retired.
M. Oclatimius aAdventus araetorian grefect (not
efinitely Trom praetorian
ranks}.
M. Tillius Rufus served forty-nine years at
least, primuspilus.
VI 1645 praefectus vehiculorum.
VI 3zbyi dead as primuspilus.

These lists indicate the furthest recorded point in the

careers of primipilares known to have started their careers

in the ranks of the praetorian guard. This must be emphasised,
for on tinis evidence must be judged the Durry thesis, not on
isolated examples. The examples for the early period are few,
and nothing derinite can be said about the first century.

Under Trajan and Hadrian, on the other hand, 1t 1s notable how
many careers we know of which ended with the primipilate.

This 1s not of course true for all primlpilares, for as we shall

see In the chapter on the® procurutors, this very period saw a

siénificant increase in the mumber of cases of primipilaris

procurators and prefects. Two points are illustrated here,

the fact that the majority of primipilares did not go on to

further posts, and that those who did quite frequently did not
indicate their corps of origin.

With the period of the last three Antonines we have a
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number of examples of primipilares who began in the ranks of

the guard, and went on to procuratorships. One reached the
prefecture., As 1s apparent from the evidence on geographical
origin, that given in the second part of the chapter on the

Rome centurions and that on the men ex equite Romano, this

period wuas marked by the favour shown to Italians. Of the
careers, that of M. Bassaeus Rufus is the only outstanding one,
though it is to be noted that both L. Cominius Maximus and

L. Petronius Sabinus began their careers with swift promotion,
but clrcumstances unknown to us brought an end to thelr
progress. The unknown of VI 51871 received a centenarian

procuratorship, that of XL Galliarum, after a legionary

prefecture, and one would expeet his further progress, if he
made any, to be slow.

In the third century there are two careers of note, that
of M. Oclatinius Adventus unfortunately being possibly of a

legionary. we know that he was a speculator, but not whether

he was such at Rome or onh provinclal governor's staff. The
unknown of VI 1645 won the favour of the rhilips, but it 1s
probable that their fall brought his career to an end.

1t is clear so far that the thesls of M.-Durry mugl be
modified in two important aspects. It must be recognised that

it cannot be assumed that the vast majority of primipilares

known to reach the top were praetorians., E. Birley in fact in

an article examined this problem of the corps of recruitment (§)

ard I give his results, with my own figures, in the final
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summary after the survey of the Rome centurionates. Hls main

point was that over fifty per cent of the primipilares known

to us as receiving further promotion give no details of their
career before the primipilate. The second modification is in
the matter ot proportion also., M. Durry twice took M. Vettius
Valens as a typlcal case (¥). It has appeared here, and it
awgonsidered, that

A
in fact the true typical case is that of the man who does not

appears from whatever aspect the primipilares

go beyond the primipilate or, 1f he does, becomes the prefect
of the camp. M. Durry was completely judtified in declaring

the possibility of a brilliant career for the primipilaris;

it 1s on the question of the proportion of primipilares for

which such a career was possible that I wish to take issus

with him.

({b) As centurion
The centurions of the Rome cohorts, as M. Durry observed

(18, were recruited from the men ex equite Romano, and the

evocati. A conslderable amount of success among these
centurions would be highly significant. Among the lists that
willl appeur as we stuay various aspects of the Home centurion-
ates, will be found the names of those who held such centurion-
ates with whom we have already dealt as praetorlan soldilers.

In nine cases, namely those of M. Apicius Tiro, M. Aurelius
Priscus, C., Caesius silvester, C. Nummius Constans, Octavius

Secundus, C. Oppius Bassus, L. Petronius Sabinus, Sextilius
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Marcianus, and unknown of VI $z887, Rome centurionates were
not held by ex-pruetorians. They held only legionary centur-
lonates, with the ecveption of M. Aurelius Priscus, who only

held a centurionate in the frumentuarii. One of the questions

we shall have to ask ourselves 1s whether the passage of the
years in the centurionate at nome or elsewhere was significant.
One of the first things that we notice about the kome
centurionates 1s that they are all graded according to their
corps end it is uncommon to hold two posts in the same grade.
This 1s in direct contrast to the centurions in the legiocns,
of whom in wegeleben's view (Q}), which I share, fifty out of
sixty were on a par, This means thgt the centurion at Rome
must move from corps to corps if h@g to be promoted. A
legionury centurion,on the other hand, can pass Into the

primi ordines of the first cohort and through them‘nto the

first pd mipilate without leaving the legion. also he can
change his legion for reasons unconnected with promotion.
These matters are dealt with in the chapter on the legionary
centurionate, so I will not pursue them further now. The

centurionates usuully held at Rome were as follows:

centurio vigilum

centurio statorum

centurio urbanus

centuerio praetorianus

primus ordo - princeps castrorum

(trecenarius )
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I have placed the post of trecenarius in brackets because

very little that is certain is known about it. Lip-service has

been paid for a long time to the Domaszewskl dictum that the

trecenarius was commander of the three hundred speculatores,

but it has been clearly recognised that the solution to fit all
the contexts in which we find this post has hot yet been found.
A very useful study, which sees clearly that there is a problem,
is that of Passerini%b My own discussion willpbe found in an
eppendix. In the same appendix will be found a discussion of

the three people whose relations are not altogether clear, the

primus ofdo, the princeps castrorum, and the princeps praetorii.

It need only be noted here that I have not included the latter W
here, for that office has yet to be proved to be praetorian, as
an examinution of Domaszewskiis argument with the texts will
soon demonstratefn’While it would be unwise to try to state
definite equivalents of centurionates at Rome and in the legions.
it may be noted here that L. Aemllius Paternus, C. Cestius
Sablnus and Sulpicius Ursulys began in Home with the urban
centurionate after holding legionary centurionates, and
M. Pompeius Asper with the praetorilan.

The next question thut arises is that of Domaszewskl's
coﬁ%entiun that, except for certain praetorian centurionates,
the primipilate 1s always preceded by a legionary centurionate,

13
in the graude of princeps. The exceptlon he gives is that of

the primus ordo, one of which he gives to every cohort on

uncertain evidence (see IX 2985 in the Prosopography,. In fact
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there are a number of cases of direct promotion to the

primipilate from the praetorian centurionate, in which there is

no need to suppose that the centurionate in guestion was

“primus ordo, namely those of r. Bruttius Gratus, L. Cominius

Maximus, G, Sugpicius Ursulus, M. Pompelus Asper, and of Cn.

Marcius Hustius Rufinus.

We come now to the analysis oi the careers of "these men

who passed through the Home centurionates. Two methods of

analysis are possible, by chronocloglcal period, and by type of

career.

l. Before Claudius

L. Ovinius Rufus

IX 298¢

z. Claudlus-Nero

P. Alfenus Vayﬂs

L. Rufellius Severus

M. Vettius Valens

3. Flavians

Q. Raecius Rufus

prim. ordo cohortium praet. Divi
Augustl, prim. pil. leg. XIIII Gem.,
trib, mil. cohort. AI urb., trib.
mil., coh. III praet., praef. fabr..

E7 colh, VII pr., primus ordo pr
al.. fanr. i, Caesaris Augustl.

trecenarius Augusti.,- pp. - praef,.
cast., praef. praeet..

E coh. .. vig.|] et stator. et coh.
Vi [praet.], pfimi pili II leg.

..et leg. .. , trib., coh., VII pr.,
probably retired.

evoc. Aug., 7 coh. VI vig., 7 stat.,
7 coh. XVI urb., 7 coh. II pr.,
exercitatori equit. speculatorum,
princip.praetorl leg. XIII Gem., ex
trec.Epp§ leg. VI Vietr., trib. coh.
V vig., trib. coh. XII urb,, coh.
III pr.,[pp. II]leg. XIII[I]Gem.
Mart. Victr., proc. Imp. eronig
Caes, Aug. prov. Lusitan..

trecenario, prine. praet.,pp. leg.



4.

5.

First Century

P. Bruttius Gratus

Trajan-Hadrian

L. Aemilius Paternus

C. Arrius Clemens

M. Pompeius Asper

Sex. Vibius Gallus

XI 211z

Piug-Commodus

C. Cestius Sabinus

L. Cominius Maximus

g

134,

XII Fulm., dead.

7 chort. I praet., [brim]

pil. leg. XIIII...

praef. fabr., 7 leg. VII G.,
7 leg. I M., 7 leg. VII Cl.,
7 leg. XIII G., 7 coh. v[urb_.;
7 eoh. III pr., CCC leg. II
Aug. et pp..

evocato Aug., 7 coh. I vigil.
7 statorum, ¥ coh. XIIII urb.
7 coh, VII pr., trecenario,

7 leg. III Aug., primipilari.

7 leg. XV Apollinar., '/ coh.
III pr., primop. leg. III
Cyren., praef, castr. leg.
XX Victr..

brecenarius, primipilaris,
praef. kastpr. leg. XIII G..

[prim. pi]1. deg. VI Ferr.,
7 leg...ex CCC et coh. X pra~
et. etjurb, et stutorum et
*..vig,, e]voc. Aug..

7 leg. II Adlutric. pila. fid.
et leg., VII Claud. p. f.,

7 eoh. VIII pr., 7 leg. VIII
Aug. ex trecenario, pp. leg

I Adiuvutricis p.f,, trib. coh.

* AIII urb.. . - -

pp.bis, procuratori M. Anton-
inl Aug., pruef. leg. II
Traianae fortis, CC, trib,
chor, VII prustorise, XIIII
urbanae, III vigul., centurio
chortis I pr., X urbanae, V
vig., evocato Augustorum..



Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus

C. Satrius Crescens

G. Sulpicius Ursulus

VI 31871

7. Second Century

Amblasius Secundus

8. Third Century

L. Arbustius Valentinus

135
praef.

raef. praet.] -,cohort-
um vigilum,tpﬁifaepesitg
anfnonae Imp. etc., praef
classium praetoria [ruJm
Misenatium | et Ravennat,::
trib. cofhortium primae
rae [tojriae, XI urban.,
VI vigil.,, prim. pil.
legi]onum IIX Cyrenalcae,
III Gall [icae],7coh. I
pr.? [exercitato]ri equit

m speculator.},jurb. ...
vig., XV Aploll. gb Imp.
AJgusto ordinibu [s
adscripto e%]equite
Roman [o7.

eq. publ., (7 praet.),
ex CCC,(7 III Aug.),pp.
leg, III Aug..

praef. symmachiariorum
Asturum bellil Daclcl,

7 leg. I Minerviae p. f.,
7 coh. XII urbanae, 7
coh. IIII praetoriae, pp.
leg. XIIX, praef. leg.
IIT Aug.

a%s ,proc. XLJ Galliar.,
praeposit. v[exillationyn
per Ital.] et Raet. et
Noric.| bello Germanico,
pra | el kastr. leg. II
Traflanae fortis, pp.
leg. .., 7 cohh, ..
plraet., XII urb., [.
vig., evoc. a comm,
cus] tod..

mcec Aug., [ 7 coh.:l

I yig, 7 coh. XIIII urb.
[7]1eg. V Ma. ex tr.,
macf stre ...hic I
Adiutricis p.f..

evoc. Aug. ex coh., IIII
pr., 7 coh, II vig.,




M.
C.

T.

T.

Aurelius Tustus (1)

Didius Saturninus

Flavius Caralitunus

Flavius Maximus

Iulius Caninus

Oclatius Sacerdos

Tillius Rufus

8. Undated

A.

Numisiunus Gallus

V. *95a
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7 coh. XI urb,, 7 coh. VII
pr., 7 leg. VII Ge., 7 leg.
VII Gemin. p.f., pp. leg.
IIII Fl. Fel..

ex CCC pePe.

mil. praet. - 7 praet. - pp.
(At least thirty-eight years
before primipilate reached)

7 praet. = PDe..»

ex 7 praet. pp. praef., leg.
III Aug. Severl..

pref. leg. II Ad. p. f.
Se[verianae], ex trec fenaltio

{ex cc)c pp. 1eg..

(pp. leg. XXII Pr.), 7 leg.
XX Val. Viet., ex CCC coh.
III pr. pev., prin, castror,
eq. p. exor. et donis donato
ab Imp. Severo et Antonino
Aug., 7 coh, XII urb. et I
vig., evoc. Augg.. (49555
years' service. )

trecenario, primop. leg.
XIV Gem..

...'7 eoh, .. dr]banae, 7 coh

\'f raet., ese P lejg.
XI Cl. f., praif lege.os

In the first period of all, we note the senior post of

praefectus fabrum closing the career, and the cases of the

primus ordo of the praetorian cohorts, The evidence for the

first century in general 1s scanty.

Again, the period Trajan-

Hadriun 1s notable for the lack of progress beyond the
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primipilate, and the period Pius- Commodus is a marked contrast,
especlally when we remind ourselves that M. Bassaeus Rufus also
belongs to this period. The third ceantury has no outstanding
careers, the two people from the ranks of the guard who rose to
the heights, M. Oclatinius Adventus (not certainly a praetorian)
and the unknown of VI 1645, not having Rome centurionates
attested; though we know so little of their careers that we
cannot assert that they did not hold such posts. The picture
thus agpees with the general one we have of the variation in
favour shown towards the praetorian, and to some extent, to the

men e6x equite Romano. It 1s of course to be bérne in mind in

assessing these figures that the Rome centurions could be from
elther or these two sources, We come now to types of career,

As full texts appear above, these are given in abbreviated form.

(a) Careprs where legionary centurionates precede the Rome

posts.

L. Aemillus Paternus praef, fabr., 7 4 legions, 7
urb., 7 pr., trec. leg., pp..
Bead.

C. Cestius Sabinus - 7 2 legions, 7 urb., 7 pr.,
trec., 7 leg., pp. ,trib. coh.
XIII urb..

Cn. Marcius Rustius ex egulte ﬁémané; 7 leg., 7 vig.

Rufinus 7 urb., ¥ praet., pp - praetor-

ian prefect.

M. Pompeius Asper 7 leg., 7 p¥., pp., praef. castn

G. Sulpicius Ursulus praef. coh., 7 leg., 7 urb.,

7 praet., pp.,praef. leg..
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(b) Careers where legionary centurionates follow the Home

posts.
dmblasius Secundus evoc., 7 vig., 7 urb., trec.,
7 1e leg., pp. Dead.
L. Arbustius Valentinus evoc., 7 dig., 7 urb., 7 pr.,
7 twice in sume legion, pp..
Dead.
C. Arrius Clemens evot., 7 vig., 7 stat., '/ urb.

7 pr., trec., 7 leg., pPp..
Probubly retired.

C. Satrius Crescens eg. publ., ..7praet., - trec.,
7 leso, - EEQ.
M. Tillius tmufus evoc., 7 vig., 7 urb., princ.

cast., trec. coh. pr., 7 leg.,
PpP.. 49-55 years' service,

7 pruaet.,, - trec., princ.

praet. leg., pp - first-echel
ducenarian procuratorship. 4

(c) Careers with Rome cemturionutes only

L. Cominus Maximus eyoc., 7 ¢ig., 7 urb., 7 pr.,
pp - two ducenarlan procurat-
orships. Dead.

(d) Fragments or gbbreviated careers.

L, Rufellius severus 7 dig?, 7 stat., 7 pre, = Pp.;
- pp_II. Probably retired,
V795a o-..]urbo, 7L, -m.,
praef. leg..
XI 211z evoc., 7 vig. stat., B}
- b 7 urb., V RE.’ tI‘“C -~ JP) e " a

Career broken off.

VI 51871 evoc., 7 vig ?. 7 urb., 7 pr.
= pp - to a centenéniaﬁ ’

procuratorshlp, Career broken
off.

P. Alfenus Varus grec. - pp. - praef. cast.~
praef. praet..
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M. Aurelius Iustus (1) ex trec. pp.

G. Tulius Caninus pref. leg. ex trec.

A. Numlisienus Gallus trec., pp..

Oclatius Sacerdos ex trec. pp.

Q. Raeclus Rufus trec., princ. praet., pp.

Sex. Vibius Gallus trec., pp., praef. castr..
Probably ex eyulte Romano.

P. Bruttius Gratus ~ ese 7 pr., pp., career
broken off,

C. Didius Saturninus mil. praet. - 7 pr. - pp.

T. Flavius Caralitanus 7 praet. - pp., dead.

T. Flavius Maximus ex 7 praet. pp. praef. leg.

L. Ovinius Rufus prim. ordo coh., pr., pp. =

to praef fabr..

IX 2985 7 praet., prim. ordo coh. pr.
- praef. fabr. _

The first group includes three men ex equite Romano, and

two men of uncertain ecorps of origin., This is far too small a
basis to form a conclusion on, but 1t is worth while aesking
ourselves whether it 1s possible that ohly the men ex equite
Romano normally held legionary centurionates before Rome
qenturioqgtes @himectme ex-praqtorian, if he held the latter,
did so immediately upon commlission as centurion. If this is
valid, the reason may be administrative convenience, the
evocatus beihg in Rome, while the directly-commissioned
centurion was probabiy in his home province, from which he

could go to the legion stationed there or to a neighbouring
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oneé as conveniently as to Rome. A definite answer can only be

glven in the light of fresh gvidence. The ohly outstanding
career beyond the primipilate is that of Rufinus, but it is to
be noted that C. Cestius Sabinus held the importent thirteenth
urbun cohort, one of those outside Rome, and such a post
carried the possibillity of direct nomination to a first-echelon
ducenarian procuratorship. h
In the second group usually only one legionary centurionate
was held, in the case of M. Vettius Valens that of princeps
prastorii. L. Arbustius Valentinus held two centurlonates in
the same legion. In this group of six it is notable that only
one definltely went beyond the primipllate, Valens., We are not
certain about Crescens, and it must be remembered in his case

that he may have been ex equite Romano. The others were all

evocati.

Only in one case 1s the career full enoughy to prove that
no legionary centurionate was held, thaﬂbf L. Comindus Maximus.
He died at the age of eighty, but hils career had come to an
abrupt end several years previously.

Some of the men in the final group, of course, may not
have held legionary cgﬁturionates. As far as their careers.are.
concerned, ignoring the praetorian prefecture which Alfenus
Varus aved to civil war, the highest point reached is pp. II,
by L. Rufellius Severus. L. Ovinius Rufus had a career that in
the segond century might have led to procuratorships, but in

his period, before Clasudius, led to the post of praefectus
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fabrum, as did\that of the unknown of IX 2983, This is the post
on the staff of a governor commanding legions, and nof to be
confused with the post held by L. Aemilius Paternus, which was
civil. Of those whose careers are broken off, the most notable
is thuat of the unknown of VI 31871, who reat¢hed a centenarian
procuratorship, but this career was far less likely than that
of the Rome tribunates to lead to a humber of ducenarian
procuratorships.

Having examlined these lists of known praetorian soldiers
and centuriona, to which perhaps the name of Saturninus might
be added, surely the first thing that strikes us 1s the paucity
of the evidence, particularly as far as men who served in the
ranks are concerned, for their progress beyond the primipilate
and the prefecture of the camp. The conclusions of E. Birley
in the article cited above may be compared (8). This fact
stands out whatever list one examines, even for the men ex

equite Bomano. This 1s the starting-point for our estimate of

the accuracy ot the picture painted by M. Durry (14). That
picture was bused on two observations, I taeke it, that a
number of outstunding procurators and prefects issued from the

primipilares, and that a large number of primipilares were

praetorians. In this latter point he could of course base
himself on Domaszewski (1¥). To these two points I would
observe the following: (a) the proportion of the recorded

primipilares who rose to be procurators or prefects 1s very

small in relation to their number, as appears from a number of



142 .

lists throughout this studys; and it can indeed be demonstrated
that the proportion could never be great, given the number of

primipllares available, the posts they hadto fill, and the

competition they had to face; (b) the period of time within
which praetorians received the vast majority of the primipilate
is demonstrably the reigns of the last three Antonines, and for
no period is it demonstrable that the praetorians providdd the

bulk of the primipilares proveeding beyond the primipilate.

(It is not certain what proportion of men ex equite Romano

there was under the last three Antonines, incidently). On the
question of men proceeding beyond the primipilate I give below
some very signiﬁicant figures from that same article by E.

Birley, with my own, derived from a larger number of examples.
BIRLEY DOBSON

No service prior to pp. recorded 64 12 61%

Prior service in legions only 20 25 12%%

" in legions and guard 2 9 =%

i " in guard only 12 1z 6%

" " insufficiently clear 3 ex eq.R 7 ”%%
cast. 11 )

Mise. 10 5%

101 196 98%

Ignoring the other figures, as soi.many of the careers on

which they are based are summarised, fhﬁhmentary, or incomplete,
notice how little the proportion of those who give no inform-
“ation as ‘to theif corps of origin, or even of their centurion-
ates, has varied.

A further point that arises in considering the thesis ot
M. Durry is the speed of the passage through the Rome centurion-

ates, which he contrasted with that through the legions (18).
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However, 1t seems truer to say that the passage through the
Rome centurionates, was governed in its speed by the ability of
the individual. Thus Satrius Crescens took twelve years to
reach the primipilate fromt he prauetorian centurionates. M.
Tillius Rufus spent twenty-~three yeurs at least in the centur-
ionate, eighteen or more of which were spent in four Rome
centurlonates and one legionary. Sextilius Marciasnus, on the
other hand, held his centurionates in the legions, and spent
thirty-one years in that rank, having been an evocatus five
years. C. Arrius Clemens spent a minimum of twenty yeurs in

four Rome centurionates and the post of trecenarius. C. Didius

Saturninus reached the praetoriun centurlonate forty years after
his first decoration. Varius wuintius Galanus served 55 years
and died at the age oi eighty-five without reaching the
primipilate, und L. Laelius Fuscus served forty-two years with-
out reaching it. Both were trecenarii. The true contrast

would thus appear to be between the man destined for great thims
and the man who was a good soldier, and nothing more, rather
than between the centurionates at Rome and the centurionates in
the provinces. That 1is not, of course, to ignore the fact that
from the social point of view life in Rome was infinitiely more

pleasant, and the praetorians and men ex equlte Romano

correspondingly more privileged.
I have no vilsh to minimise the part played by the guard.

It provided firstzclass material. Some of the primipilares who

rose to procuratorships and prefectures and whose early careers
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are unknown, must have been praetorians, though we cannot say
definitely which. But the evidence does not demonstrate a
monopoly or quasi-monopoly. In their most flourishing period,
Pius-Commodus, they still faced the competition of the men

ex eguite Homano. The reasons given by k. Birley in his

article (19) would however always ensure them of representation

in the corps of primiplilares higher thah their comparative

numbers would warrant, i.e., such things as superior education,
the favour of the praetorian prefect, the opportunity to gain
the favour of other highly-placed men, and ot the emperor him-
selt’s, Above all, 1t must be emphasised that for them as for

the primipllares as a body the main sphere of usefulness was

the centurionate, the primipilate, and the prefecture of the
camp. They also helpéd to fill the kome tribunates. The
procuratorships, however, were only reached by a small number
of gitted and favoured men, drawn from the three sources to
which we huve so constantly ref'erred, of whom an even smaller
P retectures

group was earmarked for the centunionete,‘ihe most, in my
judgement, that can be said with regard to the contribution of
the praetoriun guurd to the primipilate 1s, that it was more

than proportional to their numbers, was not primarily or malnly-

a contribution to the primipilards procurators, and cannot be

exactly calculated in view of the large number df men, both

those who retired as primipilares and those who went further,

who give us no clue as to their corps of origin.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE EQUESTRIAN ORDER

The seeking and obtaining by equestrians of direct
commissions as centurions is clearly attested in literature.
Seneca, controv, 9 Census in castris ordinem

promovet, census in foro iudices
legit (A,D, 31),

Seneca, d. gramm,, 24, M, Valerius Probus, Berytius,
diu centurionatum netiit, donec
taedio ad studia se contulit.

Hieronymus ad g Abr 2072 Probus Berytlius ...Romae
agnoscitur (A.D, 56)

Frontin,, Strat,, IV 6,4 Divus Augustus Vespasianus cum

quendam adolescentem honeste
notum militiae inhabilem angustiarum rei familiaris causa
eductumn ad longiorem ordinem rescisset, constituto censu
honesta missione exauctoravit,

Juvenal, XIV 19 Dirue Maurorum attegias, castella
Brigantum, Ut locupletem squilam
tibi sexagensimus annus Adferat.

Pliny, epist., VI 25, Metilius Crispus municgas nmeus:

huic ego ordinem impetraveram
atgue etiam proficiscenti quadraginta milia nuwmum ad
instruendum ornandumque donaveram (97-108)

Florus, fragm, Halm,, p. 108 Nempe si mihi maximus imperator

vitem, id est centun homines
regendos tradidisset, non mediocris honos habitus mihi
videretur; cedo si praefecturam, tribunatum: nempe idem
honos, nisi quod merces amplior,

SHA Pertinax 1,5,6. P, Helvius Pertinax grammaticen

i professus est; _sed cum in ea
minus guaestus proficeret, per Lollianum Avitum, consularem
virum, patris patronum, ducendi ordinis dignitatem petiit,..
dein praefectus cohortis in Syriam profectus est,

Dio 52, 25 If any of the knights, after
(Loeb trans.) passing through many branches of
the service, distinguishes
himself enough to become a senator, his age ought not to
hinder him at all from being enrolled in the senate, Indéed,
some knights should be received into the senate, even if they
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have seen service only as company commanders in the citizen
legions, except such as have served in the rank and file,
For it 1s both a shame and a renroach that men of this sort
who have carried faggots and charcoal, should be found on
the roll of the senate; Dut in the case of knights who
began their service with the rank of centurion, there is
nothing to prevent the most notabbe of them from belonging
to the senate,

Only some of these cases of course relate to eouestrians,
A man who had reached a municipal magistracy might have
hones of obtaining a direct commission as centurion, and in
the tables that follow I will atempt to distinguish such
men from equestrians, though this cannot be done for every
case, It will Dbe noted that the literary references cover
most of the first two centuries, and if we take Dio to have
been thinking in terms of his own time in the speech he put
in the mouth of kaecenas, we have it attested for the first
half of the third century as well, Let us now examine the
epigravhic evidence, Here I have made a strict division
between those where the direct commission is stated or

directly implied, and those where I have deduced it, even

on strong grounds, I give first a list of cases where

equestrians held posts normally associated with primipilares,

Arrius Salanus traefectus castrorun,
Cn, Manlius rib, cohortis praet,.
Pompeius Longinus Pmaetorian tribune,
Nymohidius Sabinus praetorian tribune,
Vespsius Pollio praefectus castrorum,
C, Tulius Pacatianus prefect of a Parthian
legion,

A1l but Pacetianus belong to the vneriod before 69, and

in each case, including Pacatianus, there is a cléar reason,
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either the post being in an embryonic state, or
extraordinary circunstances being at work,

Primipilares who obtained their centurionate by direect

Commission
AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA
F3
P, Anicius baximus 2 Pisidian Antioch f&%fect of camn
in Egypt.
VESPASTIAN TO NERVA
Cn, Pompeius Homullus ? Spain ? 2 rationibus
TRAJAN TO HADRIAN
L, Aemilius Paternius Spain rimuspilus
T, Pontius Sabinus Ttaly ocuratorship,
18t echelon.
L, Terentius Rufus Spain fribune of vigiles
L, Decrius Longinus Italy prefect of camp,
ki, Calpurnius Seneca? Spain ~-Procuratorship,
Tourth echelon,
Ti Claudius Secundinus? Italy FMaefectus annonae,
L., Gavius I'ronto? Attaleis .
- Pamphylia, prefect of camp,
N, Marcius Plaetorius? Spain trib. vig..
Celer
Marcius Titianus Balbura, Lycia pp., II
Sex, Vibius Gallus Amastris,
Paphlagonia. prefect of camp.
L, Cammius Secundinus? Italy? centenarian proc,,
PIUS TO COMMODUS
" Cn, Marcius Rustius - = - -
Rufinus Italy praetorian pref,
G, Sulpicius Ursulus Spain prefect of camp.
C., Satrius Crescens? Rome primuspilus
C. Valerius Pansa ? Italy Procurator, 1st
echelon,
T. Statilius Solon Heraclea,

Asia prefect of camp,



THE THIRD CFNTURY

L, Petronius Taurus
Volusianus

M, Aelius Caesoniaius
C, Iubius Carianus

P, Aelius Apollonianus

P, Aelius Primianus ?

Y, Aelius karcellus?
L., Aemilius karcellinus

APPROXILATHLY DATED
@, Precius Proculus®?
L, Betutius Furianus *

M, Cocceius Romanus ?

Sex, Iulius Severus

143

Italy Practorian prefect
Amastris primuspilus

- . primuspilus
Aphrodisias,
Caria, primuspilus
Auzia, naur,
Jaes, . trib, vig..
Apulwn, Dacia praef, leg,

- primuspilus
ITtaly pp. II
Italy (Second century) pp..
Tipasa, wmaur,
Caes, (150+) pp..
Caesarea, lLiaur
Caes. (Before 200, ) pp.

The paucity ol evidence for the early period is

probably partly due to the general lack of information

concerning the antecedents of the primipilares before &9,

Those asterisked are ceses where those concerned were not

necessarily equestrians,

It should be noted when

considering the distvrivbution in time that L, Decrius

Longinus, karcius Titianus, and Sex, Vibius Gallus could

belong to the period of the Flavians, G, Sulpicius Ursulus

is not certainly dated to the Dacian war of Comnmodus, and

i

certainly third century,

. Aelius Caesonianus and €, Iulius Carisnus are not

The first question with which we must deal is the
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genersl one of the motive that led the eguestrian to

choose the centurionate in preference to the normal
equestrian career? i, Durry (1) and H, Zwicky (2) have
suggested that it was the advantages of the “"praetorian
career, i,e, the passafe through the Rome tribunates, as an
anproach to the procuratorships, But I have demonstrated
in the chapter on the procuratorships that only a very

small proportion of all primipilesres obtained procurator-

ships, The possibility of a young man entering the
centurionate rcaching the primivilate, the Rome tribunates,
and beyond thein the ducensrian nrocuratorships was quite
rcmote, On the other hand, the eguestrian officer was
eligible for the sexagenarisn and centenarian proeurator-
shins, and therefore had more hone of obtaining some sort
of procuratorshin. The number ol possible procuratorsnins

for priminilarcs was slightly increased by the wmossibility

from Hadrian's time of the primipilaris who had failed to
gain selection for the Rome tribunates receiving a
centenarian procuratorshin, but at all times there was a
greéfer nﬁmber and variéty of procuratofships avéilable
for the man who had had the norinal equestrian career,

The possibility. of eventually obtaining a procurator-
ship can hardly have appeared cogent Lo the young ecuestrian,

Niuch mow® relevant to him was the fact that service as a

centurion meant a life-time career, with retirement at a
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ripe age with wealth and prestige. On this reasoning the
primipilate was the goal, though even if it were not

reached the career would have been financially worthwhile.
The centurion had security, whereas theeyuestrian officer was
only in the Imperial service when actually holding a post(§)
s0 his career could end at any time. The centurion only
loast his post through old age, incapacity due to wounds or
ill-health, or dishonourable conducte. This explains why

in fact the equestrian regarded the commission as centurion
as the better career, and not merely as an alternative or

a career "faute de mieux". This is clear from the case

of Pertinax, who tried for a direct comission as centurion,
but had to be content with the prefecture of a cohort. A
further indication of this is that T. Pontius Sgbinus, after
having held two equestrian militiase,was prepared to transfer
to the centurionate. He spent some years in that post,

and though he eventually reached the first ducenarian
echelon of the procuratorial career, I do not think that

his transfer was actuated by any expectation of the
procuratorship, for reasons that I have explained in the
Prosopographye. The same reasoning will apply to L. Asmilius
Paternfus, L. Terentius Rufus, and L. Decrius Longinus, and
probably P. Aelius Primianus, who transferred to the

centurionate after the primipillate. The goal of men such
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as these was in fact the primipilate, though some of them
never reached it. (1) This transfer to the centurionate
after the commencement of an equestrian career shows that
Karbe was mistaken in thinking poverty, and thus inability

to afford to become an equestrian officer, was the motive

(5)

is interesting to see how much money Pliny thought necessary

for seeking a direct commisgsion. In this respect it

to £it out young Metilius Crispus as a2 centurion.

The age at which these men received their direct
commissions cannot be directly demonstrated, but 1t seems
most probablg that that it was about the age of thirty, as
for the majority of equestrian officers (6). L. Petronius
Taurus Volusianus had been a iudex selectus at Rome, for
which the minimum age was twenty-five, before commencing
his military service, and if the identification given in
the Prosopography is correct, so had Q. Precius Proculus.

We have the case of Me Petronius Fortunatus, VIII 217, who

apparently received a direct commission at the age of twenty-

nine, though against this is the case of Pilonius Modestus,
ILS 2654, who received his commission at the age of eighteen.

_ The explanation of this 1aﬁter case mé& lie in extremeiy

strong backing, cfe. C. Saturius Secundus, son of the
primipilaris Saturius Picens, who was prefect of a cohort at
the age of nineteen - see Prosopography. A second reason

for taking thirty to be the age of commission would be the
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correspondence to the age at which men from the other two
sources of centurions, the ranks of the legions and of the
guard, received the centurion's vitis. The legionary,
according to Baehr (7), did so after ten to fifteen years,
and the praetorian did so after a minimum of sixteen years,
or rather less if he was promoted to the centurionaste from
the praetorian prefect's staffe Again, it seems more
probable that the equestrians recruilted to the centurionate
were for the most part men of comparable years to their
fellowse

Finally, in considering the approach of these equestrians
to the centurionate, we may note the problem of sociasl status.
The question whether these men lost their social status on
entering the centurionate has been much debated. Some
great authorities have asserted that they did lose ite.
When one comes to examine the evidence, it is clear that
there is very little to point either way. In particular,
the expression ex equite Romano, on which so much weight
has been placed, is paralleled by so many similar expressions
beginning with ex, all having the significance of “formerly",
referring to the corps of origin or some previous post worthy
of mention, that any attempt to make the expression in the
case of the equestrians mean a loss of status is unjustified.

H. Zwicky has made this point very clearly (8).
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The equestrian who received a direct commission then
probably did so about thirty. He may well have held munici-
pal posts previously. This 1s of course true of the
municipal worthy, such as P. Anicius Maximus, N. Marcius
Plaetorius Celer, C. Valerius Pansa, or L. Betutius Furianus.
Thege after a successful municipal career, terminating gener-
ally in the duumvirate or its equivalent, applied for and
obtained a centurionate. The duumvirate was generally
held at a minimum age of thirty, so these would be about
the same age as the equestrians who obtained direct commissions
Quite possibly the men from these two groups would have the
backing of influential friends, as Metilius Crispus and
P. Helvius Pertinax. The question that next concerns us
is whether they had preferential treatment in the race for
the primipilate. Karbe, taking as evidence the quota%ion
from Ffontinus, given aebove, concerning the equestian who
had bheen forced into military service by poverty and had
served long years in the centurionate, and that of Pilonius
Modestus, who despite, or perhaps because of, his coné;sion
at the age of ei%hteen. served eighteen years as centurion
without reaching the primipilate, tbok-it thét fhéy dia
not(‘q). He attached undue importance to the century
comnanded by Modestus, however, thinking in terms of the

sixty centurions as all of different rank. He further

took into account the words of Juvenal, also quoted abowe,
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which as he says, though not to be taken literally,

indicate a considerable length of service as centurion to

be not abnormal. Further evidence on the length of service
in the centurionate of the men ex equite Romano is not
readily available, though 1t does seem that T. Pontius Sabinus
spent gbout fifteen years there ~ see Prosopography. Also
into consideration comes the quesﬁion of how many of those
who reached the primipilate went highér, for as I have
indicated elsewhere such advancement generally suggests

that the primipilate was reached early. The results are
rather surprising, as a study of the table given above

will show. Even in the balmiest days of the primipilaris
procurators the majority of the men ex equite Romano

never got further than the primipilate or the prefecture of
the camp. This table for the primipilares best qualified
to advance further perhaps shows more clearly than any other
that the majority of all primipllares, whatever their corps
of origin, found in the primipilate at once the summit of
their ambltion and of their attainment. The answer to the
- question about preferential trestment- would _seem_to be_that
while undoubtedly certain of them were sble to benefit by
the apparent preference of Trajan'and Hadrian for men ex

equite Romano and presumably they tmnefited by the preference

of the last three Antoilnes for Italians, and in the compe-

tition for the primipilate their education and upbringing
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would stand them in good stead, they in the majority, like
the rest of the primipilares had 1little hope of proceeding
beyond the primipilate.

The approach of the man ex equite Romano to the
primipilate had this pecularity, that like the man from
the ranks of the praeforian guard he enjoyed the privilqﬁ%e
of holding the Rome centurionates. This was clearly a
privilqé%e. as apart from the comfort of 1liRe in Rome
compared with the prévinces there was the chance of catching
the eye of the emperor or the praetorian prefect or some
other influential person. I am not sure that it was so
significant with regard to the training of the future
primuspilus, as a sojourn in the Rome centurionates was
never a compulsory part of that training.

The equestrian would come to the primipilate after a
period in the centurionate determined by the opinion formed
of his capabilities by his various commanders and by the
bureau ab epistulis at Roine("o). Those same reports would
determine whether he was allowed to retire, perhaps after

having been prefect of the camp, or whether he was summoned

to Rome, to awalt a commission as tribune. There we must
leave him, for from now on it is his own abilities, more
end more, that will decide his destiny. In that future his

early training, and probably superior education, may still

play their part, and I have suggested that the financial
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talent displayed by Pompeius Homullus and Ti. Claudius
Secundinus may be due to the fact that thepy were ex eguite
Romano. But on the whole the career after the primipilate
is characteristkt of the individual rather than of his corps
of origin.

We come now to the question of when was the period of

recruitment for men ex equite Romano, whereabouts in the

Empire d4id they come from, end how do we identify them? As
far as the dating is concerned, the evidence, literary and
epigraphic, covers the period from Tiberius to the middle
of the thrid century. Our knowledge of the primuspilus

as he was in the first two and a half centuries also ends
at that point. The evidence in general is not abundant,
or, for the epigraphic side, always definite, but as Karbe
observed(1‘), the literary evidence alone would indicate
that the practice was not unusuale. The first epigraphic
evidence is the not completely certain case of P. Anicius
Maximis, the first certain case coming from the period
Trajan-Hadrian. The literary evidence indicates that the
practice had begun-in-the-early years of the principate.

An interesting group is that of the Spaniards who benefited
by their common nationality with Trajan and Hadrian, On
the whole, the evidence suggests that direct commissions
were granted to equestirians and to municipal worthies

throughout the period with which we are mainly concerned,
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i.e., from Augustus to Gallienus.
The geogrephical origins are what we would expect.
Only provinces sufficiently civilised to have equestrian fam-
ilies in the first place come into question. Some origins
are common to praetorians and equestrians alike, but
relatively few to equestrians and legionaries, particularly
with the growth of recruitment of the latter from the
frontier districts. The men who gained direct commissions
came from Rome, Italy, Spain and the cities of the East, of
which two, Antioch and Attaleia were colonies. They also
come from Apulum in Dacla, (third century), and from the
colonies of lMauretania Caesariensis.
The identification of men who are ex _equite Romano

is simple when they held first an equestrian post, and mention
it. In obher cases only a reasonable probability can be
established, on various bases. If a man calls himself
eques Romanus, we are justified in asking why, for I Have
put forward in the chapter on the social standing of the
primipilaris a case for considering him to be ipso facto a
member of the equestrian order.. One of the points made tpgre
is that the primipilarig rarely calls himself eques Romanus,

any more than an equestrian officer normally did if he gave
his postse. In fact there are only two cases, those of
M. Cocceius Romanus and Sexe. Iullius Severus, where a

primipilaris does so, and I have reckoned these to be
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primipilares ex equite Romsno. Vir egregius is a 4different

matter, as this means more than that the man is an

egquestrian. It may mean that a procuratorship has been

held, cf. the case of P. Mohius Felix, a primipilaris, who
calls himself e.v., and commemorates Sex. Atilius Rogatianus,
also a primipilarig, but does not call him e.v.. If a man
originated in a part of the empire from which neither legion-
aries nor praetorians were drawn in large numbers suspicion
might be aroused-('z)This is the case with M. €alpurnius
Seneca, who came from Baetlca, and can also be connected

with the group of Spanish men ex equite Romano under Trajan

end Hadrian. The same applies to Sex. Vibius Gallus, who
came from Amastris, and was thus hardly likely to be a
praetorien, yet was a trecenarius. We have mentioned the
significance of the Rome centurionates. Thirdly,
distinguished relations might suggest a direct commission as
most likely, e.ge Ti. Claudius Secundinus. This 1s
particularly true for P. Aelius Apollonianus, son of a con-

sular, or for P. Aelius Marcelllinus, brother of an

-equestrian officer. _If_munig;pal_postgnugdq?_the_rank of

duumvir were held they were generally held before the mili-

tary career, i.e., a direct commission, as municipal
magistrates do not normally start in the ranks. These

various ways of identifying the man ex equite Romano are

represented in the cases marked with a query in the table,



159.

and may be followed up in the Prosopography.
The full importance of this group of centurions and

primipilares is dlfficult to assess. We have seen that

direct commissions as centurions were avallable for as long
as our evidence éan guide us. The main motive for seeking
such a commission would seem to have been the security it
gave, the possibility of promotion to primuspilus playing its
part, though that promotion could not be presumned one

The talented among them might go far, but the evidence
suggests that these were always a smlall minority. The
financial gain of course was considerable, the wealth of

the primipilaris in particular being proverdbial. We have
seen, however, that poverty was not the compelling force,
for it would not explain the transfer of men from the normal
equestrian careere. As has:been shown above, there seems to
be a distinct preference for the direct commissién, as
evidenced in the case of Pertinax. The proportion of such
centurions in the army cannot be directly assessed, but on
balance it seems unlikely that it was considerable. The

researches of W. Baehr and E. Birley ( 13) have shown that

the majority of legionary centurions were recruited from the
legions themselves. Nevertheless the preqé%nce in the
army of these men of some social standing and municipal ex-

perience must have helped to keep the standards of the corps

of centurions high. In this respect, and in their con-




tribution of talented men, the services of the centurions
ex equite Romano may well have been of considerable

importance to the Romen army and state.
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THR PRIMUSPILUS AND THE PRIMIPILARIS.

It 1s difficult in a work of this nature to avoid
repetition. Clearly we cannot divorce the discussion of the
actual post of primugpilus from what has gone before, or
what will come after. Let us then remind ourselves of some
of the conclusions reached elsewhere- In Republican days
the prims pilus was the chief centurion of the legion. He
must have had the chief voice when the centuﬂéns of the first
cohort were called to the legate's council. In battle he
occuplied the place of honour in the vital last line. His
age could be under fifty, and his tenure of the primipilate
seems to have been for one campaign, generally lasting one
year, and to have been renewablee. To the best of our
knowledge there was no question of a future career for him
as a primipilaris. Bven the prefect of the camp seems
to have been an Augustan creation.

As far as we can see 1t was the work of Augustus to
add, not to subtract. The evidence for the primipilate
remaining an appointment of one year's duration is of a dual
character, the necessity for it in the more- notable careers, -
and the evidence of the dedications set up at regular inter-
vals by the primuspilus of the legion. I have examined the
latter in an appendix. These inscriptions seem to be set
up at the end of the term of office of the primuspilus,

and everything suggests that this term lasted one year,



162

though it cannot be demonstrated.

The tenure of the primipilate for one year only is
then suggested by the Republican evidence, the official
inscriptions of the primipili, and the speed of certain
primipilaris careers. It does not conflict with existing

evidence, and the acceptance of it assists our comprehension

of thelprimigilaris career. When we come to the question

at what age the primipilate was actually held we are on firmer
ground. As far as the minimum age is concerned I am
inclined to set it at forty. There is only one spparent
exception,Nymphidius Sabinus, who cannot have been forty

at the time he reached his praetorian tribunate (1), but

I doubt if he was ever a primipilaris. There might be a
case in some of the careers, where a primipilate at forty
makes the resulting speed through appointments scarcely
credible, for allowing a man to have become primuspilus
before fortye. It is an arbitrary figure, but it has been
suggested for the following reasons. Bashr (2) gives the
age for reaching the centurionate as thirty to forty. This
applies to the ex~legionary. The man from the guard would

have to walt for his gvocatio, about the age of thirty-six,

before his centurionate. The man ex equite Romano entered
the centurionate sbout the age of thirty, but he could not
expect to reach the primipilate without first serving as

centurion for several years, cf. Satrius Crescens. On the
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other hand, to make the minimum age above forty would

make the careers of Marcius Turbo and Bassaeus Rufus, for
example, well nigh incredible. If we allow a man to be
"operational" to the age of sixty-five, under the most fav-
ourable circumstances a man would have twenty-five years
useful service aThead of him after his primipilate. In
actual fact few of the men who went beyond the primipilate
to procuratorships seem to have served so long, Let

us examine the evidence for length of service.

(a) The time-interval between the centurionate, the primipilate
or the Rome tribunates, and the procuratorships.

To 69

Me Vettius Valens - reached first ducenarian echelon after
about thirty years' service.

Catonius Iustus - reached praetoriasn prefecture from
centurio primi ordinis in 29 years.

&% VESPASIAN TO NERVA

Subrius Dexter - 5 years - praetorian tribune to first
echelon.

L. Antoniusg Naso - O years - praetorian tribune to first
echelon.

T. Suedius Clemens - 10 years - primipilaris to ducenarian
legionary prefect.

"'c.” Velius Rufus =~ 7+ years - primugpilu to first ducenaria
echelone.

TRAJAN TO HADRIAN

Numerius Albanus - 14 years - tribune of viglles to 3rd
echelon.

Ti. Claudis Secundinus - 14-48 years - trib. praet. -
- secretariat (Lth post)
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Qe Marcius Turbo - 8 years - centurion to 4th.echelon.
(his total service from
centurion to retirement,
ce 30 years)

Sulpicius Similis - 9 years - "centurion" - prefect of
Egypt.

PIUS TO COMMODUS

L. Cominius Maximus - 17 years at most - evog. to 2nd.

echelon.
Sempronius Ingenuus - 12 years - primipilaris to 3rd.
echelon.
Sex. Baius Pudens - 14~5 years - trib. eq. sing. to

3rd. echelon (his third post in
that echelon).

Tattius Maxims - 14 years - trib.ég.sing. to
prefect of vigiles.
Te Flavius Genialils - 8 years - praetorian tribune to

praet. prefect.

THIRD CENTURY

Cl. Aurelius Tiberius - 6-8 years - tribunus vigilum to 1st7
echelon. ~

M. Aelius Valens - 411 years - trib. egq. sing. to 2nd.
echelon. :
M. Aguilius Felix = under 1 yr. - cent. frum. to 2nd)

echelon (3rd.post)

VI 1645 - 6 years - tib. praet. to 2nd.echelon
i 3“11' posf i
Cn. Marcius Rustius 15 years - trib. vig. to pragef. vig.
5th posti :

L. Petronius Teurus - 8? years - trib. praet. to praef.
praete..

In addition it should be pointed out that M. Bassaeus

Rufus, of the Plus-Commodus period, probably- took ﬁﬁenty— - -
years from his primipilate to his'praetorian prefecture, and
his total service from his primipilate must have been about
thirty yearse. P. Valerius Comazon reached the ducenarian

legionary prefecture after a minimum of about thirty years'

gservicee.
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(b) The length of service before the primipilate.
AS CENTURION.

27 years at least Cassius Chaerea (to praetorian tribunate

Ce 13 years T. Pontius Sabinus (after two equestrian
re militise)

12 + years Ce Satrius Crescens

13 + years Ce Velius Rufus

33~7 years Me Tillius Rufus

15 years at least C. Arrius Clemens

29 Sextilius Marcianus

AS CENTURION AND SOLDIER

29 years at least Sex. Cetrius Severus (to praetorian

tribune)

38-42 years Cs Didius Saturninus
22+ years Ce Gavius Silvanus (to praetorian
tribune)

The detailed consideration of these results belongs to
the procuratorial chepter. Fgﬁ} our present purposes it 1s
sufficient to note that the age for the primipilate had to
be such as would allow a man to reach the procuratorship or
prefecture for which he had been selected in fifteen to twenty
years, wlth a possible maximum of thirty years' service
after the primipilate. Section (p) suggests that a mimimum
of ten years might be spent in the centurionate, end 1t is

clear, as will appear later, that this stay in the centur{pna@q

was of much 1ongéf ﬁn}afion for fhose whose careers were
destined to end at the primipilate. This again fits in with
forty being the gbsolute minimume. I should emphasise that

I am not thinking in terms of en official edict that a man

could not be primuspilus before forty, but of what happened
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in actual practice I suggest that the considerations I
have referred to would lead an administration inevitably to
taking an age of about forty as the absolute minimume.

The evidence in fact suggests that even the man who
had been selected as promising would be fortunate to receive
a primipilate at forty, and even for future procurators the
age of entering'on the primipilate may have been nearer
fifty than fortye. Of course for the men who were not
specially singled out as possible procurators or prefects,
that 1s to say on the evidence the vast majority of primi-
pilares, the primipilate was the reward of a life-time of
service. Hence we have the references of Juvenal, XIV 197,

Ut locupletam aguilam tibi sexagesimus snnus adferat, and

Pliny, higt. nat., 14, 19, guid guod inserta castris summa
rerum imperiumgue continet centurionum in menu vitis et opimo

praemio tardos ordines ad lentas perduciteaguilas. The
former is all the more effective because it refers to the

probable lot of a man ex equlite Romano, perhaps the most
advantageous route to the primipilate. The youngest

- primugpilus we know of is M. Blossius Pudens, who died at

the- age of-forty-nine  when-on the-point of receiving the-
eagle. The next youngest is M. Aelius Caesonianus, who

died at the age of sixty-nine, probably in retirement. or
course it can be demonstrated that men like Marcius Turbo

and M. Bassaeus Rufus must have been primuspilus at an earlier

agey but they are not the norm. Unfortunately we have “few
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cases where the age at which the primipilate was
received is known, but the ages at death of primipilares,
even though they had no doubt been living in retirement
for a number of years, points to them as having become
primuspilus at an advanced age.

65 M. Aelius Caesonianus

70 VI 32887

70 Aurelius Marcianus
74 Philokalos
72 M. Aurelius Alexander
75 Aelius Claudianus
75 Aufidius Felix

76 Cl. Maximhs Sabinus
78 L. Retonius Lucius

We know in fact that Sextillius Marcianus became

primuspilus at the age of seventy-two, M. Tillius Rufus

at sixty-nine or more, and that Flavius - served forty-five

years, and L. Retonius Lucius fifty-eight. This is not
just a late phenomenon. Sextilius Marcianus belonged
to the hey-day of the primipilares. Caligula deprived
certain primipili of their posts on the grounds of their
age and bodily weaknesse On the whole it seems most
probeble that throughout the period with which we are
dealing the mgjority of primipili were well advanced in
age when they received their posts- A further con-
sideration however, that would play its part in the later
years of the second and third centuries is that probably
the primipili tended more and more to remain at the base

while vexillations did most of the fighting. The paper




with

/68,

work of the Roman army was considerable and the sedentary
official requires to deal with it need not be below sixty
or even seventye. On the other hand, a man of such an
age could hardly lead in the field. The important point
that arises from all this is that the importance of the
primipilaris in government and soclety is not primarily
based on the fact that a few fortunate men reached the

great posts of the Empire. The primuspilus and the

prefect of the cemp are important in their own right.
We now come to the most difficult matter in a
difficult chapter. What were the duties of the primus-

pilus? He commanded the first century of the first

cohorte There are sufficient references to the century
of the primus pilus for us to be sure of that. (3) This
also appears from the famous inscription of A.D. 162

(VIII 18065). A problem that arises there can best be
dealt with now. Are there two primipili in a legion at
any time, apart from the primusgpilus II? The evidence-
suggesting this is the aforesaid inscription which has two
centurions in the first cohort marked P. p., and a letter
mentioning certain veterans of X Fretensis, (XVI app. 13)
their centuries, including two centuries commanded by
different men, both described as primuspilus. This is
dated AeDe 150. It would be very tempting to believe

that Hadrian, say, had altered the composition of the first
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cohort to allow of two primipili, to increase the yearly

flow of primipilares. It is necessary to say, however,
that there is no other hint of this change. The inscrip-
tions to the eagle continue to be set up by one primuspilus,
though this of course proves nothing either way. One
might expect that the hqblt of naming the primuspilus

in whose century one served, instead of simply calling

that century centuria primipili, might be due to the ex-

ist@gnce of two centuries commanded by primipili, but the
two forms cannot be separated in date. Therefore while
one agrees that there is evidence for which the simplest
explanation is that from A.De 150 at least there wgre two
ordinary primipili in each legionk till further evidence
appears it is useless to speculate on the changes in the
structure of the legion such a move would bring aboute.

I shall conduct my discussion therefore here and elsewhere
on the assumption there is only one primuspilus in the
legionary structure we are studying. In the long
discussion on the centurions and size of centuries of the
-first cohort-I do-not propose to enter.

I assume that the primuspilus continued to be one of

the legionary legate's chief councillorse robah! the

primi ordines continued to be called to the councils of

war (u). I suspect that he tended to withdraw more and

more from the actual battlefield, amd become an officer on
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headquearters staff, who only w@ﬁt to war with the whole
legion, when his advice would be most valuable to the
legate. Senior to him would be the praefectus castrorum,
who might be a primipilaris or a primugpilus iterum. The
primuspilus also had a special association with the eaglee.

I have already mentioned the dedications set up by the
primuspilus which were often made to the eagle. In the
literary references the eagle is ofien the symbol of the
primipilate. Atilius Verus died defending it, as did

the man referred tc in Val. MaxXey 1,65, Do 11 This associ-
ation has made me think that Gal;ihs also was a primusgpilus.
Both by his rank and his position in the battle-line the
primuspilus was the natural defender of the eagle.

All this maey not seem to account sufficiently for the
importance of the primuspilus. But the following consid-
erations are also to be taken into accounte The only
qualifications for the post of primuspllus are far as we
know were the same as those for the centurionate. In
other words, the primuspilus was the senlor centurion of
the legion, representing the best of the centurionate.

He had_épebial'dﬁties-cannected wifh his position; b;t
nothing that needed special tralning. The post then

was primarily a honour, which could be held by any cen-
turion whose ability had brought him into the ranks of the

primi ordines. Among the latter he was primus inter pares,
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distingui%?d by the special privileges that pertained to
his post. As already remarked in a previous shapter, the
one-year tenure of the primipilate meant that a man who
had entered the primi ordines could be confident of the
primipilate in about five years. The value of the
primipilate then for the majority, who had no expectation
of further promotion, was that it represented ﬁot a
different type of post, but a very senior and specially
privileged centurionate, the tenure of which assured him
of wealth and prestige in retirement.

So much may be said on the primuspilus. YThat of the

primipilaris? In the first place, it is a title, a ranke.
Thus Alledius Severus is referred to by one author as an
eques Romanus, by another as a primipilaris. The social
aspects of this distinction afe dealt with in the chapter
on the social status of the primipilaris. Here we are
concerned mainly with the military aspects. The title

primipilaris is bomne by men who have been prefects of

the camp, e«f+. L. Caecdlicius, Nymphidius Lupus, but not by

tribunes or primipili lterum,- as far as we-can Jjudges

There is an alternative term, used in literature and
attested in one case on an inscription (see Prosopography

of Doubtful and Rejected Primipilares, VIII vir militaris
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The men in question are P. Aemilius, Aemilius Pacensis,
Casperius Niger; Cornelius llarialis, Didius Scaeva. They

all seem to be primipilares. Leaving aside for the

moment the grimipilaris who retired immediately after his
primipilate, it seemes clear that the primipilaris who

was retained in the Imperial service proceeded 10 Rome.
There he might receive a tribunate immediately, but more
Probably took his place for a time in the Dumeris primipil-
ariume Here the excellent summary of the evidence given
by Domaszewski (5) should be consulteds Examples of men
from the mumerus at Rome are Aemilius Pagensis, Amullius
Serenus, Antonius Novellus, Aurelius Catullinus, Casperius
Niger, Cormelius Martialis, Didlus Scaeva, Domitius Sabinus,
L. Petronius Sgbinus, T. Suedius Clemens, and possibly

S. Sulpicius Similis. Men from the smaller bodies of
primipilares attached to commanders in the field were
Paullus Aemilius, Aquilius, Arrius Varus, L. Caedicius,
Olennius, Paccius Orfitus, and Quintilius Capito. They
were used for  temporary or emergency tasks. I have
already pointed out that in a sense the Augustan usge of thé

primipilares might be regarded as the useﬂ of these men

where and when desired rather than as a career composed of
establishment posts. A literary example of the appointment
of a primipilaris to the type of post they held in the

early principate is P. Aemilius. For appointment to the
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prefecture of a civitas we have Olennius. At Rome they
were aveilable for a variety of tasks. In the civil wars
they might command expeditions, e.g. Antonius Novellus,
Arrius Varus, T. Suedius Clemens, Turullius Cerialis.

More normally they might be asked to take charge of a unit
in the absence of the commander, cf. Aurelius Catullinus,

curator cohortis vigilum, and L. Petronius Sabinus,

gurator statorum. On occasions they might have an

extraordinary task, such as surveying for a canal, Suet.,
Caligula 21. Assassination was also numbered among their
accomplishments, cf. SHA, Pesc. Niger, 2,L.

In the field there were more varied tasks. Very
frequently they took charge of vexillations, probably in
the first two centuiios of thelr assembly and transit,
not leading them in battle, cf. Domaszewski (6). Examples
are C. Velius Rufus, N. Marcius Plaetorius Celer, (praep.
jumeror.), T. Pontius Sabinus, M. Aquilius Felix, and
Ce Titius Similis. It 1s to be noted that the first
mentioned had left for Carthage long before the vexillations
fhat he had led to the Chattan war had finished their
task and returned to their parent leglons. A primipilaris
might well be the man to take charge in an emergency, as
for example Aquilius did in the Civilis rebellion. He

had under him the remnants of some cohorts, and presumably

thelr commanders also. This 1s certainly tue of Paccius
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Orfitus, who was in supreme command of a number of small
forts; garriscnsd by auxiliary cohortse. He seems to have §
remained attached to the army of Corbulo for a number of
years. Cases of extraordinary commands of other troops
are that of L. Artorius Castus, who was put in command of
a section of the Misenum fleet, and that of L. Petronius
Taurus Volusianus, who was praepositus of the eguites
singulares ,there being no evidence to determine whether
he ﬁas commander in the field or temporarily replaced the
tribune in Rome.

There remain a number of quasi-civil posts. Cne.

Marcius Rustius Rufinus abPpears to have been dilectator

in the Transpadane region. T. Aurelius Flavianus and

M. Septimius - 1lis were concerned with the suppression of
banditry in a region of Italy. L. Gavius Fronto was
given the task of conducting three thousand veterans to
the colony of Cyrene. Quintilius Captio had the task of
bringing back a general's body for burial. Septimius
Saturninus was given the common task of laying down
boundaries. -In addition the primipilsres formed a link
between the emperor and the minicipalities. The municipal
prefecture held on behalf of the emperor is dealt with

in the chapter on the primipilaris in the municipalitiese.

Here we need only note the post of curator viarum et

pontium Umbr. et Piceni, held by C. Caesius Silvester.
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Here apparently a municipal responsibility of Taficum was
taken over by the emperor, and conferred by him on a dist-
inguished primipilarig of the town.

All these cases are of course to be regarded as
extraordinary use of the primipllares, additions to the wide
use already made of them as prefects of the camp and
tribunes at Rome. One need scarcely emphasise further the
usefulness to the emperor of having an assured supply of
men of ripe experience in military affalrs, and the
soundness of the policy of having a group of them at
Rome and with the armies commanding in the field is
apparente.

In summary 1t may be said that the primusgpilus of a

legion was a centurio primi ordinis, who had been picked
out for his qualities as deserving of the highest honour
that a centurion could receive. The post was received

in turn by most men who had reached the primi ordines

’
including men from the praetorian cohorts and ex equite

Romano, some of whom had passed through the Rome centurion-
atese For a year the primipilus stood close to the legate
end was probably responsible for the discipline and training
of the legion. After this post his record would be
reviewed, and on its basis he would be allowed to retire,
wealthy and honoured, to his home, or be summoned to join
the numerus at Rome. He might be asked to become prefect

of the camp, from which post he would retire. From the
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point of view of the men who retired from the primipilate
or the prefecture of the camp, the primipilate was the
reward of a more than usually distinguished career in the
centurionate. To the men who went to Rome, perhaps 25%

of the whole, was open the possibility of a comfortable

few years in Rome before retirement, and for a very
favoured few a procuratorship, a procuratorial governorship,
and for one in three hundred perhaps (ten years' output of
primipilares - a generous estimate) the chance of a
prefecture. It 1is in terms such as these that we must
estimate the value of the primuspilus and the primipilaris,
remembering that probably for three out of four tﬁe primi-
prilate was the climax to the career. Augustus did two
things, he made the primipilatq'and therefore the centurion-
ate, an attractive prize in terms of wealth, social, and
municipal prestige, and he took a proportion of those
primipili and demonstrated the possibility of their
utilisation in & variety of ways. His successors saw
further uses, and in the hey-day of the primipilares, the
second century, they often held the most important posts

in fﬁe embire- But they remained essentially a small body
both in relation to the administration and to their own
cOorps. We must therefore always distinguish clearly
between the value of all primipilares, which is often to

be found in their service before the primipilate, and the
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value of the small proportion which went further, and not

let the latter blind our eyes to the former. I have

tried to keep these two sides before the reader through-

out this worke




178

THE PREFECTS OF THE CAMP AND OF THE LEGIONS

The post of praefectus castrorum seems to have been a

creation of amugustus, probably as a natural development from
the creation of a standing army., Our earliest dated case is
that of Hostilius Rufus in 11 B.C., though conceivably the
grandfather of Vespasian, Vespasius Pollio, might have become
prefect before that date. I propose to discuss the post us
follows. First, I will trace its development between its
cinception and its probabie end, in the reign of Gallienus or
soon after, paying particular attention to its rank in the
legion. Then, after noting what evidence there is for the
dutles and asctivities of the prefect of the camp, I will turn
to the question of the ducenarian legionary prefectures.

The careers including the prefecture of the camp which
belong to the perlod before the reign of Claudius are given
in the chapter on the Augustan primipilate, From the chapter
it should be clear that the prefecture was not the summit of
the equestrian career of that time, though 1t was generally
a senior post. It is truer to say that no rigid hlerarchy
of posts had at that time been éweclved, which 1s not surprising
as- the auxiliary communds had previously to a ia}ge'extént
been held by native princes, the military tribunate had not _
hitherto been part of a hierarchy,and the prefecture of the
camp was a new creation. This 1is of fundamental importance

when we judge the change brought about by Claudius, who to a
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large extent replaced centurlons and primipilares by equestrian

offdicers in the command of auxiliary units and the tenure of
legionary tribunates. In this context we must remember that
equestrians were legionary tribunes and prefects of cavalry

before Claudius, that cases or centurions or primipilares

holding these positions still occur as late as 69, and that
the command of auxiliary troops by their own notables did not
end till Vespasian. The picture that Domaszewskl (1) gives

of the primipilares, as virtually monopolising the "equestrian®

career before the reign ot Claudius, and thereafter being
completely excluded from it, is thus a false one. Further,
the attempt to deduce from the career of Q. Paesidius Macedo
that after Claudius the prefect of the camp was inferior to
the equestrian military tribune is false (2). In actual fact,
as Macedo was flamen of Nero, his mil%@%ary career might have
come to an end before the death of Claudius. In any case we
have positive evidence for the respective ranks of the prefect

of the camp and the tribunus laticlavius, which we shall come

to in a moment.

The emergence of direct promotion to praefectus castrorum

from primuspilus is traceable to the early years of Claudius.

Eiampies aée P. Anicius Maximus, who was holding the prefecture
of the camp in 4o, L. Pruecilius Clemens, who had held the

post before 44, and L. Octavius Balbus. In the case of the
last-mentioned, the fact that the third post held is that of

praefectus fabrum suggests a date before 69 and posslbly before




180

Claudius. All these, except Balbus, huve the title praefectus

castrorum legionis, and the term praefectus castrorum without

a legion being mentioned only appears in Latin inscriptions in
Egypt after the reign of Tiberius. Alfenus Fortunatus calls

himself praef. castris but he 1s writing a poem, not a career

inscription., The question thus arises whether our predecessors
were right in connecting the disappearance of the title

praetectus castrorum with the ending by Domitian of the practice

of stationing more than cne legion in the same camp. From the
literary evidence we do get exumples of men termed simply

praefectus castrorum, in camps contalning more than one legion

€.g. Alfenus Varus, Cassius Longus, Iulius Gratus, and possibly
Tyrannius Priscus, all about the period 69. Clearly, from the
time of Claudius onwards, each legion had i&s own pr@fect of the
camp, and though there is literary evidence for single prefects
of the cump in multi-legion camps after Tibefius, there 1is no
epigraphic confirmution; this suggests that these men attested
in literature may well have been attached to a particular legion
in the first place, but that they were exercising the duties of
prefect of the camp for the whole force stationed there; as
(presumably; the senior of the prefects present. This would
make sense, for-if (as seems probable from the evidence, each
Jegion had a prefect from the time o"&ﬁifdius oq¥i;af?rthe only
sensible way of administering a camp,from the gggionary prefects
avallable. This would explaln the apparent conflict of evidence.

The title prﬁ@fectus legionis does not appear till the
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beginning of the second century: M. Cocceius Severus (Trajan-
Hadrian, 1s the first, excluding the cases of L. Cirpinius
(Egyptian legion)and Vitellius saturnius (literary source, not
contempory). It 1s clearly an abbreviation of the previous

title prasfectus castrorum legionis; 1its identity with that

title,long assumed, 1is decisively demonstrated by the two
inscriptions of M. Porcius Iustus, which call him in the one

instance praefectus castrorum legionis, in the other praefectus

legionis. The last dated example of praefectus castrorum

legionis known to us is in a.b. zul, but M. Aurelius Alexander
(1i1) is probably later. That the title was officlally

abolished by Severus in favour of praefectus legionis, as

Wilmanns suggested,(3) is completely unjustified by the
evidence as Keyes remarks (4).

We have already seen in the chapter on the Augustan
primipilate, that before as after the reign of Claudius the
prefect of the camp does not normally go to the Rome tribunates
The natural tendency has therefore been to regard the prefect-
ure of the camp as wholly inferior to the Rome tribunates,
and the man who became prefect as a failure so far as future
prqmotion was concerned. In fact we know that men who went
directly from the primipilate to the prefecture of the camp
rurely went further, though there are a few exceptions which
we will discuss later. But the evidence for the rank of the
prefecture Aoes not bear out the impression of inferiority.

The key to the rank of the prefect inside the legion 1is
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supplied by three inscriptions, The first, VIII 18078, gives a
list of tribunes dedicating to Geta, The first of these names,
Flavius Balbus, to which the lctter L is attached, is to be
identified with the tribunus laticlavius Q, Flavius Balbus of the
second inscription, AE 1898.12, The second name, Teltonius
Marcellus is to be identified with the prefect of the legion of
that name, Ti Teltonius Mercellus, of VIII 2666, our third
inscription. The conclusion is clear, the prefect of the camp
q:anks third in the hierarchy of the legion, after the legate

and the tribunus laticlavius, A similar type of inscription is

presumably VIII 18273, (see under Ulpius Postumus). As third
in command, the prefect is in charge of the legion in the absence

of legate and laticlavius,cf. Poenius Postumus.

A number of interesting results emerge from this establish-

ment of the prefect as the chief non-senatorial officer, and
unquestionably the most experienced staff-officer, of the legion,
The first is sb important that it is largelyddealt with in another
place, namely that the pp iterum since he cannot be inferior to
the prefect, and there is no room for him above the prefect,

must in fact be the prefect, and that is why we never find a
pp_iterum of a legion carrying oub duties., -~ In other words, the

difference between the primipilaris who went $Straight to a

legionary prefecture,and the primipilaris who went first to the

’
Rome tribunates and then became primuspilus iterum of a 1egion,

was not in function but in seniority. While the latter always
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distinguished himself carefully on inscf:iptions by using his

title primuspilus iterum, he.exercised the functions of prefect

of the legion. There would he a2 differcence in pay, of course,
The ordinary prefect of the camp received between 60,000 and

100,000 sesterces, i,e, more than the primuspilus but less than

the centenarian procurators whose ranks he might hope to join,

The primuspilus iterum received less than 200,000 sesterces, but

more than the pfaetorian tribune, who received something like
120,000, The difference in actual military experience was
negligible., The main value of the stay in Rome was the opport-
unity to make contact with the central administration and make
an impressién on the emperor and the praetorian prefect, There
are in fact in the Roman administration several parallels for
this phenomenon of men holding the same post, but with widely
differing ages and prospects, In the centurionate, in the ranks
of the equestrian and senatorial officers, and in the Rome
tribunates themselves, there were men who had served long years
with little prospect of further promotion alongside younger men
destined for great things, In none of these cases, admittedly,
had the men quite the peculiar career implied by the Rome tribun-
ates, but this difference in career is reflected for the primip-
ilares in different pay and different titles, The point remains
that it was possible for men occupying the same position, as far
as the unit they were in charge of was concerned, to be of

widely different antecedents and prospects,

One further point does ayise, how are we to distinguish the
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prefects who have been to Rome? As far as career inscriptions
are concerned there is no difficulty., On dedications and the
like one can only be sure where some such phrase as ex trec,
appears, The greater prestige of having held a Rome tribunate
would hardly be passed over in silence if such relatively minor
career details were mentioned, Where no hint at all is given
with rcgard to the career, certainly is impossible, I will

revert to the primuspilus iterum when we come to the ducenarian

prefectures,

We now have to deal with the relatively few cases of
promotion beyond the prefecture of the camp (held directly after
the primipilate), The most notably one is of P, Anicius Maximus

Trom the prefecture of II Augusta in Britain to the prefecture

of the camp of Alexandr’ia, in Egypt., He is discussed in the
section on the Egyptian legions, so we can content ourselves here
witth noting that if, as I think, the prefecture in Egypt was at
this stage more important than the ordinary prefecture of the
camp, but still not of ducenarian rank, the prior appointment as
prefect of the camp might have seemed the best way to train a
man for the post in Egypt., The reign of Claudius is one in which
great changes are taking place, and it is impossible to say
whethér any otlhers had this pattern of career, _P; Alfenus Varus

was prefect of the camp sixteen years after being trecenarius,

which makes it improbable that he was primuspilus iterum, His

appointment as praetorian prefect by Vitellius was due of course

to the circumstances of civil war,



h

Much more important was the emergence of a group of men who
went from their first primipilate and prefecture of the camp to
centenarian procuratorshins, The first of these apparently was
Cammius Secundinus, He is also of interest as exemplifying an
epigravhic turn of phrase which is not uncommon, the phrase

pp, praef, (castr.) leg,. In cases where this is all of the

career that is recorded p(rimi)p(ilaris) may be understood, but

~

in other cases, where full career details are given, the only

reasonable exvlanabion seems to be th=t p(rimus)p(ilus) (et)

praef(ectus) legionis, i,e., the two posts were held in the same

legion,

The next examnle of a prefecture of the camp, held directly
after the primipilate, leading to centenarian procuratorships,
is the unknown of VI 31871, who was prefect of the camp of

II Traiana at a time when that legion was outside Egypt, and thus

had the normal legionary establishment, He proceeded to a
centenarian procuratorship after a command of vexillations. That
was under Marcus Aurelius, and under Commodus L. Artorius Castus
was primuspilus, praepositus of the Misenan fleet, prefect of

VI Victrix and as ch dux of the Briti leggions, and then a
centenarian procurator, primipilaris procurators who were also
A

prefects of legions, Where are we to fit them into our picture
of the legionary prefect? The fundamental training for a

primipilaris ducenarian procqhtor is a period at Rome, Therefore,

when men who had been allowed to go to a legionary prefecture

r
were afterwards promoted to a centenarian procuratoship, we may
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regard such promotion as a second sifting of the material, which
might produce quite effective minor officials but rarely produced
a man whose career could rival that of the man selected for the
Rome tribunates,
We have two cases of a different sort to reckon with, In

the careers of P, Vibius Marianus (third century) and Valerius -
(undated) the prefecture of the legions is held directly after

the primipilste and before the Rome tribunates, Domaszewski
desckibed” this development as a sign of distrust of the senatorid

commanders, and ascribed it to Severus (5), There is in fact
no means of dating the development, In fact it could well be
experimental in nature, or alternatively a result of the re-~
appraisal of the merits of the two menﬁ concerned, In only one
case is it possible to tell whether pp., iterum was held in additio%

that of P, Vibius Marianus, and in his case no legion is attached

to the title, though the legion in which he was primuspilus is

mentloned; there is clearly the possibility that the post of

Primuspilus bis in his case was held at Rome, for he had already

served as prefect of the camp., Valerius rose to the top of the
ducenarian ladder, so his beginning was no handicap to him,
There is one final development in the career of the

praeféctus castrorum which we should take cognisance of, the

appearance in the third century of the tenure of two prefectures
in succession, This is attested for P, Aelius Marcellus, P,

Aurelius Cassianus, and for the unknown of X 3342a, though this

last is not certain, It may reflect the increasing importance of
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the off'ice, but there is no clear reason for it.

We have now ccnsidered the development of the post, and
noted the few cases where there was promotion beyond it,
Incidentally we have established its rank and position in the
legion., The question of its duties now arises, As Keyes among
others has pointed out (6), Vegetius in his work gave us two
definitions, The first clearly belongs to the third century,
relating to the prefect after Gallienus, the ducenarian commander

of the legion (7),

Proprius autem iudex erat praefectus legionis, habens
comitivae primi ordinis dignitatem, qui absente legato
Lamquam vicarius ipsius potestatem maximam retinebat,
Tribuni vel centuriones ceterique milites eius praecepta
servabant, Vigiliarum sive profectionis tessera ab eodem
petebatur, 8i miles crimen aligquod admisisset, auctoritate
praefecti legionis a tribuno deputabatur ad poenam, Arma
omnium militum, item equi vestes annona ad curam ipsius
pertinebant, Disciplinae severitas, exercitatio non solum
peditum sed etiam equitum legionariorum praecepto eius
cotidie curabatur, Ipse autem iustus diligens sobrius
legionem sibi creditam adsidius operibus ad omnem devotionem,
ad omnem formabat industriam sciens ad praefecti laudem
subiuvectorun rédundare virtutem,

The second passage seems to follow on naturally (8),

Erat etiam castrorum praefectus, licet inferior dignitate,
occupatus tamen non mediocribus causis, ad qluem castrorum
positio, valli et fossae aestimatio pertinebat, Tabernacula
vel casae militum cum impedimentis omnibus nutu ipsius
curabantur, Praeterea aegri contubernales et medici, a
gquibus curabantur, expensae etiam ad eius industriam
pertinebant., Vehicula sagmarii necnon etiam -ferramenta,
quibus materies secatur vel caeditur, quibuscue aperiuntur
fossae, contexitur vallum aquaeductus, item ligna vel
stramina arietes onagri ballistae ceteraque genera torment-
orum ne deessent aliquando, procurabat, Is post longam
probatamque militiam pertissimus omnium legebatur, ut recte
doceret alios quod ipse cum laude fecisset,

Yet the following passage in Vegetius (9) deals with the
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praefectus fabrum, clearly in an Imperial province, being

concerned with legionaries, This officer, as we saw in the
chapter on the Augustan primipilate, disappeared after the

reign of Claudius, the praefectus fabrum who survived being an

officer on the staff of governors of senatorial provinces or of
consuls and praetors at Rome, Also the description above of

the praefectus castrorum seems to fit the pre-~-Claudius situation

best, though no doubt the duties continued much the same for
the following period, I do not want to discuss the list in
detail, my main point being that the Keyes argument (that these
two quotations establish the existence of a prefect in command

of the legion and a praefectus castrorum at the same time)is

invalid,

The basic 1list of the duties of the prefect of the camp
given above should not be allowed to give us the impression
that :he sat back at base and did no fighting., Two prefects
were with the army of Varus in A,D, 9, while the third was in
charge of a fort on the line of retreat, Hostilius Rufus was
with the army of Drusus on campaign in 11 B,C,. It is clear
that in the civil wars of 69-70 the prefects came with the
legions, and did not stay with the small detachments presumably
left to maintain the. bases, -They did not necessarily stay with
the maih body of the legion, Aufidienus Rufus was in charge
of a detachment repairing roads and bridges, M, Ennius was in

charge of a garrison consisting of vexillations from different

legions, The unknown prefect mentioned in the Annals, 12, 38,
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was killed while superintending the building of auxiliary forts,
M. Sabinius Nepotianus was in command of a vexillation of

I, kinervia at some time, The unknown of VI 31871 was given a

vexillation cammsnd after nis prefecture, and L, Artorius Castus
was appointed dux of vexillations from three legions after being
prefect of one of them, Also active in the field were Insteius
Capito, who cooperated with a legionary legate in reducing small
enemy forts, and Cassius Longus, who was chosen with a legionary
legate as leader by the Vitellians, Alfenus Varus wvon the post
of praetorian prefect on his military ability. The prefects of
the camp also played their part in council, the advice of
Tyrannius Priscus being of vital importance in A,D, 66, The
decorations of Sex., Vibius Gallus were almost certainly in part
won as prefect of the camp,

The gquestion arises whether the prefect of the camp, like

the primuspilus, tended to be of advanced age, The answer is

not a simple one, For the prefects our evidence is that Flavius-
XIII 8269 served forty-five years, M, Aurelius Alexander (iii)
died at the age of seventy-two, but the stone is broken where

the years of service would appear, Arguing from the evidence

for the primivilate, we may say that prefects of the camp who had
been promoted directly tokhat vosition from the primipilate;
being therefore generally men who had spment long years in the
centurionate, would tend to be elderly men, What happened to

the prerfect of the camp when the primuspilus began to become

more and more a civilian in uniform we cannot tell; the details
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of this development itself are still unknown to us, All we
know is that the old prefect of the camp became the ducenarian
prefect of the legion after Gallienus, and as far as we can
judge from that time onwards, and perhaps irom some little time
before, the careers of the prefects of the legions (now their

comnanders) and the primipilares (whose concern is now the annona)

become distinct,
That is as much as can be said about the prefect of the

camp; as in the case of the primuspilus, wrecise definitions of

his duties (apart from the passage in.Vegetius) are lacking, Ve
turn now to the ducenarian legionary prefect-comnanders, and
first of all to those in Egypt., Augustus had excluded senators
from command in Egypt, so the natural question arises who were

the commanders of the Egyptian legions, Our starting-point is

the inscrliption of L, Cirpinius, who was pri(mus) pil(us) iterum

praef(ectus) leg(ionis) XXII, The date is before the reign of

Claudius, and possibly before the reign of Caligula (if we are
rirsht in seeing in the existence of a prefect of one legion
evidence for the two legions not yet being in one camp), We
note also the early appearance of pp-iterum as the qualification
for this post, It is possible that the title was attached as a
matter-of course in the case of the Egyptian legions, and did
not involve an actual post held before the prefecturea,ﬁﬁfd?s

n [

we have only two careers of Egyptian legionary prefectsdit is

plain that no legion was held with the second primipilate, we

cannot be certain, Our next inscription is that of P, Anicius
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Maximus, Much has been written about this career, as to whether
the post involved is or is not the ducenarian post we would
gxpect from later narallels, The answer scems to pe that propos-
ed by Lesquier (10), that the vrefecture of the campﬁn Egypt,
possibly at first rated no higher than those elsewhere, rose
auickly in prestige, At the time khaximus held the post it was
higher than the ordinary prefecture of the camp, which he had'ﬁ

held with II Augusta in L3, but had not reached ducenarian rank,

Nor of course nad it bpecome the rule that it should be preceded

by primuspilus iterum and the Rome tribunates, The career is

in fact intermediate hetween the Augusian system and the new,
mainly the work of Claudius, which with modifications ruled till
the time of Gallienus, The problem is to relate the post held
be Maximus, the nreiecture of the camp at Alexandria, where at
this time both: Egyptian legions were encamped, to the prefectures
of the legions to which we have referred, The short answer is
that we are not in a position to define that relationship,
Unfortunately, L, Cirpinius is the first and last ducenarian
legionary prefect in Egypt attesvg<n=the period when more than
one legion was stationed there, On the other hand, as we shall
see, the prefecture of the camp had become ducenar;ap_by the
timé of Veépasian at the iatest. It.seems difficult to believe
that the legions did not continue to be conmanded by prefects,
in addition to this prefect of the camp, Apart from the

powerful position the camp prefect would hold, if he were, under

the prefect of Egypt, commander of two legions, it seems too
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great a strain on legionary organisation for a legion to lose

its legate and tribunus laticlavius, and not have a commander of

its own, We need new inscriptions before we can find the answer,

The next piece of evidence is the case of Liternius Fronto,
prefect of the camp in Egypt, who led a vexillation of 2000 men
to the Jewish war, and in the council of Titus before the walls
of Jerusalem was ranked higher than the centenarian procurator
of Tudaea., By the end of 78 or the beginning of 79 he was

prefect of Fgypt, so everything sug:ests that the prefecture

1]

of the camp in Egypt in A,D, 70 was definitely ducenarian,
Next in the chain of evidence comes the case of T, Suedius

Clemens, who is attested as a centurion, as a primipilaris in

69, as a praetorian tribune under Vespasian, and in 79-80 as

praefectus castrorum in Egypt, The tenure of the Pribunate

indicates that he reached the nrefecture via the Rome tribunates

and the post of primuspilus iterum, and that the prefecture is

now definitely ducenarian, There follow a series of inscriptions

by men describing themselves simply as praefectus castrorum,

all set up in Egypt, in A,D, 90-1, 99, 138-41, 151 or 158-9, 162,

and under Commodus, The only example of the title praefectus

legionis I1 Traimnae within Egypt is datable to 185, This

praefectus castrorum is clearly of ducenarian rank, and ranks

immediateély after the prefect of Egypt in the military hierarchy.
This incidentally is one of the difficulties about supposing
the legions to have retained ducenarian commanderswhen they

were both in the camp at Alexandria; why do they not appear on
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There is normore evidence for the praefectus castrorum

of Egypt, except for the papyrus reference to P, Selius Laetus.

He as praefectus castrorum assigned a centurion of III Cyrenalcas

as judge 1n a case concerning a man stationed at the camp of
Babylon, under one of the last three Julio-~Claudians, The
editor, H.A. Sanders (11), was of the opinion that Laetus was
the prefect of the camp of Babylon. F.M. Meyer and E. Levy (1Z2)

thought he was the commander of III Cyrenaica, and the camp

El Rasad, before the legions had a joint camp. My own feellngf
is that the prefect o the camp at Alexamdria might well have
had the power to delegate jurisdiction in the other camps, but
clearly, as Lopuszanski (15) remarked, there can be no argument
based on tnis text.

There is no more evidence égrthe praefecti castrorum in

Egypt, but there is one big problem remaining. A praefectus

legionls II Tralanae appears in primipilaris careers in a

poslition which indicates that the post is of ducenarian rank,
from the later years of Hadrian onwards; the first inscription
that of Ti. Claudius Secundinus, is datable (owing to a probable
identification; to the early 1ls50's. By that time the legion
was almost alone in Egypt. The two serles of 1nsdr1ptions £hen

continue side by side, the ducenarian praefectl castrorum in

Egypt, and the ducenarian prgefectli legionis II Traianae attest-

ed on inscriptions from outside Egypt, with the exception noted
two paragraphs above. There seem to be only two possible

explanations, the Domaszewski theory of the former being
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commander of an auxlliary camp (14), and that which I share
with others (1b), namely that the people concerned in both.
serles are examples of the ducenarian prefect-commander of

Il Traiana, who retains the old title praefectus castrorum in

Egypt because originally he had been ducenarian prefect of a
two-legion camp. Outside Egypt, of course, the title lacked
1ts special meaning, and the new title was used.

The solution proposed here has been most recently attacked
by Abdullaetif shmed Aly, in his publication of a new a very
important inscription ("A Latin Inscription from Nicopolis",

Annuls of the Faculty of Arts, Ain Shuams Uniwversity, vol. III,

Jan. 1955, pp. 115-46;, I am very grateful f£o Mr. J.C. Mann,
for the loan or an off-print of

this work. A praerectus castrorum named L. Iulius Crescens

appear, after the prefect of Egypt, on the dedication of this

stone set up by discharged veterans of II Traiana. The

primuspilus of the legion is nemed in the genitive as Iulius

Crescens. a.A. Aly has identified these two, most plausibly, e~
and deduced from tnis identification the fact that the

praerfcctus castrorum who appea.s ai'tesr the prefect of rgypt

on inscriptions is oniy an oraiuary preicct of tne camp, as
eisewhers in the smpire, and not the commander of the legion

who was called praerectus-legionis, and was at least a

primuspilus bis in rank. To thls 1 would oppose the following

objections. Fdrst, there is the chain of evidence given above.

It is true that Liternius Fronto might have reached the
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prefecture of rgypt from the ordinary prefecture of the camp

under abnormal circumstaﬁces, but that does not explain the
fact that he ranked above the procurator of Judaea. as for
the fact that the'case of T. Su@ﬁﬁus Clemens depends on an
ldentification, ouedius 1s a very rare nomen, The greatest
difficulty of all in his interpretation is, in my view, the
fact that the prefect of the legion supposed by him never
appears on these inscriptions from esgypt. Surely he ought to
be assoclated in these dedications. as for the identirigation
of the two, eight of the.centurlons and ten ot the veterans
have the nomen IULIUS, and Crescens is nof the rarest of
cognomina. I therefore rejectv the identification as in 1tself
uncertain, and as opposed to the other evidence for the rank of

the praetectus castrorum in Egypt. I hope I will not seem

unjust to A.A. Aly.
As far as the Domaszewskil theory 1is concerned, the follow-
ing points may be made. The basis of the theory, the possibll-

ity of the praetectus castrorum being a commander of a purely

auxiliary camp, is unproven. The only additional evidence
quoted for it, the fact that T. Flavius Vergilianus supervised
the_construction of a building for an auxiliary cohort, .1s not
decisive, for such a general supervision of work carried out
by a legionary centurion temporarily in charge of the cohort

is not irreconciiable with the duties of a legionary commander.
Incidentally, it my view of P. Selius Laetus 18 correct, there

is prooi there of the competence &8 the praefectus castrorum
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throungout Egypt. Finally, there 1s no obvious reason why
Egypt should have a ducenuarian prefect of an auxiliary camp,
whereus there 1s every reason for a ducenarian legionary

commander, who keeps the 0ld titlc praefsctus castrorum on

inscriptions and documents from Egypt itself because originally
he had been ducenarian prefect of a two~legion camp. The
inscription of T. Voconius A.F. represents an experim@ﬁw in

this case, just as the title praefectus legionis was experiment-

ed with elsewhere in the Empire as an alternative for

praeiectus castrorum legionis. One more point: a ducenarian

commander or prefect of an auxiliary camp is unattesbﬁin any
career inscription, while a ducenarian prefect first of one of
two Egyptian legions, then of a two-legion camp, then of the
sole Egyptlan legion 1s amply attested. The only question
that remalns 1s whether there was also a prefect of the camp
such as there were elsewhere in the Empite. The answer is not

certaln, but since there was no tribunus laticlavius, such an

officer would rank next to the ducenarlan prefect of the legion,
and be a man of very similar military experience apart from

the Rome tribunates. This would create a very awkward position.
Further, 1f there was such an official, one would expect more

attempt to make clear which wus which, and the title praefectus

castrorum would become ambiguous. The duties of the prefect
could easily be performed by a senior centurion., What I
believe must have been the most important part of the prefect's
duties, which led in the third century to his becoming commander

of the legion, namely advising the legate from his greater
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experlience, becomes unnecessary when the prefect himself
commands., In summary, then, what I envisage is (a) the command
of the legions while encamped separately by ducenarian prefects,
(b) the command of the combined camp by a ducenarian prefect,
with insuificient evidence to show whether the individual
legions retained commanders, and (c¢) when the garrison was
reduced to one legion, the command of that legion by a ducenar-
lan pretfect. Throughout the second century the old title df

praefectus castrorum was retained for this man. We have no

similar third-century inscription from Egypt, so we do not
know if the title lived on. On the other hand, from the
career of the unknown VI 51871 we learn that when the legion
went abroad it possessed a normal esqulishmunt, including an
offdinary prefect of the camp, whé is nevertheless anxlous to

make clear that he 1s not the praetectus legionlis II Tralanae,

but is the praeftectus castrorum of that legion.

Did the tenure of the ducenarian legionary prefectwg.affect
the later carser? Before we consider this it would be best to
take into account the fact that three hew ducenarian prefect-
ures come into the picture from the time of Severus, those of
the newly ralded Parthian legions. Although C. Iulius
Pacatianus held one of these posts in the middle of what was
essentially an squestrian career, (of H.G. Pflaum's type I) (16)
it is reasonably clear that they soon also became the monopoly

of the primipllares. On the careers the following observations

may be made. These posts were important. Liternius Fronto

rose to be prefect of Egypt, Ti. Claudius Secundinus to be
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praefectus asnnonae, the unknown of XIV 191 to the fourth

ducenarian echelon at leust. The only apparent failure, .
L.:iCominius Maximus, seems from the timing of his career to
have been sudaenly forced into retirement, after a favourable
beginning., In the case of Secundinus, and less certainly in
the case of Maximus and the unknown of xxvﬁgl, a Rome
procuratorship was held after the prefecture, and I have
suggested the possibility that these men, to avoid their being
a provincial procordtarshey
Handicapped by not havinghas their first post, were privileged
to gain their experience in administration at Rome. As far as

the Parthian legions are concerned, while Pacatianus did not

rise high, the position of II Parthica seems to have made it

a key command. Aelius Trieccianus was sent from it &6 the
senatorial governorship of Pannonia, admittedly in extraordinary
circumstances, and 1t seems probable that this was the only
adminstrative post that Comazon had held at the time of his
promotion to the praetorian prefecture. T. Licinius Hierocles,
the only prerect of a Parthian leglon apart from Pacatianus

for whom we possess a full career, was honouréd as procurator
of Mauretania Caesariensis, and 1t is interesting to note that
he had had a post in Rome as precurator before he went to his
pretecture. The discussion of the career of Traiénus Mucianus
belongs to the chapter on the Late Primipilate. Thus, while
the evidence is scanty, it does seem to point to the holders of
these ducenarlan prerectures as not unimportant. This is what
we should expect, seeing that one of them was in command of the

military forces of Egypt and another of the legion on the
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outskirts ot Rome. We know too little of the other Parthian
legions to be able to speak about their coammanders.

From the reign ot Gallienus onwards we know of no senator-
ial commanders of legions. Instead, each legion 1s commanded
by a prefect of ducenarian rank. 7lhere has besn o cortusn
amount of controversy in the past as ti® whether these prefects

were the old prefects of the camp or the old primipili iterum.

This controversy,as we have seen, slide-steps the main issue,

Ve

nemely what position in the legion did the primuspilus iterum

occupy? We have put forward the hypothesis that he was the
prefect of the legion, and that a prefect of a legion could
either be a man who had just held the primipilate or one who
had held tribunates at Home, If this view 1s correct the new
ducenarian prerect can hardly be other than the prefect of the
legion, for the only two oificers senior to him,nboth senators,
disappear after this period. More on these prefects I do not
wish to say, for the following reasons. The chﬂg'is that
after this reign there 1s little evidence or none to make us

suppose that they were stiil being recruited from primipilares.

This may seem a contradiction to what I have said above, but
the point 1s that the whole nature of the task of the

primuspilus was changing, and at some stage it seems probable jf

that a change in the approach to it must have taken place,
The second half of the third century is poor in careers,
particularly of careers rich in detail of thelr early stages,

s0 we cannot hope to trace this development. rromotion to the
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posts of praesides still occurred,e.g. Aellus aellanus,

Clementius Valerius Marcellinus, but as a whole the period is
wrapped in obscurity. It 1s enough to note thuat prefects were
still commanding legions at the time when some sections of the

Notitia Dignitatum were composed. Our interest in prefects or

legions really ended with the last certain cases of primipilares

holding such posts in or about the reign of Galllenus.
There is 1little to add about the prefecture of the camp
and of the legions. We have seen it as an institution founded

by Augustus, to which primipilares were called for varying

lengths of time, as they were to other posts in the period
before Claudius. It seems probable that it was Claudius who
definitely instituted one prefect per legion, though where

more than one legion wus in a camp there would still be a
prerect of the camp in supreme adiministrative charge. ranking
third in the hierarchy of the legion, the post grew steadily

in importance. it was staffed by men drawn from all three

main sources of recruits for the primipilares, no corps as far

as we can judge receiving preferential treatment. Men came

to 1t elther immediately aiter their first primipilate, in
which case 1t generally marked the end of their careers, or
after the Home tribunates, when they had the distinctive title

of primuspilus iterum and a larger salary. These latter are

discussed in the appropriate chapter., On their duties I have
sald little, for there is little to know. At the same time,

in kgypt a diitf'erent development was taking place, compelled
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by the fact there were no senatorial commanders or tribuni

laticlavii there. The first solution was to create a ducenariar

legionary pretect-commander., Beside him was the prefect of the
camp, who, from the moment that two legions were stationed
together at Nicopolas, began to grow in importance. He soon
reached ducenarian rank. When there was only one legion in
Egypt this prefect wus the commander of the legion. Further
ducenarian legionary prefectures were created when the Parthian
legions were raised, and the final development was the entrust-
ing of all legionary commands to the prefects of the camp, when
the growing reluctance of senators to enter the Imperlal
service brought about the end of the old order. This final
honour, which brought about the disappearance of the prefect

of the camp, perhaps reflects as well as anything coulq/ the
importance of the institution of Augustus. The part played by

these professional soldiers in maintaining the standards of the

legions 1is incalculable.
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THE ROME TRIBUNATES

The Rome tribunates were for the primipiilaris the route

to the duccnarian procuratorsnips. But they were much more
than this, for, as we shall see iIn the chapter on procurators,
there wuas not always a demand for primipilaris-procurators,
and;it-ié'ce;tainly doubtful if every praetorian tribune
received a procuratorship, even in the days of the Antonines.
But in every period, till deep into the third century, the

cohorts at nome were supplied with primipilares as tribunes,

and trom those tribunes were chosen the primipili iterum,

and the prefects of the ducenarian legions.

The Rome tribunates, then, were more than mere stepping-
stones. Their holders confrolled under their resgpective
prefects the only military force in i1taly, that 1s till the
time of severus. They were at the centre of the kmpire, and
those who held commands in the praetorian guard and the

equites singulares came into constant contact with the

emperor. though the primipilares who filledkhese posts

included a number of conspirators over the years, the emperors

were content to leave to this corps the sole possession of

these tribunates. When the legion II Parthica came to Mons

Albanus, apart from lulius Pacatianus its commanders were also

primipilares, and in kgypt, where there were no senators, it

was the primipilares, not the equestrians by origin, who led

the legions as prefects.
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Not all primipilares became Rome tribunes. uwhe thirty
{@ so primipili who completed their year of office each year
could retire, become prefects of the camp, join the numerus of

primipilares at nome, or obtain dhommission as tribune striaight

away, according to the decision of the bureau ab epistulis at

Rome (1,). The number of vacancies at rHome was not large. if,
as I suspect, the tribunes of vigiles, urban and praetorian
cohorts normally neld office for a year there were only seven
tribunates 1In the vigiles available. On the next rung, the
urban, there were four tribunsastes gt nomme, and twb outslde the
city, at Carthage and Lugdunum. ‘there was in addition the

tribunated of the equites singulares. +this and the urben

tribunates outside nome seem to have been ténable tor a period.
longer than one year. rinally there were ten praetorilan
tribunates, and we shall have to conslider later how the three
vacancies were filled. {ne thing is clear, that it was not
necessarily a slow process passing through the three tribunates,

as In fact most primipilaris procurators and prefects appear

to have donegg Before discussing this question further it will
probably be easiest to discuss each of the corps separately,
after we have discussed the beginning of the system.-- - ---
The prasetorian tribunate appears first in order of time,
Paullus Aemilius, who is;attestéd in the reigns of augustus and
Tiberius, held a praetorian tribunate after having been primus

pilus twice or for two years, andﬁaving been praefectus equitum.

M. Vergilius wallus Lusius in the same two reigns was primus
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pllus, prefect of a cohort, praefectus fabrum for three years,

praetorian tribune, ahd then became idiologus in Egypt. The
praetorian. tribunate thus leads to a procuratorship. L.
Ovinius mufus, in the same period, marks a further stage in

development, or it may be a fresh experiment, being primuspilus,

and.then tribune in turn of an urban and praetorian cohort,

winding up as praefectus fabrum. rrobably in the time of

Augustus is to be placed the career of Cn. Manlius, who was

prasfsctus conortium and then a praetorl an tribune.

—

The inscriptions that carry us into the reisn of Claudius
show the career beginning to take shape. un the whole it is
the post of pp.iterum and the procuratorships that are added,
while the idea of holding tribunates in succession does not
re-emerge in our records till the end of Claudius. Thus
Maxurmus was praetorian tribune, pp. bis, procurator; C. Baebius

atticus was pp., praef. civitatium twice, praetorian tribune,

pp.iterum, procurator; the unknown of )('1711, was pp.y praetorian

tribune, pp. iterum, procurator; and L. Rufellius Severus was

pp_II ...trib.praet.. The inscription 1s broken, but it seems

unlikely that another tribunate was mentioned. Somewhere in

this period falls T._Pp%éniug -, who was primuspilus.,

praefectus equitum, and then praetorlan tribune. The first

recurrence of the urban and praetorian tribunate in the same
career is in the case of 1ulius Pollio, who held his praetorian

tribunate in 55. Under Nero the tull system held sway, as the



205

careers of M. Vettius Valens and C. Gavius Silvanus testify.
Concerning the vigiles there is little to say. Dcspite
the comparatively large number of tribunes known to us, I
nave only been able to note two cases, with a possible third,
where we are able to show that the same tribunate was held by
different people within a short space of years. M. Flavius
Raesianus was tribune of the second cohort in 207, and C. Iulius
Antigonus commanded the same cohort in 210. Flavius Prlamus
commanded the t'ifth cohort in 111, but it was in charge of
Numerius Albanus in 113. The same cohort was held by M.
Bassaeus Rufus about 154, and by Plotienus Sabinus in 156.

Interesting is the case of aurelius Catullinus, who as a

primipilaris acted as curator cohortis; Bai%}e Reynolds has

suggested that he was in charge of the remalinder of the cohort
at KRome when the tribune was commanding the vexillation at
Ustia (2). Be that as it may, we have here a clue as to how a
temporary vacancy was fillled. Catullinus must have been a
member of the numerus at Rome.

For the urban cohorts there are no cases recorded where a
tribunate has changed hands in a short space of time, and for
the normal tenure being one year one can only refer to such
‘cagés as that of L. Antonius“Naso,'@ﬁo held ée;efal-homé
tribunates in a short space of time. What is of interest and
importance with regard to the urban tribunates 1is the gquestion
of the two commands held outside Rome, namely those of the
first and thirteenth cohorts. Epigraphic records of these

commands are rare.
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C. Cestius Sabinus Pp.s trib. XIII urb..

C. Velius Rufus pPp., praef, vexilllariorum, trib.
XIII urb., dux exercitus etc.,
proc. Imp. etc. Pann. et Delm.,

proc.Ractlae.

Cn. Pompeius Proculus Pp., trib I urb., proc. Ponti
et Bith..

The case of C. Gavius Silvanus does not belong here, for
he comes from a period when the cohorts at Rome were numbered
XIII-XVII. In the careers of C. Velius Rufus, and of €. Cestius
Sablinus the tr%bunate of vigiles is not held, and in the former
case neither aﬂl the praetorian tribunate @r the post of pp, II.
Similar to the career of C. Velius Rufus is that of Cn.

Pompeius Proculus, except that he held the first, not the
thirteenth urban cohort. The second point to notice, which is
only demonstrable for Velius Rufus, 1s that these tribunates
could apparently be held for longer than one year. Velius
Rufus seems to have commanded his cohort roughly from 85 to 89.
From it he went directly to a procuratorship, as did Cn.
Pompeius Proculus, whose career ran its course some time
between 70 and 138. Of the other tribune of the cohort XIII
urbana recorded we know only the name, Numlsius Clemens, and
a;_far_gs I urbana is concerned we_know only -the-names--of -
L. Licinius Licinianus and Papirius Sporus. The basis of
evidence is only slight, but I do suggest that it is possible
that these two tribunates, being outside Rome and thus to all
intents and purposes separate commands, were treated differently

from the rest. These dirferences would seem to involve
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excusing the holders the necessity of holding tribunates of the
vigiles or the praetorian guard, and of being pp, II. Further
the commuand could last a number of years. In this it would

resemble the tribunate of the equites singulares. But it may,

of course, be that the unusual nature of the carecrs noted is

to be explalined by particular circumstances, and not as a sign
of a difterent type of career. C(Clearly, one requires a greater
number of detailed careers including these particular tribunates.
Two further points may be made: (a) C. Velius Rufus apparently
did not suffer as a consquence of his long stay in one post,

cf. Tattius Maximus; (b) there 1s no evidence that Velius Rufus

was ever at Rome; this will serve to remind us that the ducen-

arian primipilaris procurator did not necessarily reach his

procuratérship by way of the Rome tribunates. Thils hypothesis
can be tested on future career inscriptions including the urban
tribunates outside Rome. The evidence at present certainly

seems to allow the interpretation I have suggested, though its
correctness cannot be demonstrated. 1In any case, the urban
tribunates at Carthage and Lugdunum deserve further consideration
than has been accorded to them hitherto.

That the tribunates of the equites singulares w@e part of

the primipilaris career and not of the ordinary equestrian has

been conclusively demonstrated by the recent discovery of an
inscription giving the early career of 4. Marcius Turbo - see

the Prosopography. This is at present the only recorded career
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including that tribunate. It was there held after the

tribunate of vigiles, and was followed by a praetorian tribunate,
with no cohort specified. This may mean either that he was
credited with the title without ever exercising its duties, or

that the command of the egquites singulares was in fact rated as

a praetorian tribunate; but the latter explanation would raise
the question why in that case none of the other recorded

tribunes of the equites singulares are so described. The former

seems the more Likely explanation, therefore, and it is surely
in accordance with the tremendous speed of this part of Turbo's
career. Though the post stands in the position normally
occupied by the urbun tribunate, there cun be little doubt that
this particular tribunate was in some respects even more

importanty than the praetorify® The holder had daily contuct

with the emperor, whereas the praetorian tribune took his turn
on duty at the ralatine. For the greater part of the period
with which we are concerned there was only one tribune of the

equites singulares, and as we shall see there 1s evidence that

the post was held for periods of longer than one year on

occasion,.so that the emperor could choose the best from the

primipilares who had “come up* to Rome in the preyigus two or
‘three years. | -

The first of the two points wevhﬁve mentioned, the number
of tribunes, 1s demonstrablc by the number of tribunes-mentioned

on the diplomas of the equites singulares and their inscriptions

as a unit. I give a table of them below.
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159 .alerius maximus
142 rattius maximus
143 rattius maximus
145 rattius maximus
153 oex. Baius rudens
189 atili...
197 Helius monimus
Trebius Germanus
<02 Occius valens
vctavius riso
<ub Octavius :iso
valerius Herculanus
P10 Aelius victor
<317 aelius valens

It will be seen that tribunes are attested singly in the
second century, up to 1v9, while rrom 197 to 2U5 we have a
number of cases where two tribuﬂes are mentioned. Lt seems
best to attribute this change, as mr. Uleasby does (5, to the
work of weverus. 1In 23vu and &37 single tribunes are attested
which woula seem to imply a reversion to the pre-severan system
of cemmand. We cammot go further into the problems raised by
these changes, but must content ourselves with noting them ror
their relevance to the number of tribunates availuble.

ihe secona point 1s the length of scrvice. Here clearly
there is no .ixea .ule. a study of the cureer of i1urbo, as
given in the rrosopography, will show that pig stay in this
tribunateg was not long, though his iater career was such that

the emperor had equal opportunities to see much of him; indeed,

I have suggested that some of the posts were held for this
very reason. Tattius Maximus, on the other hand, was tribune

at least from 142 to 145, but this did not prevent him from
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reaching the prefecture of the vigiles in 156 and the praetorian
rrefecture in 158. Finally, a neat demonstration that it was
the emperoris decision which governed the length of stay:
Octavius Piso is attested in 202 and in 205, but his colleagde
has changed.

It is scar@ely necessary to emphasise that a post held by
a Marcius Turbo or a Tattius Maximus was reserved for the pick

of the primipilares. Sex. Baius Pudens must have reached the

third ducenarian procuratorial echelon with comparable speed
for fourteen years after his tribunates he was holding his
third post in that echelon. I have suggested elsewhere that it
was extraordinary circumstances that led to this talented man
being detained in this echelon, probably a shortage of really
able procuratorial governors at a vital period. If we contrast
with this the fact that Aelius Valens was tribune in 237 and
only procurator of Sardinia, in the second echelon, eleven
years later, one cannot help feeling that_the tribunate had
lost some of its:lmportance, and the indications are that it
may have suffered, as the other Rome tribunates probably did,

from the competition of the castra peregrina. We cannot consider

the career ot L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus in this connection, -

as it is so uncertain what the post of praepositus equitum

singulariorum (sic) in his cursus was.

In the praetorian tribunate also 1t is impossible to find

a specific case of the same tribunate being held by two men in

a short spuce of time. On the other side of the picturs
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Furius Festus is attested to have been tribune of the seventh
cohort in the consular years 202 and 203. We know of ten
praetorian tribunes at the time of the Pisonian conspiracy of

A+D. 65, and eight of the years 68-69.

68 68-9
Cornelius Martialis Antonius Honoratus
Flavius Nepos L. Antonius Naso
C. Gavius Silvanus Ti. Antonius Taurus
Gerellanus Sex. Cetrius Severus
Nymphidius Sabinus Julius Martialis
Pompelus Pompeius Longinus
Staius Domitius Sex. Subrius Dexter
Statius Proxumus Varius Crispinus - sligntly later
Subrius Flavus than rest.

Veianius Niger

No-one appears in both lists, though unfortunately the
very troubled.circumstances that give us our information make
it impossible to treat the results as a norm. L. Antonius Naso
and 4. arcius Turbo are examples of men who must have spent
little time over their tribunates, and the same applies to
most of fhe distinguished procurators and prefects.

We now turn to consider irregular promotion, and_careers
whiéh_omit one or more tribunates other than those we have
already noted, and from the latter careers we will attempt to
suggest how promotion within the tribunates worked. I(rregular
promotions presumably were by the direct intervention of the

emperor. Thus we find Pompeius Longinus described as e Galbae
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amicis, non ordine militiae. (4) If I am right in deducing

from the fact that Dio called Saturninus a centurion, and
Herodian called him a tribune, that he was promoted from a
praetorian centurion to praetorian tribune as a reward for his
informing against rlautianus,(5) this is a turther example.
For a similar case of unusual promotion f'or services rendered
we have the case of Valerius, who received the praetorian
tribunate of Iulius Crispus as a reward for informing against
kim. Finally there is the case of Nymphlidlus Sabinus. He
was reputed to be Caligula's son, so his birth must have taken
place when Gaius was alive and at least late in his 'teens. He
reached the praetorian tribunate then in his early thirties,
and some time previously he had held the prefecture of a
cohort, either as a centurion or as an equestrian. Clearly
his mother's connection with the court had stood him in good
stead.

We have already noted the omission of tribunates in careers
before the time of Nero, careers including certain urban
tribunates, and careers including the tribunates of the equites

singulares. There are other cases. Generally it is the

tribunate of the vig@les which 1s omitted,‘as in the cases of
L: Appaeus Pudens, T. Licinius Hierocles, Valerius -, and

Aur. Flav. Rufinus. In the case of Valerius -~ the omission may
only be presumed, on the basis of the most probable restoration.
The omission of the urban tribunate is presumably to be

understood in the case of EE VIII 478. In the case of C.
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Valerius Pansa it seems quite possible that both of the two
Junior tribunates were omiltted, as in VI 1645. On the other
hand, the tenure of two tribunates at the same level 1is uncommon,
it appears in the career of L. Antonius Naso, but that career
is so much played out in the civil war period that ongmust
hesitate to base conclusions having general validity on it.
The case of L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus 1is not strictly
comparable, as the post of tribune of the first praetorian
cohort, with the title of protector, clearly in this career
implies the introduction of a new superior post, not the
iteration of the same one.

What then are we to deduce as regarding promotion to,
within, and from the Rome tribunates? Let me re-iterate that
the omission of certain of those tribunates was not a privilege
reserved for those it was desired to advance quickly. Several
.of the more notable procurators énd prefects held all three
tribunates. The problem involved, already referred to-at the
beginning of the chapter, may be stated thus. If the tribunes
of the vigiles were appointed annually, seven posts would be
available for the pick of the thirty or so men completing their
primipilates in any one year. Those seven after one year would
have t'our posts available to them, if the urban tribunates in
Rome were also of one yeaﬂs tenure. The tribunate of the

equifes singulares andkhe urban tribunates at Carthage and

Lugdunum, being tenable f£6r longer than one year,fell vacant

at irregular intervals of longer than one year. Beyond this
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second stage lay ten praetorian tribunates. There thus must be
a delay in the vigiles and praetorian tribunates. Clearly,
however, only people of no narticular promise suffered in this
way, and the future third-echelon procuratorial governors and
prefects, a small proportion in any case, wasted no time.

How exactly the system worked we do not know, thouzsh we have
seen above a number of related factors, the omission of
tribunates ana the tenure or tribunates for longer than one
vear., Therce is no polnt in producing a mathematical solution.
We may note, however, that the twenty-four posts involvcd

(in the second century), of which twenty-one might be rcnewed

annually, could be supplied by an intake of seven primipilares

a year.

Having considered the development oi the career through
the tribunates and the inaividuul corps, we come now to consider
from what geographical sources and what corps of recruitment

the tribunecs came. One table may serve to summarise both.

aUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA

Paullus aemilius Italian -
Cn. Manlius astigi, Baetica equestrian
L. Ovinius grufus Italian

7 praet..
M. Vergilius uallus Lusius Italian - e

CLAUDIUS TO NERO

L. Antonius Naso Heliopolis legionary

Ti. Antonius Taurus Heliopolis legionary?

C. Baebius atticus Italian -

sex. Cetrius severus Italian praetorian

C. Gavius oilvanus Italian -
Gerellanus Heliopolis legionary?
Nymphidius sabinus Italian equestrian.




Pompeius Longinus
L. Rufellius severus
Sex. subrius Dexter
Subrius Flatvus
T, Suedius Clemens
Valerius Paulinus
M. Vettius valens

VESPASIANY TO NERVA

Q. Petronius modesfus
Cn.Pompeius tomullus
C. Velius nufus

TRAJAN TO HADRIAN

i, Claudius vecundinus

N. Marcius Flaetorius Celer
Marcius 1itianus

Q. Marcius iurbo

T. Pontius oabinus

L. Terentius Rufus

PIUS TO COMwODUS

Sex. Baius iudens

M. Bassaeus mufus

C. Cestius oabinus

L. Cominius maximus

L. Mantennius Sabinus

"Cn. Marcius Rustius mufinus

L. Petronius Sablnus

Qe Plotienus Sabinus

C. Rufius Pestus
Tattius Maxlmus

C. Valerius ransa

THE THIRD CENTURY
. Aelius Primianus
aur.Flav. Rufinus
Cl. Aureliug Tiberius
Liberalinius Frobinus
C. Manilius vu-
Papirius Sporus

Itallan
Italian
Italian
Italian
Forum Iuliil
Italian

Italian
Spanish:«
Heliopolis

Italian
Italian
Lycia
Epidaurus.
Italian
Bracara aug..

Itallan
Italian
Italian
italian
Italian
Italian
Italian
Italian
Italian
ITtalian
Ttalian

Aunzia, Maur.Caes.
Apamea, Bithynia.
Philippopolis,

Arabisa
Area of XIII
Italian

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus Italian

M. riavonius Victor
P. Vipius marianus
VI 1645

Area of XIII
Italian

215

equestrian.
7 praet..

praetorian.

ex equite Romano?
legionaryr

ex eq.
direct
ex €d.

nl.
commission
n..

eX
cX

€g. H..
eq. R'.

praetorian

praetorian

ex eq. R..
nraetorian

ex eg. H. ?

direct commissioh
7dep. ..

-

ex._eg. Ral

ex eqg. R..

7 frum..
praetorian
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The figures contirm general conclusions based on all

primijpilares. Notice particularly how little we know of the

corps of origin under Claudius and Nero, under Pius and Commodus,
and in the third.century. Very significant 1is the fact that

it is the men ex eyuite Homano who receive Rome tribunates

under Trajan and Hadrian, while the praetorians, as we have
seen in previous chapters, in the same period tend to end
their careers at the primipilate. On geographical origin note
that astigi, Heliopolils, Forum Iuiii, and kpidaurus were all
colonies., Marcius Titianus and L. Terentius Rufus were both

ex equite Romano, so the fact that their homes were not colonies

is not important. in the third century, Auzia, Apamea, and
rhilipropolis were all colonies. Of the two men from XIII
Victor certeinly and .robinus probably was a tribune of one of
the dallic emperors. We are thus able to lauy down the follow-
ing conclusions. necruiting for the nome tribunates tended to
be confined to men from italy or colonles, though this need

not apply tec men ex equite Romsno. It is impossible to judge

the extent to which each corps of recruitment was being drawn
on up to Trajan and Hadrian, owing to our lack of information,

the fact that a man was from Italy not being conclusive

evidence that he was from the guard. Up to 69 we have three

examples of men holding tribunates who were not primipilares,

those 1 have described as equestrians. Under Trajan and

Hadrian the men ex equite nHomano are particularly honoured,

without reference to geographical origin. Under the next
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three emperors the emphasis is on Italians, without any real

evidence to tell us whether they preferred praetorians to men

ex equite Romano or vice-versa. Finally in the third century

there is evidence for all sources of recruitment, and a
noteworthy continuation of the insistence on Italy and the
colonies as the recruiting-aress.
Finally, we bturn to the problem of the chances of further
f promotion open to the Rome tribune. Again I think a table is
the best way to give a picture.

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA

(a) Dead by violence.

Caszius Chaerea, Cornelius Sabinus, Tulius Celsus, Iulius
Lupus,

(b) Dead
T. Pontinius, Cn. Manlius. P. Aemilius.
(c) Retired.

(a) Attested as pp, 11

(i) Early procuratorships.

M. Vergilius Gallus ididlogus

_ - (1) Miscellaneous

L. Ovinius Rufus praef. fab.

CLAUDIUS TO NERO

(a) Dead by violence

Aemilius racensis, Cornelius Martieslis, C. Gavius Silvanus,
Statius Proxumus, Subrius Flavus, Varius Crispinus.
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(b) Dead

(c) Retired

(d) Attosted as pp, II

L. Rufeliius Severus

Attested in a first-echelon post

P )
()
~—

L. Antonius Naso
Sex, Subrius Dexter
Mg. Valerius Paulinus

(1) Early procuratorships

C. Baebius Atticus Noricum
T, Iulius Ustus Thrace
Tulius Pollio Sardinia
M. Vettius Valens Lusitania
- Maxumus unnamed
X 1711 unnamed

VESPASTAN TO NERVA

(a) Dead by violence

(b) Dead

(c) Retired

-(dy) Attested as pp. IT

(e) Attested in a first-echelon post

Q. Petronius Modestus

(g) Attested in a third-echelon post

C. Vellus Rufus



(j) In a secretariat

Cn., Pompeius Homullus
TRAJAN TO [AADRIAN

(a) Dead by violence

(b) Dead
(c) Retired
N, Marcius Plaetorius Celer L. Terentius Rufus

(d) Attested as pp, IT

Marcius Titianus

(e) Attested in a first-echelon post

T. Flavius Priamus T, Pontius Sabinus
Cn. Pompeius Proculus (dating not certain,

(g) In a third-echelon post

L. Numerius Albanus

(k) Prefectures

Ti, Cladidius Secundinus annona
Q. Marcius Turbo praetorian prefect

PIUS TO COMMODUS
(c) Retlred
C. Cestius Sabinus

(d) Attested in a first-echelon post

C. Ruflus Festus C. Valerius Pansa
SB 5731

219
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(e) Attested in a second=-echelon post

L. Cominius Maximus L. Petronius Sabinus

(g) In a third-echelon post

Sex, Baius Pudens

(k) Prefectures

L. Mantennius Sabinus Egypt

M. Bassaeus Rufus praetorian guard

T. Flavius Genialis praetorian guard

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus praetorian guard
Tattius Maximus praetorian guard
EE VIIT 478

THE SECOND CENTURY
(c) Retired
L. Appaeus Pudens

(h) Attested in a fourth-echelon post

Valerius- R XIV 191
THE THIRD CENTURY
(a) Dead by violence
Iulius Crispus Saturninus?
(b) Dead
P. Aelius Primianus Papirius Sporus
Liberalinius probinus Aur. Flav. Rufinus
(c) Retired
P. pPetronius Felix ] III 3126 - -

(é) Attested in a first-echelon post

Aurelius Sabinianus C. Manilius 0- (a ducenar-
ian prefecture;

(f) In a second-echelon post

Aelius Valens VI 1645
P, Vibius Marianus
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(g) In a third-echelon post

T, Licinius Hierocles

(k) Prefectures

L, Petronius Taurus Volusianus Prgetorian prefect

The table gives an interesting picture of the variation in
opportunity open to the tribune from period to period. It is
o svbject we will come back % 11 the procurdtors chapler, 30 we will confesf
ourselves here with a fow obvious points. There was little
to expect up to the reign of Claudius. After 43 a number of

primipilares received single procuratorships. Signs of a

developing hierarchy aprear with the careers of Velius Rufus
and Pompeius Homullus. Under Trajan and Hadrian such careers
bec ane more common, to touch their peak under the last three
Antonines. Notice in particular the large number of praetorian
prefects provided at this time by the Rome tribunes. The third
century shows a decline which, as a comparison with the tables
in the procurators chapter will show, was due in some measure
to the declining importance of the Rome tribunates., In
examining these figures it should be noted that seventy-two
tribunes give no information about their career Bfter their
fribﬁﬁa;es.- This ieads us to a very important point. although

the tribunes of Rome represented only about a quarter, and

therefore the best quarter, of all primipilares, they were not

sure of procuratorships. If we take the hey-day of the Rome

tribunes, the period of the last three antonines, there were
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available seventeen ducenarian first-echelon procuratorships(6).
It seems unlikely that more than about one-third of these fell
vacant in any one year. Thus the five to ten praetorian

tribuncs (depending on how many were relieved each year,; had to
compete for[ these posts against the rest of the equestrian
order, who had prior experience in centenarian procuratorships.
The full implications of this will be explored in the procurators
chapter,

For the sake of completencss a note may be added here
concerning the special tasks given.to tribunes from time to
time. As commanding the only troops in Italy till the arrival
of II Parthica they had to deal with trouble there, and we find
Stalus sent to collect the captive leaders of a servile revolt.
In Rome itself they were the ministers of the emperor's
"justice'?, as executioners, e.g. Veianius Niger, torturers,

e.g. Cassius Chaerea, and as poisoners, e:g. Iulius Pollio.

Under Caligula they were even called upon to act as tax-collect-
ors, Suet. Caligula, 40. They also servced for boundary
adjudication., cf. T. Suedius Clemens. Among special commands

L. Antonius Naso was in charge of the Reate colonists when they
were assembled gt nome, and T LlClnluS Hierocles was ap; ointed _
to a command oi Mauri, apparently in the field, between two

Rome tribunates.

We have seen then that the Rome tribunates were not mere
stepping-stones to the procuratorships. Thelr maintenance in -

the hands of the primipilares is one of the great marks of the




223,

trust placed in these men. e have traced the beginnings of
the system, and noted some of the complexities of it. ot all
the questions have been answered. Vhat is clear is that. only

a smali proportion of primipilares ever held Rome tribunates.

The fact that the tribunates were held by primipilares, however,

meant that the pick of the centurionate came to Rome. The
emperor thus h«ad the opportunity to see if he could use their _
talents further, as did his pricipal adviser, the praetorian
prcfect. I have demonstrated above that not every tribune..
could hope for a procuratorship, but the chances of{a_man who
became a tribune of reaching the procuratorshirs W;re
immeasurably greater. Ievertheless, in view of the fact that
well below 50% of the tribunes can have got procuratorships,

it "is~true to suy that while it was clearly very useful for

the emperor to meet the more promising primipilares, and very

useful ror them to meet important people, and to learn more
about the machinery of government,for the majority of tribunes
the time at Rome must have been the culmination of their
career, a welcome rest after their arduous service, from which
they could retire with increased wealth and prestige. This
was seen by Karbe, to some extent (7). But to the future . . _
prefect or procurator the time in the Rome tribunates may well

have been one of the most important periods in his life.
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PRIMUSPILUS ITERUAi

Various attempts have been
other officers, but before
to consider the post as it

The probabilities are

as was the career of which

The main problem connected with the primuspilus iterum is

his precise position in the legion. Apart from careers we

have no record of anyone acting as primuspilus LI of a legion.

made therefore to equate him with

we consider these it will be best
appears in careers.

that the post was an Augustan creatim

it forms part. So far there is

nothing in Hepublican times to form a parallel. Iteration of
the ordinary primipilate was known in nepublicen times (1), and
continued at least into the reign of Claudius. We have no
definite evidence of 1t after that, and as the standard
expression for tenure of the ordinary primipilate and the
superior one becomes almost immediately pp. bis or pp, II, which
would causé confusion if the ordinary primipilate was still
being iterated, we may presume its disappearance. The first
appearance of pp. iterum 1s the inscription of L. Cirpinius,

who describes himself as pri. pil. iter., praef. leg. XXII.

IIT Cyrenaica was still in

If we are right in thinking that at this time the legion

a separate campf the inscription
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S
1s at the latest from the reign of Tiberdus. The post does
not appear in the precuratorial career of M. Vergilius Gallus

Iusius, in the reign of liberius. The primipilaris procurators

of' Claudius, (with the exception of Pslpellius Clodius Q.), on
the other hand, seem all to have held this post. 1In the career

of Maxumus the phrase pp,bis apparently is used already in the

new sense of having been primus pilus and primuspilus 1terum.
The careers of C. Baebius Atticus and the unknown ofjfl?ll

gl ve both primipilutes in their position in the career, and it
i1s noticeable that ppll began to be included in the procurat-
orial career berore the urban tribunates and those of the
vigiles were. Finally we have in this period the third possible
way of Indicuting the tenure of the ordinary and superior
primipilates; in the career ot L. Rufellius Severus, pp. II leg.
A and leg. B. Although the inscription is broken I am confident
that the iterution of the ordinary primipiiate is not meant,
because in this cuse the legions would not be specified, as
clearly they were on the missing fragment. Thus it seems
reasonably certain that by the reign of Claudius the post of
pp. II was generally held between the praetorian tribunate and
the first procuratorship, and all three possible ways of
indicating it on a career were in use, These are the Insertion

of it in 1its proper place, the use of the phrase pp,bis or pp, Ll

either at the point where the first primipilate would come or
where the second would, or the use of the phrase pp. leg. =a

and leg. B at elther of those points. This last can only be
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used when both: primipilates were held in a legion. From this

point in the chapter I shall imply the posts of primuspilus

and primuspilus bis when I speak of the two primipilates or

the second primipilate. any reference to iteration ot the
ordinary primipiilates in a legion/ will be clearly indicated.
We come now to the question of the omission of the second
primipilate in certain careers. Its omission iIn the careers
of C. Velius Rufus and of Cn. Pompeius Proculus is probably
to be explained by the fact that both held urban tribunates
outside kome, as I suggest in the chapter on the Rome tribunates
In the case ot C. Rufius Festus it 48 uncertain whether the
letter p.p. at the beginning of the career imply both primip-
ilates or not. Nymphlidius Sabinus is a case of extraordinary
promotion. The unknown of $B 5731 is rather more puzzling,

as the career with its omission ot the post of primuspilus

iterum apparently belongs to t he period of the last three
Antonines, Perhaps i1 we had the full career, and it 1s by
no means certaln that we have, we might obtain some clue to
the reason for this omission.

There 1s an important group from the third century. Some

of the third-century primipilares, e.g. T. Licinius Hierocles,

and P. Vibius Marianus, definitely held the post in question.
But the unknown of VI 1645, whose career from the praetorian
tribunate was under the Philips, L. Petronius Taurus Volusianu%
praetoriun tribune under Valerian and Gallienus orhheir immedi-

ate predecessors. and Aurelius Sabinianus and Traienus Mucianus
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who by their careers belong to the reign of Gallienus or later,
did not. We have seen in an earlier chapter that the sole
reign of Gallienus is of considerable significance 1n the

history of the primipilares, and it seems probable that the

primuspilus iterum as such had disappeared by the end of that

reign at the latest., We shall suggest a reason for this later
in the chapter.
0f the careers which detail both primipilates, certain

glve primuspilus iterum or primuspilus bis in the proper place

in the career, but without naming a legion. The definite cases
only number five. In nine cases two legions are named or

n
implied, and‘ten no details are given,

Cases of primuspilus iterum wilthout a legion

L. Cirpinius pri. pil. iter. praef. leg.
X-XII.
C. Baebius atticus primopil. leg. V Macedonic.,

praef. civitatium Moesiae et
Treballiaqe pr]aef. civitatéwm.

in Alpib. Mar{tumis, t [rJ) mil.
coh. VIII pr., primopil. iter.,
etc..

Ti. Claudius Secundinus pp. leg. IIII F.,F., trib. coh.

prim., vig., trib. coh. XI urban
trib., coh. VIIII p[r.], pp.
iterum, praef. leg. II Tra.[i:b
ete..

T. Pontius Sabinus primus pilus leg. III Aug.,
praepositus vexillationibus
ete., trib, coh, III vig.,
coh, XIIITI urb., coh. II praet.
pp. II, proc. etc..

P, Vibius Marianus pp. bis, trib. cohh. X pr.,
XI urb., IIIT vig., pruef. leg.
1I Itel., pp. leg. III Gall..
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Cases where primuspilus iterum is held In a legion

L. Rutellius sSeverus &enturio) primi pili IT leg...,
rib. cohi. VII pr..
v rlimipilo] 1leg. LIII Scythiec., trib., coh.
x r[ s 1 ..praet.] , primopilo iter.

eg. XVI Ga[ll.]

M. Vettius Valens fop)1eg. VI victr., trib. coh.
V vig., trib. coh. XII urb.,
trib, coh, JLII pr., [pp. IT)
leg. XIII|T]Gem., etc..

rib. leg. I Italic., Jtrib.
coh.) IIII vigilum, trib. coh.
XV urbafn., trib. coh} XI urban
trib, coh. IX prael}jt.}], etc.,
primopilo iterum lejg. XIV
em., etc..

L. antonius Naso \'%rimo:]pilo leg. XIII Gim.,

m
Cn. Popeius Homullus pp. bis leg. LI Aug. et leg.
X Fretens., trib, coh. L1II
vig., trib. coh. X urb., trib.

coh. V pr..

Marcius Titianus praef. coh., trib., pp. legg.
duarum.

«. Petronius Modestus pp bis leg. XII Fulm. et leg.

I Adiu [£]ric., trib. mil. coh.
V vig., tr. coh. XII urb., tr.
coh. V pr..

Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus trib, coJhortium primae prae-
q1riae, XI urban.,[%I vigil.,

prim. pil. legiJonum III

Cyrenaicae, IIT Gall[icae.

C. Manilius 0= pp. bis leg. .. ] et leg. VI
errat., trib. c@h. .o Vig.,
trib, coh. .. urb.,Jtrib. cohn.
V pr., praef. leg. d@cenariué“;

Cases where there is no indication where primuspllus lterum was
Held.

Maxumus tjrib. E oh. 1I praetoriale
] Ep]I‘:l EnJo gilo bis. []’

XI 5744 pp. 1lterum.
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Q. Marcius Turbo pp. bis, praef. vehic., trib.

coh. ViI vigil., trib. eq. sin.
Kug., trib. prafe]t.,

C. Valerius Fansa pp-bis., trib. coh. VIIII pr..

Sex. Baius Fudens. (No complete career).

M. Bassaeus Rufus triv, [coh..] pr., trib, coh.
X urb., trib. coh. V vigul.,
Pp. bils.

L. Petronius sSablnus pp. legion. III Cyrenaicae,
curator statorum, tribuno coh..

P. Aelius Crispinus pp. II.

L. Cominius Meximus pp bis...trib. chor. VII
praetorise, XIIII urbanae,
1II vigul..

T. Licinius Hierocles tribuno ce¢ohortis octavae

praetoriae etc., praeposito
equitum itemyue peditum
iuniorum Maurorum iure gladii,
tribuno cohortis undecimae
urbanae etc,, primipilum bis.

As 1n the careers in the first section all other posts are

detalled, the omission o1 a legion with the post of primuspilus

iterum means in my judgement thaut that post in those careers
was held at Rome. A pointer to this is the case of Tuscenius
Felix, pp. II, who supervised the laying-down ol a boundary
near ardeate, the actual work being done by a prgetorian soldiez
Here there is a very clear possibility that he was based on
nome, A further point to notice is that the men who heid
ducenarian legionary prefectures appear to have held their

posts as primuspilus iterum at Rome, ¢f. L. Cirpinius and Ti.
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Claudius secundinus.

Finally, before leuving the caseer, we may note that M.
Calpurnius Seneca apparently went to ducenarian posts from the
ordinary primipilate. It hes been thought thut the primipilate
he mentlions wus in fact the second, but I give reasons below

for thinking that the post of primuspilus iterum in a legion

could never be described simply as primuspilus.

We come now to the difficult question of how the primuspilus

II is to be fittea into the legionary structure as we know it,
apurt from the cuase of 'luscenius Felix, referred to above, there

1s only one possible case of a primuspilus LI setting up an

inscription as such, and that is P. Pacilius Zenhon Laetus.

He could represent a cuse of khe iterationp of the ordinary

he h

primipilate, however, and in any caseAretired. This does bring

up an imporcunt point, for which Tuscenius relix 1s our only

guide: would & primuspilus 1l in any circumstances describe

himself as a primipilaris ? The evidence 1is scanty, but the

odds seem to be against 1t. any attribution therefore to

primipili II of inscriptions set up by men calling themselves

primipilares is open to exception.

Was satrius Crescens the pp, II of III Augusta in 162 ?

The answer would appear to be no, for we have inscriptions
relating to him which fit in with his having been an ordinary

primuspilus (4). Further, there is the letter relating to the

veterans of X Fretensils whiéh also mentions two primipili,

both communding centuries. as most are agreed that the
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primuspilus II would not command a century, we must explain

the two primipill attested for III Auguste and X Fretensls as

two ordinary primipili, and not as the primuspilus and

primuspilus II. Domuszewski's treatment 1s at fault here (5),

for he has built too much on the III Augusta lnscription. also

against any treatment of the pp II as even a ve.y senilor
centurion is the fact that he had been a tribune at KHome. He
could scarcely have runked after that below equestriun military
tribunes, in fact his nutwral position would be below the
legate and the senatorial military tribune.

we have in fact a person in the legion in precisely that
position, namely the prefect of the legion, as i1s demonstrated
in the chapter on the prefect or the camp. The objections to

identifying the pr muspilus 1I with him are as follows. First,

the assumed lowly status of the prefect, which is disproved
by the observation above, made in the first place, orélly, by
Mr. Birley. The objection 1s then raised that nevertheless
the prefecture of the canp is held directly afte. the first

primipilate, while the post of primuspilus iterum is held after

the Rome tribunates. The answer to this has two parts. First,
rank 1s of the person, not of the post. Secondly, the passage
through the Kome tribunates for the man destined for the
procuratorships was not designed to increase his military
experience, and did not affect his abdlity or otherwise to

discharge the duties of the prefect of the camp. What diftcdid

was to give him an opportunity to meet important people, and
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learn. His passuge through the bribunates was marked by
increases in salary, so that whereas if he had gone to the
prefecture of the camp after his first primipilate he would
have been receiving about 80,000 gesterces, after his praetorian
tribunate in the same post he would recétve about 120,000 at
least. Hence he is careful to distinguish hils superior rank by

the title primusplilus iterum, but the post andkhe dutles are

the same as the prefect of the camp. Lo the further objection
that everything points to the prefect of the leglon holding

his post ror some years, while the man who becomes primuspilus

iterum can hardly have remained at that level for long, the
reply amust be that this 1s no worse a problem for administration
than thos@ we have seen In connection with the Kome tribunates.

That the primuspilus iI and the prefect of the camp were

identical has been urged on me by Mr. Birley for some time, 1
have reslsted in the past, but it has been increasingly borne

in on me as I have studlied material that there can be no otner
solution. The chief objections were, 1t seemed, the fact that
the prefecture of the camp was held lmmediately arter the
primipilate, and in some cases, the only ones where it appeared
in Rome careers, before the bribunates. There is the additional
point thét I hgve just mentioned, namely the dﬁration of the
period as prefect compared to that as pp II. The basis of
these objections, 1t will be readily seen, 1is the view that

the prefect of the camp was rather inferior. Now this view

is no longer tenable 1in view ot the fact of his rank in the



233

legion, and, another point that has come home to me in study-
ing the material, there is no support for it from the way

that prefects of the camp are looked upon. Put briefly, since
the only person in the iegion known to us, of the standing we

should expect for a primuspilus II, is the prefect of the

legion, the two ought surely to be identified. In passing it
mgy be noted that this enormously simplifies the problem of

the ducenarian legionary prefects, of Galliénus. Clearly they
were the old prefects of the camp. it allows us to eliminate
the possibility of a prefect of the camp for an Egyptian legion
in sgypt, as the nearness in rank would have created difficult-
les. 'The difficulties done away with are greater than those
that remain. 1 therefore put forward this hypothesis':;s l;!d

Mr. Birley, as an explanation of the nature of the primuspilus

II.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS PROCURATOR

This chapter completes our consideration of the primipilar-

1is 1n the army and in administration. It has a particular

significance, for while the prefectures of the camp and the

KRome tribunates were reserved for the primipilares, the

procuratorships could ounly be gained by them in face of the
competition trom the rest of the eguestrian order. Clearly
an estimate of thelr contribution to the procurators will help
us to judge their importance outside the purely military realm,

fugustus to Caligula

The dictum of sherwin-White (1, that there were three
largely unrelated bodies in the Imperial civil service before

Claudius is borne out by the evidence regarding primipilares.

The semi-military prefectures are detailed below. They are
not of great importance. Otherwise there 1s a representative
from each of the other two groups mentioned by A.N. Sherwin-
White, M. Vergilius Gallus Lusius, who was 1diologus in rgypt
after being praetorian tribune, and Catonius Iustus, who rose

from centurio primi ordinis in aA.D. 14 to prgetorian prefect

in aA.D. 43. A«N. Sherwin White has already pointed out (&)
that the idiologue at this period was apparently an amateur;
concerning Catonius Iustus he remarked that his mission to
Rome probably brought him to Imperial notice (o). The history
of the great prefects of this period aa given by him shows

clearly that there was no standard approach to the post. Both

®
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of these appointments therefore are to be regarded as isolated
instances. L. Cirpinius held the ducenarian command ot XxXII

Deiotarianas at this period, and v, Anicius Maximus was prefect

of the camp in bgypt at a time when 1ts rank was not yet
ducenarian. 1 shall refer to the ducenarian legionary prefect-
ures in this chapter, because of their rank and the fact that
they do torm sometimes the prelude to a procuratorial career,
but it should be remembered that they are in a speciul category
as being reserved, wlth the one exception of C. Iulius Pacatianus

for primipilares.

The evidence thus polints to the primipilaris being consider-

ed suitable ior the type of miiitary governorships shown below,
clearly much 1oweq{ in rank and different in function from the
later procuratorial governorship, and of course for the command
of the wgyptian legions. 1the procuratorial structure barely

existed, so there could be little possibliity of a regultar

I'low of primipilares into procuratorships.

Praefectl civitatlium.

L. Antonius iaso f 1¢]g. 111 Cyrenaicae, [’ 1e]g.
XIII Geminae, ..[praefecto]
civitatis Colaphianorum,
[pr:lm:)jpilo leg. XIII Gem,,etc..

C. Baebius Atticus primopil. leg. V Macedonic.,
' praef. civitatmum Moesige ot
Treballia[e], Er aef, civitat
in Alpib. Maritumis, . mil.
coh. VIII pr.,primopil. 1ter9
procurator etc..

Olennius e primipilaribus regendis
Frisils impositus.
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s5ex, Pedlus Imsianus Hirrutus prim. pil. leg. XXI, pra[bf
Kaeti sg, Vindolicis, valljys
R]oen nNnae et levis armatur..

L., Vibrius Punicus praef. equitum, primopilo,

trib. mil., praef, Corsicae.

CLAUDIUS TO NERO

The next period, up to A.D. 69, is characterised by the

replacement of the title praefectus by procurator -in the title

of equestrian governorships. This reflects a change in type of
governorship (4). Nevertheless, the primipilares were still
considered suitable to hold them, and in fact we find C. Baebius
Atticus_governor in Noricum and T. Tulius Ustus governor 1in
Thrace in this period., The first-naned may be considered as

a link between the two types, as he had already held two posts

as praefectus civitatium between his two primipilates, see

table above. =a change is also apparent in the status of the
prefects of the fleet. Up to the reign of Claudlius these posts
had been part of the military career, but in the career of

P. Pa%ibellius Ulodius Quirinalis the prefecture of the Ravenna
fleet appears as a procuratorship. This is the last appearance

of the prefecture of a fleet in the career of a primipilaris

before the preaetorian fleets of Ravenna and Misenum begin to
reappear as ducenarian posts. (Q. Marcius Turbo 113-4)
Undefined procuratorships were held by Maxumus, and the
unknown of X 171l1. 1In both cases the preceding career shows
the post to hav%been ducenarian. These twq,like C. Baebius

Atticus, held a praetorian tribunate and the post of primuspilus

iterum before thelr procuratorship. TIulius Pollio held an
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urban and praetorian tribunate, and presumably the post of

primuspilus iterum, before the procuratorship of Sardinia, and
M. Vettius Valens held all three Rome tribunates, and was

primuspilus iterum,before his procuratorship of Lusitanils.

Finally, of the procurators, Valerius Paulinus was procurator

of Gallia Narbonensis in a.D. 69.

Of the praetorian prefects of the period, Nymphidius

Sabinus, praetorian prefect in aA.D. 65, was probably not a

primipilaris at all, and had an extraordinary career. Plotius

Firmus was prefect of vigiles, and was made praetorian prefect

under utho arbitrio militum. We do not know the circumstances

under which he reached the prefecture of vigiles. Alfenus
Varus was a resourceful prefect of the camp, but as praetorian
prefect of vitellius he lost his nerve. Arrius Varus seems
to have been made of sterner stuff; his primipilate had been
partly the reward of espionage, but he was of considerable
military abllity, as he showed in the civil wars. He obtained
the prefectlure through the prestige he and his superior,
Antonius Primus, enjoyed, and could rely on nis popularity with
the troops and populace, and the favour of Domitian., Neverthe-
less Mucianus was able to demote him to the prefecture of the
annona.

These posts are clearly unrelated to the procuratorial
career, Each of thes8@ men had some factor other than his
natural abillity to thank for the prefecture. whether

primipilares would in the normal course of even ts obtain the
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praetorian prefecture in this period is an open guestion. One
thing that is 1llustrated by the cases above 1s important,

however, The primlipilaris d41d not need a long procuratorial

career to prepare him for the praetorian prefecturs. We shall
see that exemplified more than onece in later years.

As far as the procurators of this period are concerned,
the most lmportant thing to note is that not one 1s attested to
have held more than one post. 1In fact there 1s no procuratorial

caroer open to primipilares at this period; only the possibilit:

of a provincial procuratorship or a provincial governorship
for the more deserving.

It will be noted that i have made no comment so far on
either the origines or the corps of the procurators dealt with.
There can be little point in dealing with the first while there
is still a large italian proportion in the legions. 1t is
worth noting, however, that there is a colonlst, Valerius
Paulinus of Forum Tulii, attested as a procurator. There is
little light on the question of corps. M. Vettius Valens was

from the ranks of the guard. P. Alfenus Varus was a trecenariu

so he could have been elther from the guard or have been comm-

issioned ex equite hHomano. In any case, Varus was appointed to

the prefecture of the camp, normally the end of a career, and
1t was only the circumstances of civil war thaqbrought him to
the praetorian prefecture, (. Nymphidius Sabinus in all
probability was not a primipilaris at all.
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VESPASIAN TO NERVA

In the Flavian period we must distingulsh those affected
by the events of 69-70. L. Antonius waso, from Hellopolis;
saw a career that took him through four nome tribunates between
66 and 68 cut violently short by hils dismlssal by Galba. Otho

appointed him primuspilus iterum, but the victory of vitellius

again halted his career. Vespasian appointed him praetorian
tribune again, and put him in charge of the Keate colonists,
out he had no Interest in this man as a prospective high
official. un A. D. 78 we find him merely holding the ducenarian
first-echelon procuratorship of rontus andbithynia. (From this
point I shall continually refer to the four ducenarian échelons
distinguished by H.G. Pflaum (5).)

T. Suedius Clemens, an italianywas no more fortunate.
Vtho had put him in charge of a naval expedition, with two
collegfigues. He had seized effective leadership, snd waged
war on ittaly with ferocity. He was accepted by Vespasian, but
did not receive the preferment of a man of Vespasian's own

selection would have done. A primipilaris in 69, he was a

praetorian tribune under vespasian, and in /9-80 ducenarian
prefect of the camp in Egypt. As in the casé of Naso, the
progress 1s too slow to suppose much nope of his ever attaining
to one of the major procuratorships. Yime was precious where

the primipilaris was concerned, and no emperor would keep a

man of promise hanging about in the¢ early posts of his career,
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oubrius Dexter was one of the tribunes sent by Galba to try
and put down the rising of Otho by persussion. He reappears
in A.D. 74 as procurator of Sardinia, again u first-echelon
post. This 1s rather taster, and Dexter may have had prospects
of further advancement.

A complete contrast is the career of the unkown of XI 5744.
The explanation 1 have proposed of the antecedents of this man
would make him prefect of an gla and then of the shore in
Mauretania Caesariensis, There he must have rendered some

signal service to Vespaslan, for he was appointed primuspilus

iterum,and had a career unparalleled before the closing years
of Domitian. after holding the first-echelon procuratorship

of Baetica he went to:.the governorships of Mauretania Tingitana
and Mauretania Caesariensis in turn. There followed the pro-
curatorship of Beligica and the two Germanies in the fourth

and highest decenarian echelon, beyond which lay the secretar-
lats and the great prefectures. The career is broken at that
point, The significance of this career is immeasurable, for
even allowing for the fact that the man may not have been a

primipilaris, and for the unusual circumstances in which the

rise to the top began, it shows the possibility of a procurator-

i ~3
ial career rising to the fourth echelon starting from primuspily

iterum under the Flavians.

A confirmation of Flavian promotion of primipilares may be

found in the career of L. Liternius rronto., In 70 he was

present in Jerusalem as prefect of the camp in kgypt, a
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ducenarian post, leading a vexillation of the Egyptlan legions,
and in a.D. 79 he was prefect of wgypt. This rapid rise to
almost the top of the equestrian hierarchy is probably in part
to be connected with the events of 69. He had no doubt
vigorously supported T. Iulius Alexander in the proclamation of
Vespaslian as emperor, .

There does not seem to be any suggestion of special
circumstances about the other notable career of the Flavian
pericd, that of C. Velius Rufus. ‘'This man from Heliopolis had
served as a centurion in the Jewish war, and so had ample
opportunity to cakch Vespasianis eye. A neatly-executed task
in 4.D. 72, the bringing back of the sons of the king of antioch
kept him in the limelight. His prd mipilate must have been
shortly before 83, when he commanded a combinéd force 1n
Domitien's German war. He later distinguished himself in
Mauretanlia, where in addltion to his tribunate of the urban
cohort from Carthage he had a command as dux (6) over detachmert
from the armies of noman africa. He brought his cohort over to
take part in the Daclan and German wars, for hils services in
which he was decorated. His appointment to the procuratorship
of rannonia and Dalmatia must have been after A.D. 89, probably
following on his service In the wars in that region. This was
in the first ducenarian echelon, and was followed by the
procuratorship of naetia, with the added privilege of the

ius gladii. The latter was a third-echelon provincial governor-

ship, and may have been obtained in a.D. 92 (7), about ten
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years after his first primipilate. 'this is a notable career
also, and points definitely to the Flavians having been willing

to make use of primipilares. I have commented elsewhere on

the significance of the fact that he did not hold a tribunate

at nome or the post of primuspilus iterum. The other example

of this, Cn. rompeius rroculus, who belongs to this period or
to that of ywrajan«Hadrian, went to the procuratorship of rontus
and Bithynia. Finally, Q. Petronius Modestus after a normal
career held the procuratorship of asturla and Callaecia, first
echelon, under Nerva and Trajan.

To what extent dp we need to modify H.G. Pflgum's view on
this period, "Il semble donc.:que 1:entrée de prétoriennes dans
les cadres administratifs serve 2 rgcompenser ces militaires
vieillls sous la culrasse, mais que l:empereur n‘'a nullement
1+intention de leur ouvrir 1'accs aux préfectures" (8)? He
did not then know that Liternius Fronto was definitely a

primipilaris who rose to be prefect of mgypt. We do not know

if Al 5744 reached the prefectures, or how far C. Velius Rufus
might have been assisted by the gratitude of the emperor, and
also by that emperor being short of reliasble men. T1he answer
seems to be that the proposition of H.G., Pflaum may be correct

on the whole, but there are notable primipiluris careers, and

it is possible that they reflect a new deliberate policy by

the rlavians of using primipllares in the higher adminilstrative

posts, wun the question of origo and corps, T. Suedius Clemens

and subrius Dexter were Italians, at a time when one cunnot rule
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out definitely the possibility of their having originated in
the ranks of the legions. L. Antonius Naso and C. Velius Rufus
were colonists, from Heliopolis.

TRAJAN AND HADRIAUN

This 1is a crucial period, as we have seen in other contexts
The rirst man to come under Trajan would seem to be Cn. Pompeius
Homullus, for though he was decorated by an unnamed emperor,
who ought to have been Domitian, the last of his posts at least
on present evidence ought to fall under Trajan. If we are
right in supposing him to have been Spanish by origin and a

centurion ex equite nomano he had much to recommend him to

Trajan. He was procurator of Britain in the first echelon, and
then went to the procuratorship of the 1wo uauls in the fourthk.
The reason for this apparently notable promotlion is clear on

a comparison with the career of Ti., Claudius Secundinus. The
latter had a simllar career, except that he held a procurator-
ship in the second echelon at Home. As both went on to becaome

head of the bureau a rationibus, it is clear both had shown

a flair for the financial side., But when Homullus was active
there were no second echelon posts at Rome avallable, so he

was allpwed to pass over the third echelon, which contained
mainly procuratorial governorships, and go direct to the Gallie
procuratorship. - after this he went to the secretariat already
mentioned., His death leaves unsolved the question whether
further promotion was intended. Clearly here we have a

primipilarls who has shown talent for the financial side. The
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more military-minded primipilaris, as we shall see, lHad a

different pattern of career.

Trajan's reign did not give time for many of his protééés
to reach the procuratorships. There are however two notable
men, Ser, Sulpicius 5imills was called into Trajan's presence
as a centurion while the praetorian prefects waited, and well
before the end of that emperor's reign, in a.D. 108-9, he was
prefect of Egypt. Even 1if we take Dio's "centurion“ as a loose

term for primipilaris, the rise is amazing, f'aster even than

the climb of L. Liternius Fronto, and the fuct that Similis
was praetorian prefect at wrajanis death can hardly surprise

us. He had also held the post of praefectus annonae, the first

primuspilus recorded to hold it in a regular career (we can

hardly count the "consolation prize" of Arrius Varus), His
career helps us to understand how such a career as that of

Marcius Turbo was possible. ‘lurbo was a centurion soﬁe time
after lu4-5, and prefect of the Misenum fleet, in the fourth
echelon, 1n 113 or 114. In between he had held the two prim-

ipilates, the post of praefectus vehlculorum, three tribunates,

including that of the equites singulares, and the second-echelon

post of procurator ludi magni. The prefecture, centenarian in

rank, and the procuratorshipy, are alike to be explained by the
desire to keep him in nome. Hence he did not hold a provincial

procuratorship in the first echelon or a procuratorial governor-

ship in the third. after Hro=PIeF SOt RGO it @t intdOU-0a
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the prefecture of the fleet followed a number of extraordinary
appointments. He was decorated in the rarthian war, in 116
was operating in Cyrenaica against the Jews, in 117 wag putting
down troubles in Mauretania, and in 118 was commanding on the
Middle Danube with the honorary title of prefect of kgypt,
accorded to him tor its prestige value. His career thus con-
tinued through the change of emperors, and the praetorian pre-
fecture is his in A.D. 119 without as far as we know any of the
normally preceding posts. DBoth of these careers are typified
by rapidity of promotion, and disregarding of normal rules.

The reason in each case is clear, to allow Similis and Turbo to
have the maximum number of years avallable to serve as prefect
consonant with their having gained the necessary experience. A

man could not well be primuspilus before the age of forty, and

therefore he could only affdrd to take fifteen years to reach
the prefecture.

Continuing in strict chronological order, T. Flavius Priamus
was trinune of vigiles in 111. His post as furidicus in Egypt
is attested, but not dated, though one would not expect this
first-echelon post to be more than five years after the tribun-
ate. L. Numerius albanus held his tpibunape of vigiles in 113,
ané the pref;;ture of the Ravenna fleet in 127. The latter was
a third-echelon post. The time-interval is appropriate to a
man who had climbed to this hieght in the procuratorial hierarchy
Finally, among those who reached their highest recorded post

under Hadrian, is M. Calpurnius Seneca, who to me was one of
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that group of Spanish knights who received their primipiléte
under Trajan. There may have been something strange about his
early career, for the only post he gives us is apparently his

first primipilate, there being no mention of the Rome tribunates

or of the post of primuspilus iterum. He held the first-echelon

procuratorship of Lusitania and Vettohia, the third-echelon
post of prefcecct of the Ravenna fleet, and the fourth-echelon
post of the Misenum fleet. This last is dated to 134. If we
take fifteen years as a round figure for probablo previous
service, his first primipilate could have been under Trajan, or
in the early yoars of Hadrian. This passing-over of the s econd
echelon is the second example we have met (the first was C.

Velius Rufus). It is characteristic of the primipilaris.

Tenure of a post in the second echelon is always occasioned by
special reasons, cf. Q. Marcius Turbo.

One case remains to be noted that stands by itself, which
marks a new departure. I have accepted H.G. Pflaum's reasoningg9)
concerning the career of Cammius Secundinus, though not concern-
ing his prigo and antecedents. Secundinus held an ordinary
prefecture of the camp after the first primipilate, and was then
a procurator. He does not deflne its nature, but it must have
been of centenarian rank. Turbo uﬁde; Trajan_ﬁad held such a
procuratorship before the tribunate of the vigiles. 1In passing
1t may be noted that if I am right in seeing in Secundinus an

Italian who was commissioned as centurion ex equite Romano,

there is no case tor regarding the men who went to centenarian



241,

procuratorships after their first primipilate as all ex-legion-

aries.
This period then saw a bold and imaginative use of the

primipilaris. There is no apparent distinction of corps or

country of origin, though possibly if we knew more we might

find a prejudice for men ex equite Romano. Homullus was prob-

ablyebdy from spain, Seneca certainly, from the ancilient Baetican
colony of Hispalis. Turbo came from the colony of Epidaurus,
in Dalmatlia. I have suggested that Homullus, Seneca, and the

Italian Cammius Secundinus, were all ex equite Romano. Note

the essentlal contlnuity between the two reigns.
PIUS TO COMMODUS
The following period has been treated as a whole in the

origines chapter. Still regarding it as such, we wlll neverthe-

less take the procurators in chronological order, to show the
changes, if any, from emperor to emperor. First come two of
Hadrian's selections, T. Pontius Sabinus, and Ti. Claudius

Secundinus. The first of these was ex equite Romano. He

pursued the normal equestrian career upto the post of tribunus

angusticlavius, in which capacity he was decorated in the

Parthian war; he was then commissioned as centurion, and after

his primipllute commanded a vexillation of 3000 men in Britain
in the second British war in the 130's (10). He went the round

of the Rome tribunates, was primuspilus iterum, and was prémoted

to the procuratorship of Gallia Narbonensis. The career of

Ti. Claudius Secundinus is attested to have gone further. His



248

praetorian tribunate is datable to A.D. 129. After primuspilus

iterum he was prefect of 1I Traiana, from which post he went to

a second-echelon post at Rome, that of the vicesima hereditatium

(I have dealt in the chapter on the prefect of the camp with
the gquestion why the ducenarian legion prefect generally held a
second-echelon post as his initial procuratorship,. Secundinus
passed over the third echelon, containing the procuratorial
governorships, to the fourth-echelon procuratorships of the two

Gauls, the secretariat a rationibus and the prefecture of the

annona. Here the promotion to the second-echelon has discovered
a real talent for the financial side. The career is cssentially
the same as that of Homullus. I suspect that Secundinus was

ex equlite Homano also, with his distingulshed relations in his

home~town of Aquileia.
Clearly Pius was following the precedent set for using

primipilares as procurators, and even as prefects. A most

notable case of the latter is Tattius Maximus. He was tribune

of the equites singulares at least from 142 to 145, was prefect

of vigiles in 156, and praetorian prefect in 158. Note again
the swiftness of promotion of the man marked out to be a prefect.

L. Sempronius Ingenuus was a primipilaris in 152, having probabl;

just completed hils first primipiiate, and had reached the
third-echelon governorship of Davia Porolissensis by 164.
This is quite fast, though it should be remembered that normally

the procuratorial governor would only hold a first-echelon

Pr@curatorship berorehand, so that the third echelon was
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reached on the second promotion. Sex. Baius Pudens was tribune

of the equites singulares in 153, held a first-echelon

procuratorship, and was governor successively of three third-
eéchelon governorships, Noricum, Haetia and Vindelicia, and
Mauretania Caesariensis., He died in the last post, which is
dated to 167. Clearly here he had reached this echelon 1ln a
very short space of time. He then held not the normal one but
three posts in this echelon. The reason for this was probably
a serious shortage of experlenced men at a time of crisis.

The fact that rudens had been tribune of the equites singulares

suggests that he might have risen to the top. C. Valerius
Pansa is not recorded to have risen gbove the first echelon,
the procuratorship of Britain,

Under the selections of Pius must also be reckoned M.
Bassaeus Rufus, an Italian, and by his history from the ranks
of the praetorian guard, His first procuratorship was asturia
and Galicia, hls second Noricum, still under Antoninus Pius,
if the restoration of III 5171, proc. Aug., 1s correct. The
procuratorships were first and third echelon respectively,

normal for the primipilaris without special qualifications.

The fourth-echelon procuratorship of Belgica and the two

_ Germanles followed, the secretariat_a ratioplibus, the Pl‘tftcfurg
of the vn,alhs E,! pt, and the practorian quard. The

secretariat may“Seem at tirst sight surprising, but it had

become common at this period for the future praetorian prefect

to hold it (11). Like Turbo, Rufus probably served a good

thirty years from his first primipilate.
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T. Desticius Severus had quite a different sort of career.
Again,Italian, after his first primipilate he was successively
subprefect of vigiles, and procurator of Dacia Superior,
belonging to the lower and upper classes of centenarian
procuratorships respectively. He then entered the ducenarian
class with the first-echelon procuratorship of a complex of
provinces in asla Minor, and moved to the third-echelon procurat-
orial governorship of Raetia. Belgica followed, a fourth-echelon
province. Thils is the best carcer of a man who went through the
centenarlian procuratorships, apart from that of M. Aquilius
Felix, who had unusual circumstances in his favour.

The policy of Pius then seems the same as that of the two
preceding emperors, with one significant change, the apparent
disappearance of the non-Italian procurator. T. Pontius Sabinus,
Ti. Claudius Secundinus, Tattius Maxlmus, Sex. Baius Pudens,

C. Valerius Pansa, M. Bassaeus Rufus, and T. Desticius Severus
were all Italians. As far as corps is concerned, T. Pontius

Sabinus was ex equite Romano, and I suspect Ti. Claudius

Secundinus was too. Both were Hadrian's choices. C. Valerius
Pansa may have obtained his centurionate by direct commission.

M. Bassaeus Rufus must have been a praetorian. The rest could

have been either from the ranks of the guard of ex equite Romano.

Under Marcus Aurelius comes the career of P. Aelius
Crispinus. He was from the colony of Solva in Noricum, and
after the first echelon post of Hlspania Tarraconensls he

developed specilal talent. That is at least the first impression,
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for he held In succession three second-echelon posts, the
governorshlp of Mauretania Tingitana, and the procuratorship

XX hereditatium and that hereditatium, the last two both at

Rome. There followed the third-echelon governorship of
Mauretania Caesariensis. The tenure of both Mauretanias is
easy to understand, and the tenure of two Rome posts in
succession 1s common, but it is not easy to understand to what
type this career belongs, with its elements of the carecr of
the procuratorial governor and ol the tfinancial speclalist.
One would not expect 1t to have been a swift career, though it
is not impossible.

The remaining careers are not distinguished, though they
have points of interest. The unknown of VI 31871, after the

prefecture of the camp of II Traiana, held outside Egypt and

therefore not a ducenarian post, was a commander of vexillations

and then procurator XL Galliarum, in the first centenarian

echelon., The top of the inscription is missing, but he is
unlikely to have risen far. The career of L. Petronius Sabinus
ran its course in the reign of Marcus; he was decorated as a
centurion in the German war, and became procurator of Marcus
and Commodus (sc. A.D, 171-80)._His tenure of the second-

echelon post of statio hereditatium, followed by the first

echelon post of Gallia Narbonensis, is a mystery, to which the
solution may be,as H.G. Pflaum suggested (12), a demotion for
some dereliction of duty. L. Cominius Maximus presents problems

of his own. He died at the age of eighty, having held the
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post oﬂprefect of II Traiana, and a post as procurator M.

Antoninl Augusti which was probably one of those at Rome. He

was evocatus Augustorum, thus at earliest 161, and presumably

procurator of Marcus before Commodus became co-emperor, giving
a maximum of fifteen years. What went wrong with this
brilliant career ? Again disgrace may be the answer, or ill-
health.

On this reigh there.is little more to add. P. Aelius
Crispinus was a colonist. L. fetronius Sabinus, L. Cominius
Maximus and the unknown of VI 51871 were from the ranks of the
guard, the first two being definitely Italian. The unknown of

Presigke Sammelbuch 5731 may have belonged to this reign, as he

was proc., M, Aurel. Ant... Apart from M. Bassaeus rufus, there

is a lack of outstanding careersfrom this reign, though this
may be due to deficiencies in our information.

L. Mantennius Sabinus was prefect or rmgypt 19o-4. He had
been a praetorian tribune some time previously, possibly under
Marcus Aurglius. i1if he had a carceer resembling that of M.
Bassueus mufus he must have held procuratorships under Commodus.
1. Flavius Geniaiis, praetorian trihune in 185, was identified
by 4. otein (lo, with the praetorian préfect ofi Didjus Iulianus,
The space of time 1s very short, and he was chosen suffragio

praetorianorum, so it is clearly an open question whether

Commodus had ever envisaged him as a praetorian prefect. L.

Artorius Castus after his primipilate was praspositus of a
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detachment of the Misenum fleet, leader of a combined force,

and then a centenarian procurator with the ius gladii.

To these we may add two mem who had been selected under
Commcdus. On. Marcius Rustius Rufinus was commissioned as a

centurion ex equite Romano. He was dilectator regionis Transpad-

anae before starting the rounds at Rome, where in 190 he is
attested as tribune of vigiles: So far he wus the mgn of
Commodus. The advent of Severus, significantly, did not hold

up his progress, for some time after 194 he held the prccurator-
ship of Syria Coele, 1in the first ducenarian echelon, passed ove:

the second echelon like most virl miliares, held the fleets at

Ravenna and Misenum in turn, in the third and fourth echelons,/

respectively, and was praepositus annonae some time after 197.

This last post 1s not connected with the prefecture of the annona
but was the duty of provision for the need of the army on the
Parthian expedition, presumubly held at the same time as the
prefecture of the misenum fleet. Rufinus was prefect of vigileX
in 205-7, just about the right time, as he was a Rome tribune
fifteen years before. Finally, he was praetorian prefect.

Quite a different type of career is that of M. Aquilius

Felix., He was sent by Iulianus as centurio frumentarius to

kill Sevefﬁsl He had already a reputation for disposing of
senators which he must have acquired under Commodus. He clearly

changed sides, received his primipilate, was praepositus of

vexillations, procurator hereditatium patrimonii privatl, a

centenarian post, procurator rationis patrimonil, and then for
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a time procurator operum publicorum. He 1s apparently attested

in this latter post in august 193, which makes the career so
far detailed move at a fantastic speed. In explanation one
can only invoke the circumstances of the period. The fact that

he returned to the post of procurator rationis patrimonii

suggests that his tenure as procurator operum publicorum may

have been short, and occasioned by some emergency. Having
held these two posts in the second ducenarian echelon, which
contained mainly civil posts at Eome, hc wasipromotcd to tho
Ravenna fleet, in the third echelon, which had the advantage
of not being out of Italy. It was the first post he had heid
in the procuratorships with a military association, and his

last of which we know, for the next post, praepostius a censibus

equitum Romanorum, though 1ts precise nature is a matter for

dispute, cleaﬂby is a civil post as those he had already held.
In the choices of Commodus we note a continuing italian
element. L. Mantennius Sabinus was italian, from his nomen.
Cn. Marcius Hustius Rufinus was from Beneventum. He is also
the only one of whom we know the corps. . Aquilius Fellix,
Ir'rom Rome, we cannot really count, as his primipilate was

given to him by Severus, and we have no evidence that Commodus

saw him as a future procurator.
We thus see over the period of the last three antonines a
preference for the Italian to the virtual exclusion of others.

The idea of using the primipilaris as a procurator or even as

a prefect was continued by rius, and his succecssors. The
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centenarian procuratorship was carried on, another Hadrianic
idea. 't1his period and the one preceding it may be regarded as

the hey%day of the primipilaris procurator.

A few careergremain whose dating is uncertain, though on
balance the second century seems the most probable period.
This is not entirely true of the first, BE VIII 478, however,
1this records a man who was apparently promoted to the
praetorian prefecture from the praetorian tribunate, and then
held au exlraopdinary command in the two Syrias. The number
of syrias gives the period as some time 135-194. H,G, Pflgum
has tried to place it exactly, in the period 175-76 (14),
but though his is a very ingenious and tempting hypothesis,

L thought it would be misleading to put the inscription under
aurelius, as if the date was proven. Valerius {IX 4678) 1is
dated to the second century simply on the grounds of
probability. On H.G. Pflaum's restoration (see Prosopography)
he held an unknown procuratorship, probably in the first
echelon, and the procuratorship of the two Gauls, in the

fourth echelon.
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He held, unusually, a prefecture of the camp after the first
primipilate and befisre the tribunate of vigiles. He died
after reaching the fourth echelon. The unknown of XIV 191,
again placod in the second century rather than the third on

the grounds of probability, was pretrect of 1I Tréalana,

procurator XX Rered., and prefect of the two praetorian fleets

in turn, a post being held in each of the four ducenarian
echelons. This career is partly restored, as will be seen on
reference to the Frosopography. Truttedius Clemens was
procurator of asturia and Callaecia, a first-echelon post, and
then of balmatla and Histria, in the same echelon. This is

the only cas® 1 know of where a primipilaris held two posts in

the first ducenarian echelon, and the reason seems to be, as
suggested by H.G. Pflaum (15), that the loss of his wife in
the first post led him to request a transfer from a place with
such unhappy memorlies. P. Cussius Phoebianus was procurator
of asturla and Callaecla, C. Rufitis.Festus of Dalmatia and
Histria. The lattef definitely belonged to the second century,
and was Italian, as was Truttedius Clemens.

THE THIRD CENTURY.

Two men whom 3everus promoted to high position have already
been named. une whom Severus presumably selected was M.
Oclatinius adventus, after an apprenticeship in the castra
peregrina we find him as procurator in Britain in 2056-7, and
as Laracalla's praetorian prefect at the time of his death.

He refused the Empire, and became prefect of Home under Macrinus:
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Herodlan's description of him is worth noting - "a military
genius, in everything else an ignoramus." He was also of
edvanced years, which he gave as his reason for declining the
Empirc., Neither of theése factors need mean that he was unfitted
for the prefecture, in fact both must have applied to M.
Bassaeus rufus. Probably of severan recruitment was Iulius
Honoratus, procurator of thc Maritime Alps In £135, a post in
the upper centenarian echelon.

The reign of Macrinus brought with it two more practorian

prefects from the castra peregrina, Ulpius Iulianus and

fulianus Nestor. ‘the former had been a censibus shortly before

Caracalla-s death, This post is unique in a primipilaris career

As both had been principes peregrinorum under Caracalla, 1i.e.

presumably after 211, their rise to the praetorian prefecture
was rapid. It may have been affected by the need of Macrinus
for men he could trust, even if they were not entirely qualified
but there are toc many caeses of praetorian prefects who have
only had a few years between their primipilate and their
prefecture for us to say that these two prefects were unfitted
for their great responsibility. Also under Macrinus we have

the case of aelius I'riccianus. Prefect of LI Parthica at the

accession of the former, he was adlected into the senate as a

consular, and sent to govern Lower Pannonia. The primipilaris

normally only could reach the senate via the praetorian
3
prefecture, and the adlection of Tricciaqtus must be reckoned

as a measure forced on Macrinus by the lack of senators that he
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could trust.

Under Elagabalus yet another praetorian prefect appeared,
£+ Valerius Comazon. Dio says that he had held neither pro-
curatorship nor prefecture before his praetorian prefecture,
his only important post being as prefect of a legion; I suspect

that this will have been the ducenarian post of II Parthica,

and I have shown in the Prosopography .that the sgrvices rendered
wﬂulfl ‘%vl?/ eyph i the praélorien pre ecture ,./f)‘.hetla

in this post by him in 218, to aome time before 222. He was
alsc urban profect, and all the evidence suggests that Severus
Alexander retained him in that position.

T. Licinius Hierocles had probably began to pass through
the tribunates at rnome under Caracalla. He began his procurat-

orial career with the post of procurator hereditatium, a Rome

post, normally in the second echelon. Then he became prefect

of 1I Parthica. One normally expects ducenarian legionary

prefectures to be held directly after the second primipilate,
but there may have been special reasons for this apparent
reversal of the normal order. ‘this second post was under
KElagabalus, and was followed by the post of praeses or Sardinia,
a second-echelon military governorship, and by the third echelon
governorship of Mauretania Caesariensis, held in z2Y. The
career thus need not have been slowed by the number of posts
held, four instead of two. In 257 Aelius Valens was tribune

of the equites singulares, and in 48 procurator of Sardinia,

in the second echelon., This seems a much slower career for

such a tribune in comparison with those of Marcius Turbo,
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Tattius maximus, and Bailus Pudens. Also in this period, between
194 and 2o, falls the career of C, Titius Similis, legionary

centurion, centurio frumentarius, princeps peregrinorum. His

first primipilate was followed by the procuratorship of Moesia

Inferior, a centenarian post, and then the same post lure
gladli, which H.G. Pflaum takes to mean that he was deputlsing
for the legate of the province (16). There followed the
procuratorship of Iusitania and Vettonia, in the first ducenar-
l1an echelon.

Cl. Aurelius Tiberius is attested as tribune of vigiles
and, under the rhilips, as jfuridicus in alexandria, a first
echelon post. ‘whe unknown of VI 1645 started in the guard,

became a centurion, was dux of the Daclan legions, primuspilus,

praetorian tribune, procurator of Lusitania (first echelon,,

procurator ludl magni (second echelon), and praefectus

vehiculorum, now apparently at’least in the second echelon. all

the ppsts from the tribunate onwards were held under the Philips,
and the man died before the end of the reign, so it was a swift
career, it 1s possible that the two posts 1In the second echelo:
were held less to give a specialised training than to retain
the holder in Rome, close to the emperor, cf. the career of
4. Marcius wurbo.

L. Petronius laurus Volusianus was the last certailn

primipilaris to become praetorian prefect. His career, though

still in a sense regular, is not a procuratorial one. He was

ex equite Romano, having served as a juryman on one of the five
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decuriae in Rome. His commission was as centurio deputatus,

on the staff at Rome. Without apparently any experience in the
legionary centurionate he received his primipilate. AaAfter this

he was praepositus of the equites singulares, quite possibly in

the field, tribune in turn of two field forces each consisting

of detachments from two legions, and then held in turn the three
tribunates ab Rome. So far there is g pattern we can recognise.
Now followed the tribunate of the first praetorian cohort, with

the title protecter augustil, which prcsumably put it abovce tho

praetorian tribunate he had previously held. From this post
he was promoted to the prefecture of vigiles, and then was made
praetorian prefect, with the additional honours in <61 of

consul ordinarius and in 267-8 of the prefecture of Rome. The

problems raised by the timetable and the related question of
whether in fact the praetorian prefecture could be held at the
same time as the other honours mentioned are discussed in the
Frosopography. Here I only wish to draw attention to the way
that the conditions of the third century have hastened this
development of the non-procuratorial career for the praetorian
prefect. When fighting ability is the prime requirement a long
procuratorial career 1s pointless and wasteful.

This purely military career does not mean that the

primipilares have ceased to hold procuratorships. Aurelius

Sabinianus held the procuratorship of Dalmatia, a first echelon

post, after having been tribunus protector. The career can

hardly be later than the sole reign of Galllenus. On the other
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hand, the fact that the two ducenarian legionary prefects,
Aelius Aelianus, and Clementius Valerius Marcellinus, were
praesides o: Mauretania Caesariansis and Mauretanla Tingitana
respectively, clearly &fter the reign of Gallienus, cannot be

used as evidence for primipilares becoming praesides or

procurators after Gallienus. As I have indicated in the chapter
on the late primiplilate, there are indications that the

primipilaris has lost any military characteristics at lastest

after Gallienus,
Among third-century procurators who are not closd y dated

we may note P. Vibius Marianus, who was primuspilus after being

centurio frumentarius, and after a career normal except for the

tenure of the prefecture of aﬁegion between the first primipilat
and the tribunate of vigiles was prbcurator and praeses of
Sardinia, a ducenarian second-echelon post in the third century.
His death prevented further advancement, if contemplated. His
career should be noted as evidence that the man from the castra
péregrina could go to the Rome tribunates. Centenarian
procuratorships are numerous. It should be noted that H; G.
Pflaum has suggested that the majority, 1t not all, ure at
latest of the time of Caracalla (17). C. Publicius rroculeianus
was procurator of raﬁnonia and ach@ia. Ti. Claudius Demetrius
was procurator oif the Maritime slps, after being soldier and

centurion in the frumentarii. M. Aurelius Antoninus held an

unnamed one.

In a rather specisl category comes the case of Bryonianus



262,

wollianus, who called himselt primipilaris, ducenarius,

ex procuratoribus. H.G. Pflaum has made a special study of the

problem of the appearance of the title ducenarius in certuin

inscriptions where the pjostu acscribed would not seem to have
that financial status, and has come to the conclusion thut from
<67 onwards the term is used as a title independently of any
fingncial qualification. (18, On this basis the career of
Bryonianus Lollignus would be dated to the second half of the
third century. For the reasons given above I would be reluctant
to belleve that the inscription post-dated the reign of
Gallienus.

On the case of Flavius Clemens I have indicated 1n the
Prosopography reasons why I do not agree with his identification
wlth the procurator of Mauretania Caesariensis.

The origines and corps of origin for this century, or
rather helf-century, are interesting. We saw how Severus used
Cn, Marcius Rustius rufinus, from Beneventum, and M. Aquilius
Felix, from Home., Other Italians,were L. Petronius Taurus
Volusianus, r. Vidius Marienus, and C., Publlicius Proculeianus.
Other people tended to come from colonies, C. Titius Similis
from Cologne, and Cl. Aurelius Tiberius from Philippopolis.
Those from the East, however, tend to come from ;1ties that are
notable, but not colonies, e.g. Ti. Claudius Demetrius from
Nlcomedia, M. Aureiius Antoninus from Prusiass, in Pontus and
Bithunia, and Bryonianus Loldianus from Sida, in Lycla and

Pamphylia. as far as corps of origin 1s w@wamcerned, we note
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particularly the large number who passed through the castra
peregrina, M. Aquilius Felix, C, Titius Similis, P. Vibjius
Marianus, Ti, Claudius Demetrius, M. Oclatinius Adventus,
Ulpius Iulianus, and Tulianus Nestor. Two praetorian prefects

were ex cqulte Romano, though hustius Rufinus had been selected

before severus, the other being L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus.
From the ranks of the guard was the unknown of VI 1645, M.,
Oclatinius Adventus could equally have been from the guard of
the legions. Aelius Triccianus was definitely a legionary.

P. Valerius Comazon may have been an auxiliary. We are thus
justifled in saying all sources of recruilts are still being

drawn on, the castra peregrina was a common approach to

procuratorships and prefectures, and that the primipilares

were still drawn from the best elements in the army.
Before tracing the main lines of development it will be

convenlent to summarise the careers we have mentioned iIn a table,

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA

M. Vergilius Gallus Lusius Jtalian Pp., praef, fab. III,
trib. praet.,IDIOLOGUS.

Catonius Tustus 7 prim. ord. -
rYRAETORIAN PREFECT.

CLAUDIUS TO NERO
C. Baebius Attlcus Italian pp. praef., civ. iI,
trib. s, praet., pp.iter.
PROCURATOR IN NORICO

T. Iulius Ustus trib. praet. -
PROCURATOR THRACIAE,
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P. Palpellius Clodius quirihalis Italian pp., trib. mil. leg.,

Maxumus

X 1711

Tulius rollio

M. Vettlus Valens

Valerius Paulinus

Nymphidius Sabinus

Plotius Firmus

P, Alfenus Varus

Arrius Varus

VESPASIAN TO NERVA

L. Antonius Naso

T. Suedius Clemens

Sex. Subrius Dexter

XI 5744

Italian
praetorian

Forum i1ulii
Jtalian
equestrian

miles

trecenarius

Heliopolis

legionary

Italian

Italian

equestrian?

PROC. AUG., PRAEF,
CLaSS 1S,

trib. praet., pp. bisy,
PROC. TI. CLAUD. etec..

pp., trib. praet., pp.
itel"o’ rROC. TI. etc.l

trib. urb., trib.
praet.~ PROC.SARDIN TA]

pp., trib. vig., urb.,

pr., pp. iter., rROC.
LUSTITAN..

tI'. pI'.-PROC. l\lARB.o

praef, eq.-tr. pr.-
PRAETORIAN PrREFECT.

PRAEF. VIG., PRAEF.
PRAET. .

praef. cast.-~PRAEF.
PRAET.

preef. coh., pp.,
PRAEF. PRAET., PRAEF
ANNON. .

praef. civ., pp., tr
leg., tr. vig., urb.,
urb., pr., pp lter.,
tr. pr., PROC. PONT.
ET BITH..

pp.—tr- pr.-PRAEF-
CAST. IN AEG..

tr. pr.-PROC.SARDIN IAE

praef. aaae item oras
pp. 1lter.,

PROC. BAETICAE (1I)
PROC. MAUR., TING, (II}



L. Liternius Fronto

C. Velius Rufus

Cn. rompeius Froculus

@. Petronius Modestus

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN

Cn. Pompeius Homullus

Ser. Sulpicius Similis

Q. Marcius Turbo

T.Flavius Priamus

Heliopolis
legionary

Spanish?
ex eq.R?

Epidaurus
Dalmatia.
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PROC. MAUR. CAE3, (III)
PROC. BELG. ET DUARUII
GERMANIARUW (IV)

PRAEF. CASTO IN AEG.-
PRABF. AEG..

pPp., praep. vex., trib.

XIII urb.,

PROC., PANN, ET DALM.(I)

PROC. RAETIAE IUS GLAD.
(I11)

pp., trib. L urb.,
PORC. PONT. ET BITH (I)

pp. 11, 3 Rome tribunate
PROC. ASTUR. ET
CALLAEC. (I,

pp. II, 3 Rome tribun-

ates.

PROC. BRITANNIAE (1I)

PROC. LUGUD. ET AQUIT.
(1IV)

A RATIONIBUS(secretar-

1aF.

centurlon,
PRAEF. A.NJ.’ONO ]
PRAEF, AEG..
PRAEF. PRAET..

legionary centurion,-

pp. I1I,

PRAEF, VEHIC.(centenar-
iany,

tr. vig., tr. eq.sing.,

tr. pr.,

PROC, LUDI MAGNI (II)

PRAEF, CLASS., MISEN.(IV

PRAEF., AEG.(honorary

titley
PRAEF. PRAET..

tr. vig.-
IURIDICUS (1)


http://tr._eq.sing

L. Numerius Albanus

M. Calpurnius Seneca

Cammius Secundinus

PIUS TO COMMODUS

T, Pontius Sgbinus

Ti. Claudius Secundinus

Tattius Maxims

L. Sempronius Ingenuus

Sex, Balus Prudens

C. Valerius Pansa

M. Bassaeus Rufus

Hispalis,
Baetica.
ex. eq.R.?

Italian

ex eq. K.?

ex eq. R.?

Italian

ex eq. R.?

Italian

Italian

Italian
direct
commission?

Italian
praetorian
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tr- Vig-" ;
PRAEF.CLASS.RAVENN, ( ITI,

DP.,

PROC. LUSIT. ET VETT.(I
PRAEF.CLAS3.RAVERN.{ III
PRAEF,CLASS . MISEN. ( IV)

pp.s praef.cast.,
PROCURATOR(centenarian;.

Jequestrian militiae,
pp. LI, 3 Rome tribun- -
ates,

PROC. GALL. NARB.(I)

pp. II., 3 Rome tribun-
ates.,

FRAEF.LEG. II TR.

PROC. XX HER. (II)

PROC. LUGUD.ET AQUIT( IV
A RATIONIBUS(secretarid
PRAEF. ANNON..

tr. eq. sing.-
PRAEF., VIG..
PRAEF. PRAET..

Pp.-
PROC.DAC.POR., (III)
tr. eq. sing.-

PROC. - (1)

PROC. NORIC.EIII)
PROC. RAET., (III)
PROC. MAUR.CAES.(III)

pp. II, tr. pr.,
PROC. BRIT. (I).

pp. II., 3 Rome tribun-
ates,

PROC,AST.ET CALL. (I)
PROC.NORIC. (III)
PROC.BELG.etc, (1IV)
A RATIONIBUS(secretarish
PRAEF.VIG..

PRAEF. ALG..
PRAEF. PRAET.



T, Destlicius Severus

P, Aelius Crispinus

VI 3lyvl

L. Petronius Sabinus

L. Cominius Maximus

SB 5751

L. Mantennius Sabinus

T, Flagvius Genialis

L. Artorius Castus

EE VIII 48

Valerius

Italian

Solva,
Noricum.

pravtorian

Italian
praetorian

Italian
praetorian

Italian
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bPp.,

SUBPRAEF. VIG.(lower
cent..

PROC.DAC.SUP. (upper
cent..

PROC.CAPPAD, etc. (I

PROC. RAET. (II1)

PROC. BELG.,etc..(IV)

pp. II,

PROC. HISP.TARRAC.(I)
PROC., MAUR, TING. (II)
PROC. XX HER. (II)
PROC. HER. (11)
PROC. MAUR. CAES.(III)

pp., praef, cast.,
PROC. XL. GALL. (cent.)

pp., curator stat.,-
PROC.STAT.HERED. (II)
PROC.GALL.NARB. (1I)

pp. II, 3 Rome tribun-
ates,

PRAEF. LEG. II TR..
PROC. AUG. PATRIM? (II

Pp., S Rome tribs.,
PROC. AUG. (I ?)

tr. pr.-
PRAEF. AEG.....

tr. pro—
PRAEF. PRAET..

PP.,
PROC, LIBURN, IURE GLAD
(centenarian

tr. vig., tr.pr.}tr./
pr., PRAEF, PRAET..

pp., praef., cast., 3
Rome tribunates,
PROC, - (I)

PROC. - (III)
PROC.LUGUD.ET AG.(IV)
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Truttedius Clemens

P. Cussius Fhoebianus

C. Ruflus Festus

THE THIRD CENTURY

Cn. Marcius Rustius
Rufinus

M. Aquilius Felix

M. Oclatinius Adventus
Iulius Honoratus
Ulpius Iulilanus

Julianus Nestor

Aelius Triccianus

Italian

Italian

Italian
ex eg. R.

Home

praet./ leg.

legionary
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tr. urb., tr. pr.-
PRAEF, LEG, II TR.

PROC. XX HER. (II)
PRAEF.CLASS.RAVENN. (III)
PRAEF.CLASS.MISEN. (IV)
tr. vig.-

PROC. AST,ET CALL. (I)
PROC. DAL#M.ET HIST.(I)

tr. vig.-
PROC. AST. ET CALL. (I)
Pp.;, & Rome tribunates,

PROC. DALM.ET HISTR.(I)

pp.II, 3 Rome tribunate
rROC. SYR. COELE (I)
PRAEF.CLASS.RAVENN. ( III;
PRAEF. CLASS.MISEN.(IV)
PRAEF. VIG..

PRAEF. PRAET..

7 frum., pp.,
PROC. HERED. PATR. PRIV,
(centenarian)
PROC.RAT.PATR. (II)
PROC.OP.PUB. (11)
PROC.RAT.PAT. (II)
PRAEF.CLASS.RAV.(III)
Praep.a cens., eyg. R..

7 frum., princ. per.,-
PROC. BRIT.

PRAEF. PRAET,

PRAEF. URB..

PD.,
PROC. ALP.MARIT. (centenar

princ. per.,-
A CENS IBUS
PRAEF. PRAET.

prinec. per.,-
PRAEF, PRAET. .

rRAEF. LEG. II PARTH.



P, Valerius Comazon Auxiliary?

T. Licinius Hierocles

Aelius Valens

C. Titius Similis Cologne.

Cl. Aurelius Tiberius rhilippoplis
Arabia
VI 1645 praetorian
L. Petronius Taurus 1talian
Volusianus ex eq. R..
Aurelius Sabinianus
P, Viblus Marianus Italian

C. Publicius irocul- Igalilan:
elunus
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Consuliar governor of
Pannonia Inferior.

PRAEF. LEG., II PARTH.?
PRAEF. PRAET.
PRAEF,. URB..

pp. 11,
PROC. HERED,

PRAEF.LEG. II PARTH.
PRAESES SARD. (II)
PROC. MAUR. CAES.

(I1)

(III)

tr' eqo Sing.,-
PROC. SARD. (II,

‘Y leg., 7 fruam., pp.,
PROC. MOES.INP.(centenar-
ian)
PROC.MOES. INF, IURE.GLADII
PROC.LUSIT.ET VETT. (I)

tr. vig.-
IURIDICUS IN ALEXAN‘DR(IA
I)

pp., tr. pr.,

PROC. LUSIT. (1)

PROC. LUDI MAGNI (11)
PRAEF. VEHIC (1)
7 dep., pPp.s praep. eq.

sing., tr. legg. II,
3 Rome trlbunates,
tr. L pr. prot.,
PRAEF. VIG..

PRAEF. PRAET.

Cos. ord..

PRAEF. URB..

trib. prot.,
FROC DALM. (I)

7 frum., pp., praef. leg,
3 Rome tribunates,

PROC. BABRD. (II)
PP,
PROC. PANN. ET ACH.

(centenarian,
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Ti. Claudius Demetrius Nicomedia mil.frum, 7 frum.,

PROC. ALP. MARIT.
(centenarian)

M. Aurelius antoninus Prusias PP,
PROC. (centenarian)

Byronianus Lollianus Sida pp., duc.,
EX PROCURATORIBUS.

It will be clear from the text and the table that there is

no question of a procuratorial career for primipilares before

69. In the period up to the reign of Claudius we ncte in

particular that apart from the praetecti civitatium the primipil.

ares have oniy casual contacts with the nascent civil service.
Under Claudius and Nero procuratqéhips begin to appear, includirg
two of the new procuratorial governorships, but they are single
posts, not flfdming a career. The period 69-70 did bring out

one significant truth, that the primipilaris couid be a

praetorian prefect, and that a procuratorial training was not
necessary for the post.
The Flavian perlod is fascinating, with its half-suggestion

of a developed career for primipilares. We must however re-

member that the two vital careers, that of XI 5744, and of

L. Liternius Fronto, were probably both vitally affected by the
events of 69-70. Nevertheless the fully deveioped cﬁréer of
AI 5744 clearly foreshadows the careers of the Trajan-Hadrian
period, as that of Liternius Fronto foreshadows those of the
great prefects of the same period. The career or C. Velius

rmufus shows clearly that Domitien understood the possibility ot
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using primipilares as procuratorial governors.

With Irajan and Hadrian emerge clearly the three types of
caresr already foreshadowed. These are that of the man who
receives a first-echelon procuratorship as a reward for faithful
service, that of the man who 1s intended to serve as a procurat-
orial governor in the third echelon, though he generally finish-
es his career in the fourth, and that of the man who 1s destined
to become a prefect. Unless a man has retired when the
inserliption giving his carcor 1s set up clearly we cannol be
too dogmatic in placing careers in these categories. The
typical second-type career is I, III, IV, the Roman numerals
indicating the ducenarian echelon to which each post belonged,
on the basis of the tables of H.G. Pflaum (18), We will
examine each type &n detail, so will content ourselves with
noting the distinctive type represented by Pompeius Homullus,
and under Fius, by Ti. Claudius sSecundinus, where a specilal
ability on the civil side has developed. It will be noted
that so far, while there 1s little evidence on origo and corps
of origin, what there is suggests that there is no discriminat-
ion on the basis of either, with one qualification. That is
Trajan and Hadrian seem to have given particular preference to

men ex equite Romano. It will be noted that these cases are

not all certain, as 1 have 1indicated by queries, but my general
impression, backed by the lack of success of the known
praetorians under those emperors, is that this was so.

Under the last three antonines, on the other hand, there
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1s a clear preference for Italians., What there is little
evidence on, however, is whether these ltallans were ex eguite
Romuno or from the ranks of the praetorian guard. The number
going from the first primipilate to the centenarian procurator-
ships, an innovation of Hadrian, seems to increase, but it is
noticeable that with one exception they do not rise as high as-
the men passing through the Rome tribunates.

In the third century there 1s a perceptible diminution in
the number of full procuratorial careers. This may be due to

procurators not stating their primipilaris origins. It 1is also

noticeable that the tendency for the primipilaris prefect to

$e dispense with a procuratorial career seems to be gaining
ground., There is still evidence for caretul selection, for
while the pro-Italian policy of the Antonines is brought to an
end there is no violent reaction against it, Praetorians and

men ex equlte Romano are still drawn on, the latter providing

two praetorian prefects at the beginning and end of our period.
A very important point is the advantage clearly possessed by
men who had at some time been in the service of the castra
peregrina,

I shall now attempt a general conspectus of the relation of

the primipilares to the procuratorships. In the chapter on

the Home tribunates we saw that an intake of seven or eight

primipllares out of thirty or so available each year would keep

those tribunates filled. These men after holding their posts

as primuspilus iterum would have to compete for whatever pro-
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portion of the procuratorships in the first ducenarian echelon
tell vacant each year,possibly one-third (of fifteen under
Hadrian-Commodus ). Our first main point must be therefore that

only a hardful of all primipilares cgh have held procuratorships.

Of these a Large proportion are not attested to have gone beyond
the first echelon, and in many of them it is probable that they
never did. Iin this context again we must remember the importance
of the age at which the first primipilate had been reached.

Of the posts in the first echelon the following dc nct

appear in primipilaris careers, proc. hibliothecarum, ab epistul-

3s Graecis, archiereus slex., proc. Baeticae, proc. tractus Karths

or theséf?irst three are normally held by people who had a
predominantly civil career. The last occurs in equestrian careef
of H.G. Pflaum's type II. One suspects that there is nothing

in the omission of Baetica thal the fragmentary state of our
evidence does not explain. The normal practice seems to have

been that the primipilaris should commence his procuratorial

career with a prowvincilsl procuratorship.
There 1ls one case of a starting-post that 1is puzzling.

L. Petronius sSabinus was proc. stat, hered., a post at htome

that should have been second-~echelon, and then was proc. Narb.,

a first-echelon post. The explanation may be demotion.
a good general rule is that the tenure of a second-echelon

post by a primipilaris ought to mean something special as far as

his career 1s concerned. These posts were generally omitted,

Tor apart from the procuratorial gavernorship of Mauretania
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Tingitana, and in the third century that of Sardinia, there were
only home posts, two prowvincial procuratorships, and an kgyptian

post In that echelon. There was one group of primipilares,

however, sho had to pass through that echelon, those who held

a ducenarian legionary prefecture instead of a first-echelon
procuratorship. The only way that these men could enter the
procuratorial hierarchy without being disadvantaged by their
start was for them to begin in the second echelon. Ti. Claudius

Sceundinus was procurator XX hered.,, and showed such talent in

that post that he leapt over the echelon of the procuratorial
governorships, to hqgﬂ a great provincial procuratorship. Wo
shall revert to him. L, Licinius Hierocles did precisely the

opposite, i.e. he was first proc. XX her., and then prefect of

II Parthica. This may be due to a rise in thef status of the

latter post. He then held a further second-echelon post, the
governorship of Sardinia, before going on to the governorship
of Mauretania Caesariensis, 1in the third echelon. Claudius

Secundinus held the procuratorship of the vicesima hereditatium,

but he went to a normal primipilaris career, holding the two

fleets in turn. Finally, on the ducenarian prefect, L. Cominius
Maximus held an unnamed procuratorship after the prefecture of
II Traiana, which H.G. Pflaum suspects to have been proc.

patrimonii.

Among those who held one or other of the two procuratorial

governorships in this echelon are T. Licinius Hierocles(Sardinia,

P. Vibius Marianus (Sardiniaj, Aelius Valens (Sardinia), all
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third century, and r. Aelius Crispinus (Mauretania Tingitana)
and the unknown of XI 5744 (Mauretania Tingitana). Of these,
apart from r. Aelius Crispimus, whom we shall discuss in a momeni
all clearly were having a normal type of career. As fur as we
can detect the tenure of these second-echelon governorhsips
did not necessarily affect the career unfavourably.

There are two cases of men who had a prolonged career in
the second echelon. M. Aquilius Felix clearly discovered a
genius for the civil side of the procuralorial system. On the
other hand, P. Aellius Crispinus had rather a baffling career,
1ncorporatiﬁg feabures of the career of the financial speclalist
and of the ordinary procuratorial governor.

Finally there are two careers where the posts held are very
similar and the reason for their tenure apparently the same.

Qe Marcius Turbo held the centenarian post of praefectus

vehiculorum between his first primipilate and his tribunate of

vigidtes, and his first ducenarian procuratorial post was the

second~echelon one of procurator ludi magni. Theé uhkhown of VI

1645 held in turn the post of procurator ludi magni and that of

praefectus vehiculorum, both then in the second echelon, after

a first-echelon post. The object seems to have been in each
case to keep the man in question at Rome, near the emperor.

The posts held by the primipilares in the second echelon

are those of procurator AiX hered, proc. hered., proc. patrim.,

proc. ludifmagni, proc. nmauretanlae Ting., proc. Sardiniae. Not
[ 4

attested are a studiis aug., a voluptatibus aAug., praep. a
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censibus, proc. Asise, proc. Lyciae etec., and dilocetes negypti.

It is equally interesting to note the men who did not hold
a post in the second echelon,i. Bassaeus mufus and Cn. Marcius
Rustius Rufinus, praetorian prefects, M. Calpurnius Seneca,
prefect of the Misenum fleet, and Valerius, T. Desticius Severus,
and C. Velius Hufus, all procuratorial governors. Note this
advancement is not the mark of a particular corps of origin, nor
is it necessarily a mark of favour over those who held secongd-
echelon posts.

The third echelon is pre-eminently that of the procuratorial
governorhsips, though there was the alternative of the Ravenna
fleet., This is the destlination of the second type of

primipilaris procurator, though, as already remarked, promotion

of such to the fourth echelon was not unknown. The only post

not held by primipdlares in this echelon was that summarum

rationum, the assistant of the a rationibus at Kome. The
normal time taken to reach this height from the primipilate was
about fifteen years, of C. Vellus Rufus (pp. c. 82 - 92),

L. Numerius Albanus (from tr. vig. 113 to 127), L. Sempronius
Ingenuus (from pp. 152 to 164), Sex. Baius Pudens (from tr. egq.
'gigg. 155 to 167, his third post in the third echelon. This
period of time is governed by the consideration that the
primipilares were in their mid-forties at least when they began

poit

In the tomwrth echelon only the procuratorbtl oarecer of

thelr procuratorial career,

Syria 1s not attested for primipilares. We will take first
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those men who passed over the third echelon. This is as signif-

icant as the tenure of a post in the second echelon. Th?’fall
into two classes. Turbo was pursuing a career destined to fit
him for the prefecture, and keep him at Trajan's side., There
was no point in his going off to hold a procuratorial governor-
shipf. OCn. rompeius Homullus and Ti. Cleudius Secundinus had
shown a flair for the civil side, and were reserved for that
glde. Of those who held bothc:the Ravenna and the Misenum fleet,
Cn., Marcius Rustius Rufinus definitely went on, M. Calpurnius
Seneca and the unknown of XIV 191 are not knowto have done so.
M. Bassaeus Rufus went on after holding Belgica and the two
Germanies, T, Desticius Severus and the unknown of XI 5744 are
not known to have done so, Ti, Claudius Secundinus and Cn.
Pompeius Homullus went on after holding the two Gauls, Valerius
is not known to have done so. It will be noted that while there

was a definite tendency to use primipilares, though not only

primipilares, for the procuratorial governorships, in the fourth

echelon and beyond they were 1n competition with all, It is
interesting to note that wef only have one case each from the

first and thlird centuries.

A primipilaris was a militarz man par excellence. We
need not therefore be surprised at the smallness of the number
who held nome secretariats. Secundinus and Homullus 8tand apart.
- Their flair for administration brought both to the secretariat

a rationibus along similar paths. The only other example of

this post is in the career of M. Bassaeus Rufus, and there
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clearly it is part of the preparation ﬁ?hthe praetorian prefect-
ure. In the absence of any evidence on the yuestion how did

Ulpius Iulianus reach the secretariat, a censibus specutation 1is

useless.

We come now to the prefects., The characteristic of these
is the way their procuratoriel experience 1s non-existent, or
a bare minimum. This is true probably of Catonius Iustus, and
certainly so of the prefects of 69-70. More to the point, it

1s true of the first primipilarls preaetorian prefect in an age

of a developed procuratorial hierarchy, Sulpicius Similis, who
raced to the prefecture of Egypt in ten years at most from his
primipilate. One may compare the earlier case of Liternius
Fronto, from prefect of the camp in Egypt to prefect of Egypt
in nine years, but we are uncertain how far his career was
influenced by the events of 69-70. This speed of the prefect's
career continued with Tuirbo, who had reached the fourth echelon
in ten years at most from being centurion, though another five
elapsed before hils praetorian prefecture. He illustrates the
adoption of the procuratorial career to the needs of the future
prefect, He never held a provincial procuratorship, having

two posts at Rome to keep him near Trajan, aqq the prefegture
of the Misenum fleet to enable him to accompany him to the
Parthian war. He further illustrates the reason for the speed
of prefects' careers, for it was only the foresight and planning
of Trajan which allowed him to have thirty years:' active service

after his primipilate, perhaps ten to fiftgen:as praetorian
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prefect. The future prefect had to be chosen early and promoted

fast.

The post of T Claudius Secundinus as prefect of the annona

peculiarities of which I have referred to time and agaln. His
prefecture came perhaps eighteen years after his praetorian
tribunate.

Continuing the list of praetorian prefects, Tattius Maximus

served as tribune of the equites singulares for at least three

years, but this did not prevent him becoming prefect of vigiles
eleven years later. It will be noted that ir Gavius Maximus

was a primipilaris, as has sometimes been suspected, we would

have an unbroken line of primipilaris prefects from Similis in

the closing years of Trajan to the death of Tattius Maximus in
160. M. Bassaeus mufus, after a career little different from
the procuratorial governors, became praetorian prefect in 169,
He like Turbo served altogether up to his death about thirty
years from his first primipiiate. He died between 1Y/ and 180.
If H,G. Pflaum 1is right in his dating of EE VIII 478 he had

a primipllaris colleague in the 170's.

There is then rather a gap, apart from L. Mantemnius Sabinug
prefect of Egypt 193-4, and Flavius Genialis, prefect to an )
ephemeral emperor, till Cn. Marcius Rustius Rufinus, prefect of
vigiles 205-7, andpraetorian prefect. He was tribune of vigiles
in 190. He only held one procuratorship, excluding the two

praetorian fleets.
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rraetorian prefect to Caracalla was M. Oclatinius adventus,

first to come from the castra peregrina. He had only held one

procuratorship, in Britain. He was of considerable military
ability, but not an educated man ( The same was true of M.
Bassaeus rufus,. His was the last procuratorship certainly held

by a primipilaris prasetorian prefect. Adventus was also well

advanced in age. Soth of the prefects of Macrinus were

primipilares, and had been through the castra peregrina.

Ulpius Iulianus had been a censibus, but how he got there, and

whether Iulianus Nestor had had any procuratorships, we do not
know. On the other hand, r. Vaelerius Comazon 1is specifically
styted by Dio to have held neither procuratorships nor prefect-
ures. He had probably been a ducenarian leglonary prefect at
the time of his promotion to the prefecture. Howe has polinted
out that if, as is generally believed, he held the urban
prefecture under Severus Alexander, the latter must have had a
higher opinion of him than Dio (19).

This group we have just discussed, from Adventus to Comazon
was cleariy one of primarily military men, who had not probably
had much administrative training. This applies most completely

to the last primipilaris prefect, L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus.

This career, as a glance at the table will show, was purely
military.
In summary of what has been sald, a table is given of the

echelons reached by primipilares from 69 onwards. Naturally it

shows the last post recorded, as certainty that it is the last



: post reached is rarely possible.

VESPASIAN TO NERVA

First echelon

Third echelon
Fourth echelon
Prefectures
TRAJAN TO HADRIAN
First echelon
Third echelon
Fourth echelon
Secretariat

Prefectures

PIUS TO COMMODUS

First echelon

Second echelon

Third echelon

Fourth echelon

231

L. Antonius Naso

Sex. Subrius Dexter
Cn. Pompeius Proculus
Q. Petronius Modestus

C. Velius Rufus
XI 5744

L. Liternius Fronto

T, Flavius Prianus
L. Numerius Albanus
M. Calpurnius Seneca
Cn. Pompeius Homullus

Ser, Sulpicius Similis
Q. Marcius Turbo

T. Pontius Sabinus
C. Valerius Pansa

SB 5731

Truttedius Clemens
P. Cussius Phoebianus
C. Rufius Festus

L. Petronius Sabinus
L. Cominius Maximus

L. Sempronius Ingenuus
Sex. Baius Pudens
P. Aelius Crispinus

T. Desticius Severus
Valerius
X1V 191
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Prefectures Ti., Claudius Secundinus
Tattius Maximus
M. Bassaeus Rufus
L. Mantennius Sabinus
T, Flavius Geniglis
EE VIITI 478

THE THIRD CENTURY

Flirst echelon C. Titius Similis
Cl. Aurelius Tiberius
Aurelius Sabinianus

Second echelon Aelius Valens
VI 1645
P. Vibius Marianus
Third echelon M. Aquilius Felix
T. Licinius Hierocles
Prefectures ' Cn. Marcius Rustius
Rufinus

M. Oclatinius Adventus
Ulpius Iulianus
Tulianus Nestor

P, Valerius Comazon

L. Petronius Taurus

Volusianus

The division into the three types appears clearly. Note
the size of the first-echelon group.

The men who went to the centenarian procuratorships were
naturally of inferilor quality to those who were sent to the
Rome tribunates. Hence it is hardly surprising that they did
not on the whole reach:the same heights. a table appears below.
They ere first attested under Hadrian. - ) T
TRAJAN AND HADRIAN

Cammius Secundinus centenarian procurator

PIUS TO COMMODUS

T. Desticius Severus proc. Belg., fourth
echelon
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VI 31871 centenarian procurator-
ship

L., Artorius Castus centenarian procurator-
ship

THE THIRD CENTURY

M. Aquilius Felix Third ducenarian echelon
Tulius Honoratus centenarian procuratorship

C. Titius Similis First ducenarian echslon

C. Publicius Proclfleianus centenarian procuratorship

Ti.Claudius Demetrius centenarian procuratorship

M. Aurelius Antoninus centenarian procuratorship
Bryonianus Lolianus centenarian ?

The only real successes are T, Desticius Severus, and
M. Aquilius Felix, and the latter was fortunate in his period.
In recapitulation, H.G. Pflaum has seem clearly and rightly

that the primipilares and some eyuestrians formed a class

distinguished by their occupation of the procuratorial governor-
ships. The second century was clearly their peak of success in
this, the third century seeing a certain falling-off (two
governorships, Raetia and Noricum, disappeared under Marcus
Aurelius). This is not so marked as far as the prefects are

concerned, there being a primipilaris praetorian prefect

operating from the end of Trajan to the beginning of Severus

Alexander, with only two long gaps, from the closing years of
Hadrian to 158, and 180 to c¢. 212, not counting Flavius Genialis.
H.G., Pflaum also appreciated how the advanced age of the

primipllares, generally atpeast forty-five when they began their

procuratorial career, shortened their working-life, and made
their promotion rapid. I have modified his picture of origines

and corps of recrultment to some extent. It seems clear that
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up to Trajan and Hadrian neither were a primary consideration

in selection for procuratorships. Under those two there seems

a certain preference for men ex equite Homano. Then under the

lnst three antinines there was a definite preference for
Italians, though I do not see how we can dogmatise as to whether

those Italians were praetorians or men ex equite Romuno. In

the third centuryg recruitment is once again wide, though like

M. Pflaum I must underline the importance oif the castm peregrina

I would differ from him on an even more fundamental consideratﬂ%

that of the relative importance of the primlpilares in the

procurgtorial order. To me the paramount fact here is the

small number of primipilares entering the procuratorships, and

the even smaller number reaching the prefectures. On the

yuestion of the prefects a study of H.G. Pflaum's figures in

Procurators, p. 57 and 294-5, will show the large number of

prefects not from the primipilares. If my own remarks about

the long line of praetorian preétects from the primipilares

are quoted against me, it must be remembered that those men

represented the absolute cream of the primipilares, themselves
on
the cream of nearly 2000 centurions. The primipilaris contrib-

then, while notable, was not so great as to prejudice the
success of the equestrian officers proper. Thils question of

the total numbers of primipilares entering the procuratorships

makes me wonder if they did indeed form the majority of H.G.
Pflaumis group I (20). Still, I suppose that the number of

primipilares required to fill, say, three out of four
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procuratorial governorships, probubly at least of three years
duration, would be quite small. Notice that the important
secretariats are rarely held by primipilares. The primipilares,

werentver
then, ™ more than a distinguished part of a body of procurators

and prefects in which the higher ranks, like the lower, were
mainly composed of men who had had a normal equestrian career,

Among those primipilaris procurators, incidentally, the men

ex equite Romano played no inconsiderable part.

I cannot closc this chaptcr without paying tributo to
H.G. Pflaum. Without his work, which has laid down the lines
of the procuratorial structure and hierarchy, thils chapter

could never have been written.
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THE SOCIAL STANDING OF THE PRIMIPILARIS

The term primipilaris is descriptive of a rank, and of a

social class. It covers the actual post of primuspilus, the

r
technically incorrect phrase primipilaris legionis of'ten occuqﬁn@

and thereafter the ex-primuspilus, except at such time as he is

holding an establishment post. The most familiar use is for
the man who has retlred after nhis primipilate, or for the
members of the “pool" at Home, or for members of that group
attached to commanders in the field. it is also used for a
praetorian tribune who had lbst his tribungte, Cornelius
Martialis. quite commonly it 1s used for a retired prefect of
the camp, e.g. on some of the inscriptions referring to C.

Caesius Silvester. On the other hand the primuspllus lterum

seems to have preferred to make clear his rank, cf. Q. Preclus
Proculus. This implies that men in retirement calling themselves

primipilares never got further than at most prefect of the camp.

Prgetorian prefects and high-ranking procurators mention

the fact that they started as primipiiares on their career

inscriptions.. To have held the primipilate was an achievement,

and relationship to a primipilaris was worth mgntioning in the

same Iinscription that boasted of relationship to senators,
equestrians, and chairmen of provincial councils (IGRR III 474).

The title primipilaris could only be bourne by a man who had

held the post of primus pilus. L have emphasised elsewhere in

this work the rarity of the distinction, with only thirty
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primipilates available each year. The primipilares represented

the cream of the centurions of the Roman army.
What was their exact social status ? I have said allittle

on this in the chapter on the men ex equite Romano. First it

must be said that there is no decisive text or inscription on

this point. I am of the opinion that primipilares were

equestrians ipso facto, for the following reasons. ¥rimipilares

could be equestrians, cf. alledius Severus, One would expect
a large number of them to become equestrians, if they were
orliginally plebeian;.and to state the fact. In fact, as I

have noted in the chapter on the men ex equite Romgno, there is

no inscription which must imply that the man became an equestrian
after his primipilate, and very few where the expression eques
Romanus appears at all. we are than left with three possibilit-

les, either the primipilares occasionglly became equestrians, bot
did not bother % naﬁ?on—iﬂe' fuctl ,or Yew ornone became ¢uch,

or, finally, they do not say whether they had received the
equestrian title or not for the sgme reason as equestrian officer
did not, because the post they had held showed they were
equestrians, That may be a little involved. rut simply, if

the title eques Romanus was for the primipilaris an additional

honour, occasionally bestowed, it should appear on a few
inseriptions. It does not appear in that sense., The

primipilaris then is a member of the equestrian order. I have

already referred to the fallacy of the argument against this

from the title ex equite Romano. The question of the use of the

title vir egregius does not arise, as that title implies more
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than that the person so entitled 1s an equestrian.

We know very little about the ancestry of the primipilares,

apart from the obvious generalisation that it was the same as
for the centurionate as a whole. P. Palpeliius Clodius Quirinai-

is wus probably the son of a soldier of XV Apollinaris, and

Aelius aelianus, .of a veteran custos armorum of II Adiutrix.

The men who werec sons of primipilares we shall discuss else-

where. Otherwise the only men of whose gqncestry we can form

any idea are the men ex equite Romano. However, the nlaces from

which the primipilares were drawn, as shown in the chapter on

the origines, and the ability to choose f#om a large body of

centurions, would tend to keep the standards high.

The primipilaris, unlike his equestrian colleagues, rarely

or never became a senator. Three reached the senate via the
preetorian prerecture, M, Oclatinius Adventus, P, Valerius
Comazon, and L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus. One, Aelius
Triccianus, was elevated to consular rank from the ducenarian

prefecture of II Parthica by Maérinus, but this clearly was an

emergency measure occasioned by that emperor's lack of trust-
worthy senators. The reasons why they did not enter the senate

are falrly clear. The ordinary primipilaris was too old when

he reached the primipilate to make a transfer worth-while. The
man who did reach the primipilate young was clearly going to be
of far more use to the emperor in the career he waus in. On

the other hand, the rise'of descendants of primipilares in the

second or even in the first generation is well attested. One
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cannot count the case of Vespasius Pollio,as he was probably

not a primipilaris, though he was a prefect of the camp, but

the following table shows there is ample evidence.

CLAUDIUS AND NERO

Helvidius - PP. son consul
Glitius Barbarus praef.fabr, grandson consul II,
urban pref,
Minicius Iustus praef.castr. son cos., ord.?
Vitelllius Saturninus praef.castr. son frater
arvalls

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN

Q. Raecius rufus Pp. descendant senator
L. Gavius Fronto praef.castr. son quaestor
grandson praetor

rIUS TO COMMODUS
L. Alfenus avitianus trib.urb. grandson? frater
arvalis
I have excluded from this table the procurators M. Vettius
Valens, Valerius Faulinus, Subrius Dexter, C. Rufius Festus,
Aurelius Sabinianus and Ti. Claudius Demetrius, and the prefects
<. Marcius Turbo, Ti., Claudius Secundinus, L., Mantennius
Sabinus, and L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus. Interesting
though their families are, they are clearly not relevant to

the question of the social standing of the simple primipilaris,

Pompeius Longinus 1s excluded as not actually a primipilaris,

though:a praetorian tribune. 1n the list quoted a slight
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doubt attaches to Minicius Iustus and Vitellius Saturninus,
though in the former case his marriasge to a distingulshed
senatoris sister may explaln much., L. Gavius Fronto was in my

opinion ex equite Homano, which helps to explain his family's

rise.

The sons of primipilares who were not fortunate enough to

become senators seem to have had a triple choice., They could
gseek a direct commisslion as centurion and aim at the primlpilate,
hecome equestrian officors, or quistly pursuc a municipal careen

In the first category we number the following:-

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES

Fabius Longus pater primipilaris Ostia 0-200

Fabius Longus filius primipilaris Ostia 0-200
L.Publicius Apronianus primipilaris -
L.Publicius Florilanus trib. praet. - 193
L.Decrius Longinus primipilaris Paeligni 1u0-50
L.Decrius princeps Paeligni 100-50

Tulianus quil et

Mumisianus

T.Servaeus Sabinus primipilaris Iconium ? 0-150
L.Servaeus Sabinus centurion Iconium ? 0-150
L.Umbricius Clemens primipilaris Arretium 100-200
C.Umbricius Celer eques praet. Arretium 100~-200

THIRD CENTURY

Domitius Iulianus pater primigpilus XXII Pr?
Domitius Tulianus filius primuspilus XXII Pr

229

Arrius Germanus senior primipilarils -
Arrius Germanus junior primipilaris -

Cornelius Satruninus primipilaris Pannonia
Cornelius Victor singularils cos. Pannonia
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The third column represents origines, and the fourth more
exact dating,where it is available. The relationship is father
to son, though in the case ot the Umbricii it is not stated,
though implied, and the Arrii need be no more than members of
the same family. L. Decrius ITuliasnus was still alive, and so
undoubtedly would reach the primipilate, whereas L. Servaeus
Sabinus died as a centurion. Celer died when he was due for
evocatio, though of course he should have been able to secure a
direct commlission, not have to serve in the ranks. Even more
surprising is the case of Cornelius Victor, who served twenty-
8ix years. In these two cases possibly parental influence
could not overcome the difficulty of filial incompetencs.

We turn to the sons who chose to become equestrian officers,

or at least mention thelr equestrian status,

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES

Nymphidius Lupus pater praef.cast. - c. 81
Nymphidius Iupus filius praef.cohort - c. 111-3
Marcius Titianus pp. II Balbura Tr.-Hr.?
T.Marcius Deiotaranus tr. leg. Balbura Tr.-Hr.?
L.Saturius Picens primipilaris Asculum 0-200
C.Saturius Picens praef. coh. Asculum 0-200
Sex.Iulius Severus primipilaris Caesarea 0-200
‘Tulius Pompilius eq. R. Caésarea 0-200
Iulius Bassinus eq. R. Caesarea 0=-200

THIRD CENTURY

P.Petronius Felix trib.praet. -
P.Petronius Felix eq. R. -
Fuscus

P.Petronius Severus
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Acutius - primipilaris -
M. Acutius acutianus eq. R. -
UNDATED
Aelius Lucilianus primipilaris - 100-
Aelius Flavianus eq. H. - 100~

M. Vergilius Gallus Lusius is omitted, as he did reach
the rank of idiologus in Egypt. Marcius Titianus will come up
again in connection with the question of relationshipto chair-

men of provincial councils. He was ex equite Romano, as was

most probably Sex. Iulius Severus. We are not sure whether the

second son of P. Petronius Fellx was an eques Romanus. M.

Acutius Acutianus used the formula, eq. R., p.p. filius, which

reminds us that primipilaris was a personal title.

As there are cases of sons who followed in their fathers!'
footstéps and became primipilares, so there are brothers who

reached the same position.

CLAUDIUS AND NERO

L. Gerellanus Fronto praef castr. Heliopolis
Gerellanus - trib. praet.
Sex. Subrius Dexter trib. praet. Italian
Subrius Flavus trib. praet.
Tulius Fronto trib. vig. -
Tulius Gratus praef. castr. -

FIRST AND SECOND CEXNTURIES

Q. Anatius Paulus pp. VI Ferr. Italian
Anatius Rufus hast. VI Ferr. A



THIRD CENTURY

Aurelius Apollinaris
Aurelius Nemesianus

M. Aurelius Alexander(ii)

M. Aurelius Valens

UNDATED

21,

T1.

Clatidius Celer
Claudius Petronius
Lugitanicus

Both Anatius Rufus and M,

trib. praet
trib. praet

primipilaris
centurion

trib, vig.

prefect of a legion

Aurelius Valens
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might well have

reached the primipilate if death had not intervenéd. Note the

striking case of the Anatii, two brothers ho
’ o e

three major centurionates in the same time.

lding two of the
same
The heavy represent-

ation from the early period comes from literary sources.

VYhere men are commissioned ex equite Romano it is not

uncommon for their brothers to remain in an equestrlan career.

The converse I have taken to be true, that #here a primipllaris

has an equestrian brother, it is more probable that that

primipilaris was directly commissioned as centurion thah that

he began in the ranks.

SECOND CENTURY

L.
L.

Cammius secundinus
Cammius Maximus

THIRD CENTURY

L.
L.

P
P.
r.

Aemilius Marcellinus
Aemilius Salvianus

Aelius Marcellus
Aelius Antlpater
Aelius Iulianus

PpP.s pProc..
praef, coh.

primipilaris
trib. coh.

praef., leg.
a militiis
eg. R.

Aquileia

Apulum
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Papirius Sporus trib., vig. -
Papirius Socrates V.e.

Cassius Ligus trib, vig. -
Cassius Ligurinus proc.

L. Septimius Domitianus e.m.v. ex primip. -
L. Septimius Marcellinus.e.m.v. ex cornic.

praeff,
Po Aelius Marcellus adopted the children of his brothers.

rapirius Socrates possibly may have been a primipilaris, though

one would have expected him to mention it. The relationship
of Cassius Ligus and Cassius Ligurinus 1is unly a suggestion of
fIR? On the last palr the best parallel to the title of
Marcellinus is ILS 4721, ). Peltrasius Maximus, trib. ex

corniculario praef.. praetorio eemm. vv.. In view of the

phrasing in the inscription of the Septimil it looks as if

Marcellinus had not been a primipilaris. I doubt if we have

enough examples for the larger number of cases from the third
century to have significance,
It would be interesting to know into what class the

primipilares married, but with a few exceptions the wives

identified are of primipilaris procurators. The most notable

among the exceptions is Minicius Tustus, already mentioned,
prefect of a.legion in 69 yet the husband of Corellia, sister
of_q. Corellius Rufus, consul in or about 78. This seems to pe
80 remarkable that I cannot help wondering if the identification
is sound. P: Rapellius Kalendinus, prefect of a cohort, married
the daughter of the urban tribune, L. Licinius Licinianus, the

date being uncertain. For marriage within the ranks of the
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primipilares we have the case of Sex. Atilius Rogatianus,

father-in-law of P. Nonius Felix, both men being primipilares

from Carthage, near the end of the second century. A4n interest-
ing case is that of Numitoria Moschés, the widow of the

primipilaris procurator L. Cominius Maximus, who married the

praetorian tribune L. Graecius Constans in the early third
century. It has been suggested that the Atilia Vera that set
up the honorific inscription to L. Aemilius Paternus, under

Trajan or Hadrlen, was the Jdaughter of the primuspilus Atiiius

Verus who was killed in 69, but this is only a possibility.

The daughter of Annius Callimachus married a centurion, and the
daughter of Flavius Albinus married a trierarch of the
praetorian fleet of Misenum. Trierarchs were allowed to become

primipilares in the third century, so perhaps she did not marry

too far beneath her station.

There are a number of relationships where the exarzt degree
is not known. C. Mucius Scaeva was presumably related to the
centurion C. Mucius whom he commemorated. Q. Mantius - was
presumably related to the Q. Manlius Severus who died as a
praetorian soldier after transfering to the guard from XXII

Primigenia (I have suggested in the Prosopography that one of

these inscriptions contains an error, and that the nomen was the
same). Clearly also the Titecii of Supinum had more than one
member who reached the primipilate or was an equestrian. T.

Desticlus Severus presumably was connegted with the senatorial
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family of the Desticii Iubae. Iuvenalis, prefect of d‘egion,
must have had some connection with the Vellei of Capua, a
member of whom received equestrian rank abt the age of five.

An interesting family tree, which illustrates the fact that
we do not fully understand all the fluctuations in statis of the

primipilaris, is that of P. Aelius Apollonianus. The first

generation of which we know is P. Aelius Hilarianus, a consular.
His son, the second generation, P. Aelius Apollonianus, was a

primipilaris. Ilis son, the third generation, ¥. Aelius Hilar-

ianus, was an equestrian, and there may have been others who
were senators, as the wife of apollonianus boasts that she was
mother to senators. Mr. Birley has suggested to me as a possible
explanation that Apollonianus sought and obtained a direct
commission as centurion while his father was an equestrian.
Later his father was transferred into the senate and attained
to the consulate. In these circumstances the sons of
Apollonianus would not find it difficult to become senators.
On this latter pcint however, the fact.that the younger
Hilarianus is only called "relative" of senators and consulars
suggests the possibillity that the wife of Apollonianus may have
had senatorial childfen by a former marriage. There is room
for much speculation here, but the vital point to grasp 1s this
movement from one social class to another.

Finally, we may consider as a separate little group the

primipilares who had connections with another social group, that

of the chairmen of provincial councils. In the West the only
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certain case is that of AE 1954, 104, who was chairman of the
provincial council of Gallia Narbonensis some time before the
reign of Claudius. The case of C. Suilccius La- 1is more puzzling,
and as I have indicated in the Prosopography, I am not sure at

all that he was a primipilaris, or even a prefect of a legion.

He was chairmen of the council of the three Gauls. In the East
Marcius Titlanus was a Lyciarch, and so was his son-in=zlaw,

thef latter in 127. Titianus was ex equite Romano. T. Arruntins

Nichomachus Tiberinianus, scn and grandson of chairmen of the

provincial council of Asia, was descended from a primipilaris,

included In the Prosopography as Arruntius, and also on the
question of descent we may note M. Aurelius Thoantianus, IGRR
III 474, who was descended from a senator, a consular, a Lyciarch

Pamphyliarchs, primipilares, and equestrians. Finally, L.

Gavius Fronto, also in my opinion ex sguite Romano, was a
Pamphyliarch. '

The primipilares, then, were ipso facto equestriuns, Of

their social origins we know little, except that a small pro-

portion of primipilares came from equestrian families, and one

suspects that many of them came from soldiering famillies. They
did not reeéive adlection into the senate under normal clrcum-

stances, but their grandsons or even their sons might reach

that rank. (I am speaking of ordinary primipilares. The pro-

curators or prefects of course had ralsed their status so much

that their descendantscguccess was inevitable). - If p on“theé -,
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other hand, their descendants could not or would not enter the
senate, they had the choice of applying for direct commission as
a centurion, becoming equestrian officers, or remaining quietly
in their muicipality. Clearly most of these sons preferred a
military career., These families might almost be rogarded as a
military caste, for we have brothers also pursuing military
careers 1n the same or different branches of service. Marriage
helpéd to cement these families together. One point should be
emphasised. Unless the sons follow in thoir fatherst' footsteps

and become primipllares, a family whose fortunes were based on

a primipilaris ancestor in a generation 1s indistinguishable fra

an equestrian family. Thus unless fortune comes to our aid we

are unlikely to be able to trace the rise of a primipilaris

family beyond the first generation.

The soclal rank of the ordinary primipilares 1s then seen

to be equal to that of the ordinary equestrian. They represent-
ed the best of the centurionate, drawn from all the constituent
elements of thut body, providing a constant and valuable

stream of fresh talent into the equestrian order.
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THE PRIIPILARIS IN THE IMUNICIPALITIES

Having placed the primipilares in their context in Imperial

Society, we now turn to their position in the municipalities, There

would noxmally be open to them two senior magistracies, and two

junior, with an ordo composed of magistrates. There were also

various priesthoods, including the Imperial ones, and the post of

patron to the town.

I have chosen to present the information on

‘the posts actually held by primj;)iﬂares in tables, representing

periods of time, with comments on theecmost interesting individual

careers and on the general picture.

The neme of the primipilaris

is given, followed by the rank he attained in the Imperial service,

the town or towns in which he held posts, and the'posts *.themselves.

AUGUSTUS TO CALIGULA

P, Anicius Maximus

C. Apidius Bassus

L, Aponius

Sex. Aulienus

-C. Baebius Atticus

Q. Carrinas
M. Cestius

L. Cirpinius
L. Curiatius

Curtilius

prefeect of camp
in Egypt

Pp.

praef, castr.

praef, fab,

‘proc,; Noric.

Pp..

tr, mil,
praef.leg.duc..
praef, fab,

praef, fabr,

Pisidian praef, Cn,
Antioch Domiti Ahen,.,

Amiternum VIII vir.

Baeterra f_lam. Aug. prim.,
praef, pro, Ilvir,
C. Caes. Aug,.f.

Venafrum II vir
Forum Iuli II vir

- flam. Augustalis,
Tulium - II vir i.ds
Carnicum

Alba Pompeia aed., II vir,
Therm,Hin? II vir,

Ricina II vir iZter. q.
Nola flam, Div. Aug.

- IT vir q., auge.
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P, Fannius praef, eq. Verona III vir i.d.

C. Norbanus Quadratus praef. cast, Alexgndria augur, I1I vir,

L. Ovinius Rufus praef, fabr. %":g:?'mn II vir,

Sex, Pedius Lusianus praef, civit, Interpromium IIII vir i.d.’
Hirrutus praef. German,

Caes, deie €X
SeCoey Qo iter..

L. Praecilius Clemens praef. cast.. Salona pontif,, quing.

Iulianus desig., flam.,
patron,.

¥, Tarquitius t7or. mil, Veii centumvir

Saturninus

M, Vergilius Gallus idiologus Venfifrun II vir., iter.,

Lusius pontif,,

XTI 71 . praef, classis Bononia IT vir quing,,
Pontifo-

XI 1221 Poe. Placentia II vir

AE 1954, 104 praef, navium Arelate II vir bis,
Augustalis.

Arrius Salanus and Cn, Manilius are omitted from this table,

as they are not primipilarges, but equestrians holding posts

otherwise associated with the primipilares, Note especially P.

Anicius Maximus, who in my view received a direct commission as
centurion after a municipal career culmin&ting in this prefecture,
Such prefects officiated in place of the normal II vir, the post
be_i-ng offered to some ;g,reat man, who named someone to hold the
office for him. It will be noted that only in one case, that of
Q. Carrinas, is a post below the highest magistracy, the dtt:'rirate,

mentioned, that of aedile. The question arises whether in fact the

primipilares were excused the lower magistacies, or they held the

posts but did not mention them on inscriptions as too unimportant,
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Certainly it seems a lot to ask a distinguished man of advanced

years to hold junior magistracies.

CLAUDIUS TO NERO
C. Gavius Silvanus

L., Gerellanus Ironto

Q. Paesidius Macedo

L, Rufellius Severus

C. Valerius Clemens

M, Vettius Valens

tr. pr.

praef. cast.

tr, mil,

rp 1I

bp.

proc. Lusit..

Taurini

patron..

Heliopolis praef. Aug.,

flam, Aug., pont,

Dyrrhachium augur, flam,

Fanum
Fortunae

Taurini

Ariminum

Neronis,

quinquenn,, et
Claudi quing,
praef.,..

II vir quing.,
flam, Divi Aug,.,
perpet,, patron.

patron..

L, Gerellanus Fronto held his prefecture on behalf of the

emperor between his primipilate and his prefecture of the camp.

There are tather more patronages, compared bo the one of the

last table., A table follows which gives the posts held by men

who had a career of the Augustan type, but who cannot be securely

dated before Clauflius.

EARLY CAREERS
Cn, Baebius Celsus

_ P, Cornelius .
Cicatricula

Q. Lucilius Gallus

C. Meffius Saxo

praef, fabr,

praef, cohh,

praef cast,

praef, fabr,

Hispellum

Pisaurum?

Marruvium

Brixia

pontif,

II -virs IL-vir

quifi., pont.. /Jn

ITII vir q.,
patron,

pontif., quing,



L, Octavius Balbus praef., fabr,

C. Purtisius Atinas praefl, eq,

XTI 712 (i) praef. eq.
XI 712 (ii) praef, fabr,
XII 4371 tr. mil,

The types of post held are the same,
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Marruviun II vir

Forun Livi IIIT vir quing,

Bononia

Bononia

Narbo

II vir i.d.

IT vir quing.
pot.

IT vir quing,.
praef, pro Il
viro.

Note how often the

primipilaris receives the higher honour of a senior magistracy

in a year of internal census, e.g. IL vir quing..

Yor the period Vespasian-Nerva there are only two cases,

those of (., Petronius Modestus, who rose to be a first-echelon

ducenarian procurator, and was flamen to Claudius at Tergeste, and

#hc unknown of IIT 14387i, who did not go beyond the primipilate,

but was honoured with the IIviralia ornamenta at Heliopolis. Here

too we may note two cases that cannot be dated more exactly than to

the first century. L. Aufellius Rufus, a primipilaris, was IIII vir

guinguenn.)patron,and flamen Divi Aug., at Cales, and the unknown of

X 218 was II vir quinquiens., at Qrumentum,

TRAJAN AND HADRIAN

L;. C. Arrius Clemens PP.
C. Caesius Silvester praef, cast.,

Ti. Claudius Secundinus praef, annon,
L, Gavius Fronto praef, cast,

N. Marcius trib, vig.
Plaetorius Celer

Matilka
Tuficum

Aquileia
Attaleia

Abella

II vir qu.lllq..
patron, curator.

IIII vir quing.,
patron,

flamen Vesp.
a number of posts.

quaestor, 1I vir,
patron,



PIUS

303

Octavius Secundus PPee Actia adlect, decur,
Nicopolis adlect. decvr.
Ulpia adlect, decur,
C. Oppius Bassus P P Auximum praef, i.d.,
patron,
T. Pontius Sabinus proc, Narb, Ferentinum IITT vir, i.d.,

flamen, patron,
Vle have here quite an interesting collection, N. Marcius
Flaetorius Celer I suspect to have been another case of a municipal
worthy who obtained a direct commission, from the arrangement of his
career, which implies that he was first quaestord and IXFir, had his
military car£ and then returned and became patron. Asy T. Pontius

Sabinus was ex equite Romano, and probably so were Ti, Claudius

Secundinus and L. Gavius Fronto, they may have held some of their
posts and honours before they began their military career, One final

note, C, Oppius Bassus was praefectus iure dicundo between two

centurionates.

TO COLZIODUS

C. Cestius Sabinus trib. urb.. Urbinum IITT vir i.d.,
patron..

r

T, Desticius Severus pbc. Belg. Concordia flam, Hadr.,
pontif,, patron,

C. Didius Saturninus pp.. Colonia patron

Saturnina

L Oranius Iustus praef, cast. Reate  Laurens Lavinas,
sacer,, flamen
Augustalis,
patron,

L, Petronius Sabinus proc. Narb. Ancona patron,

L Publicius Apronmaus PP. Ricina patron.

C. Valerius Pansa proc, Brit. Novaria flamen Vesp.,

Traj., Hadr.,
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I suspect that C. Valerius Pansa was given a direct commission
.as centurion after a municipal career, and after he had received
his flaminates - see Prosography. Note the numerous patronages,
and particularly the fact that it is the reward for the simple

primipilaris equally with the procutator. Vie now have two small

groups of approximately dated examples, belonging to the first and
second centurior ies, and the second century respectively.

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES

C. Disidenus Securdus rP. Sassina ITIT vir i.d.
Tulius - PPe. Forum Iuli 1II vir i.d.y
praef, i.d.
P, Minnius Salvius PP. Concordia  decur. grat.
ornam. Il
viralibus,
Q. Precius Proculus pp. II Ostra augur desig.
C. Tifanus Cilo PpP. Carsulae quing, augur
XI 3112 PP. Falerii patron.

The office assigned to Q. Precius Proculus depends on the
correctness of the identification in the Prosograbhy. It was

gained before he was commissioned ex equite Romano,

SECOND CENTURY

M. Apicius Tiro praef. leg, Ravennat patron, pontif,
L. Appaeus Pudens tr. pPe. Sassina Tlameny Flav.,
patron,
L., Betutius Furianus D, Ariminum ITT vir aed.
cur, et pleb.,
¢ IT vir i.d.,

IT vir q., pont.,
flam, Nerv,,
patron,

A, Caesilius Acastinus pp. Aguileia ITIT vir i.d.
: quing,




Herennius Priscus

C. Iulius Lepidus

DP.

Pp.

Puteoli

Barcino
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patron.

adlect, deé.

L. Betutius Furianus is yet another case of a man who received

a direct commission as centurion after = municipal career.

Notice

again the patronages, so common in the second ceffury.

THIRD CENTURY

Py Aelius Marcellus

P. Aelius Primianus
M. Aquilius Felix

T, Aurelius Flavinus

ﬂyaerius Gallus

L, Petronivs Taurus
Volusianus

M, Septimius - lis

M., Tillius Rufus
IIT 3426

X 3342a

prefect of a legion -

Apulun
Fulginae

Forum Flaminii

tr. vig.

praef. Ravenn,

PP»

Iguvium

Auzia

Rusgunia
Rquizetum

Antiunm
Canusiun
ILanuvium

Oescus

Dionysopolis
Marcianopolis

PP.

pmaetorian
prefect

DPPe.

Pp.
tr. pr.

praef. leg

Tungri
Aquincum
Oescus
Volsinii
Arretium
Ancona
complures
civitates
Atina
Curicta

Misenum

flamen Lucular.,
sacer.,, Laurens
lavinas,

decurio, patron,
patron.
patron,
patron,

decurio
decurio
decurio

patron, °
patron,
pontif,

princeps, ord.
buleuta
buleista
baleuta
buleuta
patron, colleg.
fabr .

patron, fabr,
patron.
patron?
patron?
patron.,

patron,

decur,

P, Aelius Marcellus was in my opinion commissioned ex equite
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Romano, It is interesting to note his family's municipal record.
Apart from his own posts, of his two equestrian brothers one had
been IIvir and his son, adopted by Barcellus, was a decurion, while

the other had been flamen and Ilvir. P, Aelius Primianus may have

acquired his decurionates before he obtained a direct conmission as

decurio alae., L. Petronius Taurus Volusienus was also ex equite Romano,

M. Tillius Rufus, like C, Oppius Bassus, recceived the patronage of
his native oity before he reached the primipilate. Notice how in
the third century there is an apparent tendency to multiply patronages
and municipal posts generally,

\ There are only two inscriptions undated even within the wide
limits of some of the preceding tables. P. Pacilius Zenon Laetus

w2s pp. bis, aedile and praefectus iure dicundo et sacrig faciundis

at Ficulea, The unknovm of AT 1059 rose to at least the prefecture
of a legion, and was patron of Parma, Forodruentum, and Foronovanorum,

and patron of the collegia fabrum, centonariorum and dendrophorum of

Parma. In view of the examples in the preceding table, it is tempting
to think t is inscription third century.

The most interesting general factor in these lists of primipilaris
municipal honours is the growth of the number of patronages in the
secgnd as compared with the first centg_ries._ While the assessment of

the meaning of this is really the task of a student of the whole

subject of patronage, I suggest tenatively that this increase may

reflect the growing prestige of the primipilaris: which made him a

very useful patron indeed, with considerable influence,
The primipilaris of course was no passive recipient of honours,

Ve have mentioned the influence he would w@ﬂld on his tovm's behalf



as patron,
fellow-citizens,
AUGUSTUS TO NERO
L, Aurelius Rufus
M, Helvius Rufus Civica
Sex, Pedius Lusianus H.
IX 2983
I 71
CLAUDIUS TO NERO
L rufellius Severus
EARLY CAREER

XT 712 (1 & i)

TRAJAN AND HADRTAN

C. Caesius Silvester
i, Calpurnius Seneca

MYarcius Titianus

PIUS TO COMMODUS

L, Oranius Iustus
C. Valerius Pansa

FIRST AND SECOND CENTURIES
P, Minnius Salvius

XI 3112

AFTER 150

M, Cocceius Romanus

THE THIRD CENTURY

P, Aelius larcellus

L., Aemilius Marcellinus

C. Manilius O -
Bryonianus Loll,

PP.

PP.

praef. civ,
praef, fab

praef. clas.

rp. II

praef. eq.,
praef, fab,

praef. cast.

praef, clas..
Mis.

pp. 11

praef. cast.

proc, Brit,

PP,
pp. 1I

pP.

praef. leg.
bp.
praéf.leg.duc,
duc. ex proc,
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His wealth was also often at the disposal of his

I give a short list of notable examples of this.

Built a temple,

Built a bath.

Built an amphitheatre.
Restored some object.
Restored a crypta.

Restored a bassis.

They ardpossibly others
built porticus.

Built a temple

Banquet to town on
occasion of dedication,
Described as founder of
Balbura.,

Gave 100,000 gesterces for
comparatio annonae, and
distributed money also.
Restored and enlarged a bath.
His wife left 200,000 for it.

Had temple roads imppoved.
He and another patron built

-anf amphitheatre, _.

Acted as defensor patriae,
i.e. as advocate,

Distribution of money and food
Built temple at Lambaesis,
Restored library at Volsinii
Called founder of City (Side).
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UNDATED

P, Petronius Felix tr. pr. Distributed money,

C. Cormelius Egrilianus praef, leg. Left money for dies gymnas
at Theveste,

P. Pacilius Zenon Laetus pp. II Restored a temple,

Clearly Nero's action in transferring rich primipilares to
his new colony at Antium was in that colony's best interests

(Suet., Nero 9).

The majority of the primipilares, as we have seen, retired

after their primipilate or the prefecture of the camp, That did
not mean an end to their usefulness, hovever., As magistrates, as
patrons and general benefactors they brought new wealth and energy

to their chosen domiciles, The contribution of the primipilaris

to tovm lif'e is not to be overlooked merely because it is not
directly related to the purposes for which he was selected. In
return for that contribution the towns offered to the man who had
never gone beyond the primipilate, as to the procutator, an

honoured and useful retirement, an aspect of the primipilaris career

not to be neglected by the young man choosing a lif'etime occupation.
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CONCLUS ION

The primipilaris was originally the centurio primi pili of

the Republic. That officer was the chief of the primi ordines,

but he had fgot yet been separated from them by special privilege:
He held office for a period of one year, after which his tenure
might be renewed or another take over., It did not mark the end
of his service as centurion or bring any of the later commoda.
He was simply the senlor centuriou.

Augustus made a number of important innovations, some of
which may have been the result of expedients of the civil war

perlod. The title primipilaris was apparently for the first

time given to the man who had held the primipilate. After that
tenure the man might either retire with a large lump sun,
sufficient to qualify him for the equestrian status that the

primipilaris now had, or continue in the army, in a variety of

posts. These may be divided into two classes, those which

are no longer held by primipllares after 69, and those which

became established 1in their possession. in the flrst category

come the posts of praefectus cohortis, praefectus equitum,

tribunus Mmilitum(leglonis), praefectus civitatilug, and praefect-

us fabrum. We may include praefectus classis, as the post was

then. All these posts ceased to form a career for the

primipilaris after Claudius, though isolated cases of them still

occur up to 69. The other category includes the prefecture of

the camp, again apparently an sugustan creation, and the Rome


http://tr.lbunu.3_

310,

tribunates,
There 1s no need here to recall details of the development

of the primipilaris career. We may come back to certain facets.

The carcer continued much the same until, by a process the
details of which we do not know because the evidence 1s 1ack1ng’

the primipilaris became a quasi-civil official, concerned with

the annona.
It has been assumed in the past that the majority of

primlpilares up to the end of the second century were from Italy,

and had risen to that station from the ranks of the praetorian
guard, My own concluslons are that there 1s no definite
evidence for a preference for a particular province or corps,

except perhaps tor a certain favour to men expguite Romano under

Trajan and Hadrian, until the last three Antonines. They
definitely favoured men from Itlaey, though on present evidence

it 1s impossible to say whether that preference was for

praetorians or tor men ex equite Romano. ,What ig notab or
ML cmie Iasy o aznao T]i;ir

the whole period is that/is not sd true #br the East, though

of the men who did not come 1rom colonles some at least were

ex equite nomano. This does suggest that the primipilares, the

cream of the centurionate, were expected to be well educated
men, as was befitting those who would recéive senior magistracies
on their return to their home-towns.

The primipilares were drawn from three main sources, men

who had started in the ranks of the legions, men who had started

in the ranks of the praetorian guard, and centurions who had
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been directly commissioned, the latter mostly ex equite Romano,

i,e. from equestrian families. The third group was the best
placed as far as possible patronage was concerned, the second
next, and the rirst worst of all. Therefore the proportions of

them among.the primipilares are not purely related to the

numbers of them in the centurionate, but my point is that with
the exception of the periods mentioned above, there is no
evidence that those proportions were affected by a preference
Tor any one body additional to the natural one for the better
educated and most powerfully backed individusal. In passing it
may be noted that the men who had passed through the castra
peregrina enjoyed notable success in the third century, but
these were drawn from all three sources.

The primuspilus himself in this period, from augustus to

Gallienus, remained much the same as under the Republic. He
was still the senior centurion, playlng his part as counsellor
to the legate, and was now marked out by a special title on
completion of his primipilate and the grant of equestrian rank.
The post must be seen not so much as the prelude to further
service, which it was only for a small minority, but as the
finale to a lifetime of service to the emperor as centurion.

His service as primuspilus was still apparently for one year.

As primipilaris, if he did not retire, he was available for a

wlde variety of tasks, tabulated elsewhere.
The prefecture of the camp, established apparently by

Augustus, at first a temporary post, attached to a camp rather
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than to a legion, under Claudius had become an establishment
post in each legion. It could be held directly after the first
primipilate or after the praetorian tribunate. In this latter

case 1t was held by the primuspilus iterum, distinguished by

his seniority and higher salary. The prefect of the camp ranked
third in the legionary hierarchy, with the result that he was
the natural commander in those legions where there were no

senatorial officers, first in II Traiana, then in the Parthian

legionc, and finglly in all lcgions., The alstory of the
prefecture of the camp in Egypt when there was more than one
legion there is still ill-attested, but there seems to have
been a rise in its importance till it reached ducenarian rank.
On the subject of the Rome tribunes I would emphasise the
special nature of the tribunates{urban, outside Rome, and the

fact that only about 25% of all primipilares ever reached the

tribunates. As to the origines and corps of those who held

them the same remarks hold good for the primipilares as a whole.

Of them only & small proportion could hope to reach procurator-
ships, and for these the tiﬁe ab Rome was useful for making a
favourable impression on the emperor and other influential
pedple. For those who could not hope to go further, thq_time
at Rome was a holiday after the rigours of thirty or more years
service.

On the procurators who came from the ranks of the primipil-

ares perhaps too much attention has been focussed, as they were

in fact a very small minority. They flourlshed in the second
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century. Three groups may be distinguished, first, those &ho

obtained a first-echelon ducenarian procuratorship, and no more,
as a reward for long service. Here we might mention those who
from the time of Hadrian onwards went to centenarian procurator-
ships after their first primipilate. These clearly were inferio:
to those who went to the Rome tribunates, and in fact only two
of them, T. Desticius Severus and M. Aquilius Felix, Iose to

the heights. The second group was destined to hold the procur-
atorial governorships of the third ducenarian echelon. They
sometimes reached the fourth echelon, but went no further. The
third group, and here we are dealing with very small numbers

indeed, perhaps one or two in ten years' output of primipilares,

wEre ihosen as future prefects. FPerhaps we should treat as a

group those primipilares who showed talent for the

financial side, and nad correspondingly different careers,

Here a word needs to be sald @out the age of the primipil-
aris. In the most favourable conditions,i.e. where a man 1is
showing promise of being in due time capable of becoming a
procuratorial governor or a prefect, the primipilate might be
held about the age of forty. For the vast majority &t must
have been first held between fifty and sixty. ﬁence procurator-
ial careers of the second and third type referred to tend to be
rapid In terms of the number of years between the first
primipilate and the commencement of the post for which the man
has been pre=-selected.

A word may be added about the primipilarls who retired as
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such. As far as his position in Imperial society was concerned,
he himself was of equestrian rank, and he could expect to be
able to secure commissions either as centurions or as equestrian
officers for his sons. Some families numbered wore than one

primipilaris, either father and son, or brothers. 1In two

generations a family founded by arprimipilaris might enter the

senate. In municipal society the primipilaris could expect a

senior magistracy, and the patronage of the city where he took
up his abode.

In comparing my results with those of my predecessors, the
followlng points seem to me of importance. On the career, there
is no real hierarchy before the time of Claudius. On geographic-
al origins, the period Fius~Commodus is the only one in which
Italians were preferred out of proportion to their representat-
ion in the centurlonate and their natural advantages., as far
as the corps are concerned, I emphasise that it 1s impossible
to demonstrate for the praetorian guard, even for the period
Plus-Commodus, the type of preterence fefebred to in-the last

sentence, as not all Italian primipilares were from the guard.

The men ex equite rnomano are important out of proportion to

their numbers in the centurionate, especially under Trajan and

Hadrian. The post held by the primuspilus lterum was that of

prefect of the camp, the different title indicating seniority
and higher pay. Finally, and most definitely, the majority of

the primipilares never passed the primipilate or the prefecture

of the camp. The success of perhaps a quarter of them i the

2
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Rome tribunates, and an even smaller proportion in the procurat-
orships and prefectures, must not blind us to the fact that the

primipilaris is in the main a centurion, who after years of

service has been chosen as worthy to serve as senior centurion
| for one year before passing into a wealthy and honoured retire-
\ ment. Only when we keep this fact firmly in mind can we judge

the contribution of the primipilares to the Roman empire. That

contribution lies in the main in the staffing of the senior
centurionutes of the legions, tho prefsctures of the camp, and
the nome tribungtes, all key positions. That a few of them
beyond that became procuratorial governors, and praetorian
prefects, 1s a tribute rather to the individuals than to the

corps. The contribution of the primipllares represents the

contribution of the body of centurions to the staffing of key
positions in the army. That it was not found necessary to
drew on any other body for these pousts, even for the Rome
tribunates, is perhaps a sufficient testimony to the value of
that contribution.

A number of problems have been raised but not answered in
the course of this work. In the main they are problems that

require studies in the centurionate as a whole. I would like

to see a study of all the centurions ex equite Romano, of the

question of multiple centurionates, and of those centurions who
reached administrative posts without holding the primipilate.

Naturally, I would like to see a study of the primipilaris and

the annona.. Other problems I must put down as not soluble on
———
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present evidence, e.g. that of the trecenarius, and his functiome

Finally, I come to the giving of thanks. 1n the matter

of materials, I am most grateful to the Thesaurus Linguae

Latinae for providing me with all the references in its files

to the primipilaris and the frecenarjus. I am indebted to

M, Plilaum on two accounts, first tor allowlng me to have the

/
proofs of his these complementaire, with their vital bearing on

the primipilaris procurators, and secondly for his patient

reading and kindly criticism of the thesis at an advanced stage,
which produced several important points, and also led me to
include all the tebles in the text. On the point ot criticism
of text 1 must thank Mr. M.G. Jarrett for his forthright
condemnation of the obscure and uninteliigible. ‘1o Professor

H. Nesselhauf I owe guidance and help in the ditficult first
year, when as far as method is concerned the research student
still sees through a glass darkly. tinally, my debt to my
supervisor, mr. Birley, is incalculable. 1 have been constantly
stimulated by his suggestions, assisted enormously, particularly
in the Prosopography, by his encyclopaedic memory, and have
lacked for nothing. He has also sacrificed much time to reading
drafts in order to secure clarity of phrasing. The methods of
work ;sed in this thesis are based on his, and if it is kindly

received much of the credit must go to him.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE CASTRA PEREGRINA

The castra peregrina makes its first appearance

as far as the prig;gilares are concerned in the career of

Q. Geminius Sabinus, who was primuspilus et princeps
peregrinorum after having been hastatus of a legione. This

presumaebly means that he was given the renk of primuspilus

but performed the duties of the princeps peregrinorum at
Rome. The case of T. Flavius Domitianus may be compared,
who calls himself hastatus leg X Fretensis princeps
peregrinorum (ILSL8L4), and is clearly carring out the
latter's duties. Sabinus died as prefect of a legion.

The most remarkable men from the castra peregrina,
however, belong to the period of Severus and the early
years of the third century. M. Aquilius Felix begins them.
As centurio frumentarius, already notorbus for assassinations,
he was sent to kill Severus, and changed sides with such
effect that he rogde to a procuratorship of third-q&elon
rank after a career spent almost entirely at Rome. Next
is Ms Oclatinius Adventusk a praetorian prefect, who after
being speculator in an unknown corps was successively a
frumentarius and princeps peregrinorum. The two prefects
who succeeded this man, Ulpius Iullanus and Iulianus Nestor,
also came from the castra peregrina. Finally, at a later
date, and from a different body of centurions of the

castra peregrins, came L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus, eeme
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Bbv—Pebtrenivs-Taurmis—Volusianue, another praetorian prefect.
Of the others C. Titius Similis in the period

194~238 rose to the first ducenarian echelon after holding

centenarian procuratorships. P. Vibius Marianus rose to

be procurator of Sardinia, after holding the Rome tribunates.

It is to be noted that both possibilities are open to the

man from the castra peregring, to hold centenarian

procuratorships after his first primipilate or to go to

the Rome tribunatese. However, the man who passed through

the castra peregrina did not necessarily rise to the

procuratorshipse.
M. Oclatinius Adventus graetorian prefect
Ulpius Iulianus raetorian prefect
L. Petronius Taurus Volusienus praetorian prefect
anus Nestor praetorian prefect
M. Aquilius Felix third-echelon ducenarian
PIroce.
P. Vibius Marianus second-echelon ducenarian
proc.
Ce Titius Similis first-echelon ducenarian
proc.
Ti. Claudius Dmmetrius centenarian proc.
Aur. Flave. Rufinus urban tribune
P. Aelius Marcellus prefect of a legion
C. Sulgius Caecilianus prefect of a legion
M. Aurelius Priscus primigpilus
Q. Germinius Sabinus primispilus
L. Trebonius Sossianus primispilus

L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and Aur. Flav. Rufinus
were centuriones deputati. These results tend to confirm
our general impression that the majority of primipilares,



319

whatever their corps of origin, tended not to get far
beyond the primipilate. Neverthelese they underline

N

the importance of the castra gteregrina, a position in
[ 4

which implied the emperor's trust.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE FLERT
There are only two definite examples of posts in the
fleet other than the prefectures being held by primipilares,

though there is in addition the rather baffling problem

of X 33L42a, which is discussed in the Prosopography.

Ce Sulgius Casecilianus was navarchus after being optio
peregrinorum and before he received his first centurionate.
T. Flavius Antominus calls himself primuspilus ex navarcho
principe classis, and in the light of the career of
Caecilianus we may teke it there were intervening postse.
Neither had distinguished careers as far as advance beyond
the primipilate was concerned, and the prometion of
navarchi to the centurionate need not mean that a consider-

able proportion of them reached the primipilate.
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THE PRIMIPILARIS AND THE PROTECTORES

The evidence from legal sources makes it doubtful if

we should regard the primipilaris as a military man, i.e.

a man whose duty it is to command forces in the field, much
later than the sole reign of Gallienus, The result is that

the period of time in which the protectores and the old

type of primipilares co-exiskd nust have been brief, The

Tormer are at present first recorded in or shortly before
the reign of Valerian and Gallienus. Only two careers in

fact record the post of primuspilus and a post as protector,

those of L. Petronius Taurus Volusianus and of Traianus
lfucianuse. There are cases of prefects of legions with the

title, Aelius Aelianus, (praefectus leg. protector Aug)

Valerius Marcellinus (A.D. 290, praefectus leg, ex prot.),

but there is a strong probability that they have never

been primipilares. As far as the Rome tribunates are

coneerned, Aurelius Sabinianus was tribunus protector.

The fact that his son was a tribunus laticlavius suggests

a date before 260, and it is not improbable that Sabinianus

was a E:yimibilaris. The date of the unknown of III 3126

is unknown., He was urban tribune and trib. praet. et

protector Auggg. nnn.

Clearly there are signs here of a developing conception.

In the career of Volusianus protector was the title of

the first praetorian tribunate, and gave it a special status.




This is very early, and may in fact be under the reign of
Gallus. Before the end of the sole reign of Gallienus
it qualifies ducenarian legionary prefects, and certain
centurions, (Traianus llucianus). Somewhere here is to be
fitted in the important inscription AE 195L, l35', that

has a primipilaris described as protector, who was centurion

of IV Flavia and protector, but centurion of III Augusta

without the title protector. A f'inal stage of development
is represented by Aurelius Firminus, who had been a
rotector, a sort of officer cadet, ¢@f. Valerius Thiumpo,

referred to in the chapter on the late primipilate. I

do not see how I can hope to unravel the development of

the protectores, and their relations to the p<roblem of

the change in the nature of the primipilares, till the

protectores have been studied by a specialist in the Late

Empire, tracing them back from their fully developed state.
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TRECENARIUS

While the subject of the trecenarius has been covered

well recently in the work of Passerini, Le coorti pretorie,

Pe 89 f., 1t is still necessary to re-state and re-emphasise

certain facts in regard to the primipilate. The trecenarius

is first attested in A.De 53 or 54, in the case of
P, Alfenus Varus. He is last attested in A.D. 238-LkL,
in the caseé of Oclatius Jacerdos, so the post exists

throughout the time in which the primipilaris as he was

up to the sole reign of Gallienus existed. His precise
position is unknown to us,. This needs emphasising, for
Domaszewski's suggestion that he was commander of the

three hundred speculatores (Rangordnung,p. 99) has gained

wide credence, although there is still no evidence that he
was correcte The appointment is clearly important, for

it is never to our knowledge separated from the primipilate
by more than one post, and the decorations associated with

it are the hasta pura and corona aurea, given to Ce Arrius

Clemens by Hadrian, not the most generous of emperors in
the matter of decorations. Further, when the custom grows
of_méﬁfioning oniy the highligﬁfs of the career, the post

of trecenarius is often the only one before the primipilate

to be mentioned, cf. ll. Aurelius Iustus, Ge. Tulius Caninus,
Oclatius Sacerdos, Varius Quintius Gaianus (VI 33033),

Qe Raecius Rufus, C. Satrius Crescens, and Sex. Vibius Gallus,


file:///7hile

: 324

I have said above that the precise position of the

trecenarius is unknown to us. This needs qualification.

Vherever a full career including this post is given it is
associated with the Rome centurionates. This apvlies even

in the cases where the title is trecenarius legionis, as

in the cases of L, Aemilius Paternus and of L. Laelius
Fuscus, VI 32709a. In relation to these cases and the

case where the title trecenarius coh III pr. is used, that

of e Tillius Rufus, it should be pointed out that the

normal title 1is trecenarius (trecenarius Augusti in the

case of P, Alfenus Varus), and its appearance in conjunctipn
with the name of a unit suggests a temporary attachment rather
than an establishment post with that unit. Four further
points may be made. The post could hardly be other

than at Rome, except in special circumstances. Where the
phrase ex trec. is used, with Domaszewski, op. cit., p. 100,

I do not think that this necessarily implies direct

promotion from trecenarius to primuspilus, though clearly

this was possible,cf. L. Aemilius Paternus. The trecenarii

were apparently, like the other Rome centurions’either

evocati or mem ex equite RonAioc. Evocati were Amblasius -

Secundus, C, Arrius Clemens, M. Tillius Rufus, k. Vettius
Valens, and the unknown of XI 2112. C. &trius Crescens,

L. Aemilius Paternus, and Sex. Vibius Gallus were ex equite
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Romano, at least Paternus was, and so were the other

two in my opinion. We do not know the corps of origin

of P. Alfenus Varus, kls Aurelius Iustus, G. Iulius Caninus,
Oclatius Sacerdos, and {Q. Raecius Rufus. Finally, despite

their high rank among the centurions of the Roman army, not

all trecenaril rose to the primipilate. Varius Quintius
Gaianus died as a centurion at the age of eighty-five after
fifty-five yvenrs' service, I.. Laelius Fuscus died at the
age of sixty-five after forty-two years' service, having

reached the rank of centurio trecenarius of a legion.
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PRINCEPS PRAZTORII

The treatment of this officer by Domaszewski on

ppe 97-8 of his Rangordnung is a step in the right direction,

wvhere he describes him as the head of the governor's
officium. He does seem to go beyond his evidence, however,
on pe 101 of the same work, in identifying the post held

by Il Vettius Valens as a similar post, but held as head

of an Twperial orficium in Rome, inserting a ccnturial sign
not on the stone. His attempt to buttress his case by

identifying the princeps castrorum of a later date as his

hypothetical officer's successor must fall down in view
of the lack of evidence for this identification. The

only certain princeps praetorii knovn to us, then, is the

head of the governor's personal staff, vho ranks equal
with the princeps of the legion.
The paper of Picard and Le-Bonniec, in Révue de

Philologie, 11, 1957, pp 112-30, set out to prove that

this officer in fact was the primuspilus iterum. Their firsi

point, that there were two primipili in a legion,AC. Satrius

Crescens and Gigennaus Valens in IIIX irﬁusta, and Pontﬂg@hs

: - _ R, 80
s . . [ = -
ilagnus and an unknown in X, Freten51s,41t is abundantly clear

that there is no primuspilus iterum’just two ordinary

primipili. Ce Satrius Crescens, mentioned first, was
holding his first primipilate, as a comparison with

another inscription of aim shows, and both primipili of
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X Fretensis were commanding centuries. The suggestion of

the collaborators that this latter is to be explained by
a division of the large first '‘century" is ingenious, but
reminds us that their argument is largely based on conjec-

ture, Their second point, that the princeps tabularii

of the legion must be distinct from the princeps prior,

is unproven, and is rejected by Ge.Re. ‘iatson in his work on

Roman Tiilitary Bookkeeping, vols II, De 52, note 63, an

unpublished I, Litt. thesis of the University of Burham.
These two points are then combined to prove that the

princeps tabularii = princeps praetorii was the primuspilus

iterum. The Domaszewski solution of the princeps praetorii

was rejected, because the inscription quoted by him had the
vital word restored, This argument falls down on the
evidence of Pe. Oxy 1637, 10,IGRR I 1629, and AE 1933. 57,
which show Domaszewski was right to restore IGRR III 1630

as referring to a vorinceps practorii of a governor, The

complete argument of the collaborators falls down on the
e Vettius Valens inscription. There is no evidence for

a man being primuspilus iterum in two legions consecutively.

(The Sabidius inscription is difficult, but it can be —
explained without the hypothesis of Le Bonniec and Picard.)
On whatever principles you restore the M. Vettius Valens in-

scription, the post of princeps praetorii is clearly held

before the Rome tribunates, whereas the post of primuspilus

iterum was held after them, and if you restore the primipilate
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where every other career inscription indicates that it
should be restored, it is also inferior to the first

primipilate.
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OFFICIAL PRIMUSPILUS DEDICATIONS

Victoriae Augg. nne €t lege I Adie. p of.
Antoniniana (sic), P. Marcius P, filius
Sextianus Epheso, pPePe., ded., dedicante
Egnatio Victore lege Augge pr. pre et Cl,
Pisone legato leg., V. Idus Iunias, Apro et
liaximo coSee(AsDe 207)e

Aquile et Genio leg. I Adi. p.f., Anton ELU]S
Lucius, pepe leg. S.5. posuit.

Though this first inscription is of the
type ve are to discuss, its date, that of the

victory of Severus (Domaszewski, Religion des

RBm. lieeres, mn. 37),and subject show that it

is not one of the annual series.

Dis llilitaribus, Genio Virtuti Aquilae sanc.
signisque lege. I Ital. Severianae, M. Aurel.
Iustus, domo Horrei Margensis m(unicipio ?)
ioesiae Superioris, ex CCC p.p., d.d., dedic.
XII Kale. Octe., Iuliano II et Crispino €os., per
Annium Italicum lege AuUge DI'e DPrees (A.De222)

Ritterling, RE. XIX 1408 jaccepts the date
as that of the legionk foundatione.

Victoriae Auge., Ce Publicius C, filius Septimia
Priscillianus p.p. leg. I.M. [Alexandrianae
Pefe, deds, Coresnijfo]Marceli lege. lege. eiusdem
[;-XJal, iiaias, d.n. [Severo Alexandro_ ] Aug.
COSee (AeDe222)

Apain—this is not one of the annual- series, .
but a special one in honour of the victory of
A.D. 222,

«N. Augge, Genio lege II Auge., in honorem
aquilacses JPe Po , dede., VIIII Kale Octobe,

P o € A 1 oy r,
Pl Egrp e By addpbL. cos., e, uneo
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The reading is that of Haverfield,
reproduced in the Gatalogue of the Caerleon in-
scriptions produced by the Mational kuseum of
Viales. For the significance of the appear=

ance of the numina Augustorum on the offidal

dedications of the legion scc Domaszewslki,
Ope Cite, D« 68 foou

Tovi Anfge. sacr.]E dedic ante_a] Cne 3Suellio
Fl[aceolless Aud. pro pfro , Q. lantius A.f.
Cam, ueverus7J Alba Pompe€iae.e.. leg., III Aug.,
deSe . (Late 85 or 86)

Emp. Caeu.,D Traiani Parth. fil., Divi Ncg]—
vae potl, r aiano Had friano Au)g.,pont.

[2xX., ftrib. . XIII, cose III,pepe, dedicante
Q. ? io Ca 111no leg. Auge. pro Prey eoe8
amil., llemo Jr 141 ba Pompeia, E) pPe. leg

T Aug.. (A.D.

Imp. C faesari] T. Aelio Ha %Plan(ﬂ Antonino
fAug, Pio],pént. max., tr Bb. pdt. VII cos. I1I,
p. [pd » dealcante C. Praestina Mess[a n lege.
Aug. “pro [pr.],P. Timinius P.f. Palfa ’]Te tullus
Roma p.p. [Tég. III] Aug.. (A.D. 1

Impe. Caesari T. Aelio Hadriano Antonino Aug.
Pio, pontifici maximo, trib. pot. X. imp. II
cose IIII, pPeDe, dedicante L. Novio Crispino
leg. Aug. pr. pr., T Flavius T.f. Tromen,

Firmus Salona, p.p. leg. III Aug. (A.De 1L45)

Imp, Caesari 7. Aelio Hadriano Antonino Aug.

Pio, pontifici maximo. tribe. potest. XV, cos,
IV p.p., dedicante I, Valerio Etrusco leg. Aug. -
Pr. pre., L. Sempronius Ingenuus primipilaris.

(A.D. 152)

Divo Antonino, C. Satrius C.f. Fab. Crescens
Roma, eq. publ., ex CCC p.p. leg. III/l.ug.,
dedicante D. IYonteio Frontiniano.

(A.D. 160-62)

Deo NMarti lMilitiae Potenti statuam in honorem
lege. III Auge Valerianae Gallienae Valerianae
Sattonius Tucundus peps, qui primus leg. ren-
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ovata aput aquilam vitem posult, votum dedit,
dedicante Veturio Veturiano ve.ce., lege. Auggge.
PXe PTres (AoDo 253)
The Satrius Crescens inscription here
is to be distinguished from VIII 18065, set
up by the centurions and evocatus of the legion.
It will be noted that the inscription of
Sattonius Iucundus is quite distinct from
the preceding onese. This may be due to a
loss of tradition while the legion was dis-
solved. The inscription 1is clearly influenced
by the rise of the Mars cult noted by
Domaszewskl, op. cite., pp. 34-5.
XIII GEMINA Livero Patri sacrum pro salute Imp. Caes. M.Aur.
Commodi Antonini Aug. Pii p.pe, L. Calvisius
L fe elina Secundus Falerione, p.p. lege
[x111 d-d- sub Vespronio [Can]dido cos.,
dedic [ente ayépllio Sabino 1 [eg:] (A-De 183-5)
XXII PRIMIGENIA [I] o. M. [Iu]noni Reginae, [For] tunae,
Mine ae +.+ llegs XJXII Pr._p.[f., Commodo
Auge VII. ot P ertinace II Q]os.. (A.D. 193)
The inscription is that of Sextilius
Marcianuse. So much of its text is unreadable
that 1t 1s difficult even to be sure that we
are concerned with gn inscription of the same
type as the rest or even that the man was a
primugpilus.
oooAquilaeo.oPro pofo eee 168- eio.ov Kal-.o

Sever... (A.D. 209) ...0no...eg XXII.nian...
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fe Tereesetinaes««CCCoeer Avitosee de-ne IMee.e

Ao e e Balbin--. (A-Do 213)

Both of these last two inscriptions have
been largely reconstructed by Domaszewskl, but
I thought it might be salutary to show what
remains on the stone. The second is that
identified with M. Tillius Rufus.
Pietatli lege XXII Pr. Alexandr. pe.f., et honori
Aquilae, L. Domitiufe ...Do]miti Iuliani quondam
pep. fil.d.d. odb 'nerita. dedicante Maximio
Attiano cev., leg. Aug. ]r.[: « G(ermeniae)

[S(uperioris)].V Kel. April., Ne Alexandﬁ']-
0 Do 229)

Aug. III 6% |Dione c[os..
As will be seen in the Prosopography, I
have rejected Domaszewski's reading of the son
Iulianus as a tribune, which is inherently
unlikely on a type of inscription so clearly
connected with primipili, and is only supported
by a half-visible I.
ceel ot Eninibusg castro jrum hon orig. leg.
[XII Ale]xandr. [P.p.f...J& Du ”F p. leg. 8 ‘
8.d.d., ~dedicen te Sex. Catio Clemen[tins ...(231-8
Fo am Superam honori Aquilae leg. XXII Pr.p.f.,
M. Minicius M. fil. Quir. Lindo Mar[cellinus?..]
PP leg. oilusdem... (second century or early
third)

Genium legionis XXII Pr. p.f., fl.onori @quilae
leg. 8.8., Aurelius...

I.0«cM. Sgbasio Conservatori, ftonori Agquilae leg-
XXII Pre pefe eeeianse, M. Aur. Germanus,
d. Emone. (AsDe 222=35%)
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These inscriptions are marked out by their mention
of the Eagle or of the Emperor, and their being set up 1
the headquarters of the legion, by the primuspilus, the
dedication ceremony being performed by the legate of the
legion. Not all fulfil all these conditions, bgt they do
fulfil at least one. These inscriptions were clearly
official, and set up at regular intervals, being probably
of one year's duration, cf. the examples for III Augusta.
From a phrase on the dedication of Sattonius Iucundus, of

III Augusta, in Ae.De. 253, gqui primus leg(ione) renovata

apud aguilam vitem posuit, it would seem that this was

the occasion of the laying-down of office by the primuspilus
symbolised by the deposit of the vitis in the legion's
shrine. In this case his term of office was probably one
year, and it will be seen from my discussion in the

chapter on the primugpilus and the primipilaris that this

ig most probable on all grounds, and consonant with the
Republican practice. The date of the dedication gppears
normally to have been the official one for the founding

of the legion, though there are other inscriptions, called
forth by Impefial victories and other special occasions,
which take a similar form, but are not part of the annual

seriese. It will be apparent that the dedications vary

in format from legion to legion; thus of the two legions
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best attested, III Augusta and XXII Primigenia, the

first dedicates to the enperor, the second to the honos

Aquilae.
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DONIS DONATUS.

One of the many subjects due for a re-examination
is that of the dona militaria. Here we can only treat
them aa they bear on the primipilate. It has been
recognised for some time that as in most armies decorstions
tended to become standardised in the Roman army, and
the quantity and quality of award to be determined by
ranke. Acting upon this, Domaszewskl sought to make the
hasta pura the distinctive sign of the primipilate and
the equestrian militise.! He neglected to note that
Ce Arrius Clemens had received this decoration as a
trecenariug, and L. Petronius Sabinus it as a centurion.
In the case of Me Tillius Rufus, who also received this
decoration as a centurion, he presumably thought 1t
bound up with his receiving the equus publicus at the
same time. The hasta pura is also recorded as awarded to
a prefect of the camp, P. Anicius Maximus. At the other

extreme, the only certain case we have for the decorations

given to a man as primuspilus, M. Vettius Valens received

torques, armillae, phalerase. Of interest in our attemptd to
fix points in individual careers by the dona given is

that M. Vettius Valens Hagnigiven torques, armillae,
phalerae for the Claudian invasion as a beneficiarius

praefecti praetorio, and then a corona aurea as an evocatus.
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Ce Gavius Silvanus received the t.a.p. and the crown
for the Claudien invasion, and as his career's fixed
points coinclide almost exactly with those of Valens it
is tempting to think that he was an evocatus in 43.

The standard award for a centurion seems to have
been a crown and t.a.p.. and on the whole there are no
real problems as far as we are concerned in these
decorationse What we do have to consider are decorations
often clearly given as totals for the career, which
involve large numbers of crowns, hastae, and, in some
cases, vexilla. First let us consider the decorations
of the Rome tribunes. Ce Vellus Rufus was on two
distinct occasions awarded a corona muralis and two
vexilla, the first time probably and the second time
certainly as the commander of the thirteenth urban cohort.
This is roughly equivalent to the decoration of a prefect
of cavalrys? If we now examine the career of L. Antonius
Naso we find his dona, which may or may not be a summary
including one or more separate awards, given as corona val-
laris, coponé aurea, vexilla duo, hastae purae II. ]
Clearly it is quite possible that the last two groups at
least were given to him as a Rome tribune, and most
probably as praetorisn tribune.

There remain three large collections of dona.

Ce Purtisius Atinas presumably received two hastae and
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two crowns as praefectus eguitum, ©Of, M. Vergi]/'('}’:nus
Lusius, and also two vexills. Do?éezewski does not refer
to this3, although he maintains that the vexillum was

not granted to such prefects before Claudius, guoting

this inscription, and in his appendix of inscriptions“

he does not refer to the three vexilla illustrated.

The third vexillum cannot certainly be accounted for,

but the possibility that 1t was granted to him as
primigpilus cannot be excluded. Te Statius Marrax had
t.8.p., two hastae, and five crowns. This could well

be a decoration with a crown as centurion and two decora-
tions with a hasts and two crowns while primspilus. It
may be objected that a primuspilus, 1f he did only serve
for one year, would be unlikely to be twice decorated in
the time, so we should allow alternatively for one hasta
and crowns to have been won as a senior centurion, which
we have attested eabove. The largest collection is that
of Sex. Vibilus Galluse Here Domaszewski's suggestion
that he received t.a.p. as a centurion, was three times
decorated as primuspilus with a crown and hasta, and then
was twice decorated as prefect of the camp with a hasta and
vexillumt, though useful, is probably a little too rigid.
He was a trecenarius, when he could have collected one

hasta. He is unlikely to have remained a primuspilus
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long enough to have been three times decorated as suche
Also, what were in fact the decorations of the prefect of
the camp? Unfortunately we have no certain record after

Claudius but as he ranked higher than the equestrian

tribune of the legiond, it does not seem unlikely that
his decorations may have been equivalent to those of the
reefectus alae, two hastae, two crowns, two vexilla.
This cannot be demonstrated, but the point should now be
clear that it is unwise to take a particular combination,
as Domaszewskl does, and state it as the final solution.
Clearly a number of combinations are possible.

This 1is necessarily an imperfect and imecomplete
study, as all evidence must be studied before the dona
militaria can be dealt with adequately. Nevertheless
it should serve to point out what is acceptable and what
is not in Domasz%?ki's remarks on the dona in the

Rar;gprdnugg.6

Notes.

1. Rangordnung, pe. 117.

2. Op. ecit.,—p. 438.

3+ Op. cit., D 137,

Le Ope cite, pe 247.

5. See chapter on the prefect of the camp.

6. Op. cit., ppe 117~-8, 187-8 are the important ones for

our purposese.




